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PROSSER — The federal govern-
ment has been shut outof an agree-
ment o plan the future of Hanford
lands,

Inasudden reversal of policy, Ben-
ton County Commissioners joined
Richland officials Monday in
rescinding an invitation for the
Department of Energy to become a
partner in land-yse planning for
post-cleanup Hanford.

“This commission isnot goingto let
them sign on,” said Benton County
Commissioner Max Benitz.

Joe King, Richland city
said, “The wedding is (7] gizd

Three months ago, Benton, Rich-
land and DOE officials tentatively
agreed to draft 5 regional plan for
future land uses atthe nuclear reser-
vation.

ButaMarch 17 deadline for signing
the agreement in principle passed
without DOE’s stamp of approval.

Atthetime, Hanford ManagerJohn
Wagoner told county officials hig
agency was waiting for information
from regional Indian tribeg before
signing on. He urged city and county
officials to continue work on the
plan, with the understanding DOE
shortly would joininthe effort,

But Monday, Benton County com-
missioners cited state law anq
declared themselves the only agency
with authority to draft a comprehen-
sive land-use plan for Hanford’s cur-
rently off-limits real estate.

The county plan would adhere to
the same brocess followed in com-
plying with the state Growth Man-

manager,

Richland’s authority extends to
areas in the city’s 20-year urban
growth boundaries, which include
parts of Hanford’s 300 Area, officials
said.

“With respect to comprehensive
land-use plans, the recognized plan-
ning agency nationally is the county,”
said Commission Chairman Ray
Isaacson. “We wanted DOE to be part
of the process, but it’s not essential
(underlaw,)

A DOE spokesman Monday night
said the decision to oustthe federal
government from the planning effort
was “somewhat surprising.”

“They certainly have the authority
toplan forthe county,” said Maynard
Plahuta, government liaison pro-
gram manager.

“The only thing we were hopingis
we could work Cooperatively with
them so at the time when we transi-
tion from DOR to the private sector
therewould be a Seamless plan, that
it would move over and there would
notbe any difference from theirplan
and DOE’s plan,” he said.

Ensuring DOE plans follow county
and city plans won't be easy, KIng
acknowledged.

“Itputsusina less desirable posi-
tion because if DOE were a partner
in developing the plan we would
have "better assurance that they
would be bound by the plan,” King
said. “We’re goingto have to yise oth-
€rmeansto get their input and buyin
(onthe plan)) :

At a previous meeting, Benton
County planners echoed that senti-
ment, arguing only a cooperative
planning approach would ensure
conflicting land-use maps wouldn’t

y city,

or county’s intended development of

the site.
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tes might be the Arid

Land Ecology Reserve, which will be

the topic of a

Wednesday public

meeting in Richland. Also soon-to-
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Meanwhile, county and city plan-

ners are compi

ling an inventory of

Hanford’s existing infrastructure. It's
the first stage of what’s envisioned to
be a three-year process. i

When complete, officials hope to
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