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went on ever since, I think, 1983 when this first came before
the Legislature, and I'm talking about generally the people in
our state and the people who are concerned about this problem.
T he p r o c es s i s an une n d i n g o n e . This is just one part of it.
Actually, if you look at the committee hearings, I think the
committee has done a wonderful job,and has shown c onside ra b l e
restraint on a very controversial issue. I have neve r ob j e ct e d
to the amount of time I' ve been given to voice my views, o r I ' v e
been treated courteously before the committee. I think they
have been subjected to a lot of lobbying and a lot o f p r es s u r e
and a lot of criticism,and I think a lot of it's unjustified.
They have done a good job as far as hearing everyone's point of
view. And that's something,I think, all of us expect when we
accept a position in the Legislature, that there are going to be
issues of controversy that arise and we have to make d e c i s i on s
on them. What I'm concerned about is the entire process that
has gone on since this whole compact issue a nd the location o f
the nuclear waste site d ump ha s b een b r ou g h t b efore t he
Legislature. I don't think we have proceeded with ve r y much
restraint or with sufficient c onsideration o f al l t he
alternatives available. And one of the alternatives t ha t I
really think is still available to us,and what I' ve read in my
r esearch i nd i ca t e s is withdrawal from t he co mpact. No w,
e veryone t h r ow s up their hands and rolls their eyes and says,
oh, no, not at this stage are you going to consider it. But i t
c an b e con si d e r e d and can be done as far as I understand it.
Governor Blanchard, in fact, in Michigan was exactly threatening
to do that just a year ago when he threatened to take Michigan
out of their compact. But he did not, and Michigan did not
withdraw from the compact because there w ere many con c e s s i o n s
made in compact language with respect to issues of liability and
those kinds of things that were done. So, what I am saying is
don't just accept this process as something that is unalterable,
as something that has to occur, that we' ve went too far a nd w e
can't go back, because my research on the issue, a nd my read i n g
of the statutes and reading of the compact language indicates we
can and w e s hou ld . And we should, in fact, consider as a viable
a l t e r n a t i v e wi t hd r a w i n g from the compact, contracting with
another state, or handling our own waste on our. . .by ou r s e l v e s
and not being required to accept the waste of the. .. the n uc l ea r
waste from all of the other states. That's what I'm saying.
',hi issue almost reminds me to bring up another unmentionable
word, i t r eminds me of the Commonwealth legislation, where
everyone passed that legislation i n t he L egi sl at u r e , i t wa s
overwhelmingly supported, no one raised the q uestions that
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