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“[t important to see the blg pxcture
‘surrounding Creation ‘of a' mational
nuclear- waste dump, Bob Loux.
stressed this week. Loux, Executive
Director of Nevada.s Nuclear Waste
Project Office, has been looking at
issues involved with the waste dump
since 1979. In his view, planning

for the facility that will be in place -

for. “thousands of years” is in the
hands' of “the federal agency with

the worst track record of any agency
government.”

in the . federal
The Department of Energy,

Loux reminds us, is made up of “the

same people who brought us above

ground nuclear weapons testing, and
the collapse  of
" Ranier Mesa. These are the guys

more  recently,

left over from the AEC weapons
days who feel the public is better

off not knowing what they’re up to.
“And it is an ageficy, he charges, -

that is overwhelmingly guilty of
‘“‘best case planning.”
“If the federal government had

approached NASA the same way the’

DOE is approaching nuclear waste
disposal, we'd still have John Glenn
in orbit without 2 way to bring him

notae that seismic records have only

bemt at the site for & few years
te “far too short” to allow for

predictions of what will occur

during the next 90 years. “There is

substantial evidence that earthquakes
. R

Bob Loux

larger than those predicted from
historical seismicity may be anti-

cipated at the site,” Bell asserts

Yucca Mountain would never

“THE MOST EXPOSED INDIVIDUAL WILL PROBABLY BE THE

MAYOR OF CALIENTE.”

Loux asserts. He acknow-
ledges that his comments are strong,
but he argues Nevada has been

down,”

“fairly agressive” in challenging the
DOE “for good reason.” His office
has recently released a 747 page
report detailing its objections to the
DOE'’s assessment of the impact
of a proposed high level nuclear
waste dump at Yucca Mountain in
southern Nevada.

Among the issues the Nuclear
Waste Project Office report raises
is the contention that the Yucca

Mountain repository will be in a

major seismic risk area.” Loux noted
that the Nevada study included
information pointing to the possib-
ility of an earthquake in the range of
between 6.9 and 7.3 on the Richter
sc2le on the Bare Mountain fault
near Yucca Mountain.

John Bell, a geologist with the
Nevada Bureau of Mines and Geology

have been considered at afl if DOE
had taken an objective look at the
site on the basis of geological sta-
bility, Loux said this week. His
comments are echoed in a letter
written by Governor Bryan to the
U.S. Secretary of Energy.

“The information contained in
the draft Environmental Assessment
strongly supports the argument that
the selection of the Yucca Mountain
site...has been predetermined for

the west is politically weak. There
are not 2, f Congressional delega-
' tions fromore west.™

- “That area (Yucca Mountain)
of southern Nevada and Califomia
had volcanos everywhere 35 million

" years.ago,” Loux observed. “But the

salt beds in Texas and Mississippi
have been stable for three .or four.

~or five hundred million years.”

- Yucca Mountain is located on

"the rim of an old buried volcanic

caldera, and while DOE has conclud-
ed that there is little chance of a
volcanic eruption in the area, Loux’s
study contends that documents used

- to prepare the DOE study point to

the possiblility of a volcanic event at

. Yueca Mountain.

Loux says Nevada has funded
all its own research on the nucleir
dump issue to date. But he is hopeful
a pending lawsuit will allow the
state to tap into federal funds that:
are being used to study the technical -
questions at issue in the debate.

. The state filed the suit after a
plea from its entire Congressional
delegation failed to elicit cooperation
from the feds, Loux said. A letter,
signed by Senators Laxalt and Hecht,
as well as Congressmen Vucanovich

‘and Reid, asserts: “the problem is

that the Nevada Operation Office,
acting on guidance from Washington,
has informed the state that they
can conduct independent field work
only to monitor and evaluate the
Department of Energy’s activities,
but no if that work involves collec-
tion of primary data.”

What this means, according to
Loux, is that “if you're out there
with a DOE guy and he picks up a
rock and analyzes it, thats OK’
But we’re not allowed to pick up
that rock. We're not allowed to
collect our own data. They're telling

“IF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT HAD APPROACHED NASA
THE SAME WAY THE DOE IS APPROACHING NUCLEAR WASTE
DISPOSAL, WE'D STILL HAVE JOHN GLENN IN ORBIT WITHOUT
A WAY TO BRING HIM DOWN.”

some time,” the report states. Loux
expanded on that contention this
week by pointing out that “the
whole east coast is much more
geologically stable than the west, but

us how in depth we can go and wher:
we can go to get our data.” )

~ One of the issues Nevada wants
to look-at is the question of the rela-

Continued to Pg. 6
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proposed nuclesr waste sites in T

The deep carbonste aquifer Bes

below the ground water table, and as
' Loux pointed out this week, no one

is sure sbout whether the two are
. tonnected. In some sreasof the state

springs seem to originate in the deep

cartbonate aquifer tather than in
| ground water replenished by seasonal
precipitation. Hydrologists have ob-
served that, in these aress, much
more water seems to be coming out
of the ground than can be sccounted
for by snow and mainfall. This, in
foct, i3 the phenomenon that led
_them to suspect the presence of the
deep aquifer.

If, indeed, there is a connec-
tion. between the ground water
squifer and the deep, aquifer, it may
cause water to flow back and forth
between the two when there s a
' deficit, Loux said this week. He
noted that some observers feel
sudstantial pumping of the deep
squifer could create hydraulic press-
ure snd pull water down through
§"the crushed carbonate rock from the
~ pfOQE ‘water level above. Under
, thest "clrcumstances, contamination

of the deep aquifer could occur if
b!hin\-bnnlndhﬁon release

the ground water below Yucca

Mountain. Such s draw dows might

aten e

siting the nuclear dump in Nevads.
Several legishitors indicated during
1985 hearings on the issue that they
believe the repository will have
beneficial economic effects for
southem Nevads. And Loux wss
abo told by leghslators that his
efforts will be wasted, because
Nevada has nothing to say sbout
the placement of the dump.

The question of ecomomic
effects is among the issues addremed
in the Nevads critique of the DOE
draft sssessment. Clark County sud-
mitted a number of criticisms of
DOE"s work, among them s scath-
ing rebuke of the agency's sppruisal
of the waste dump’s effect on tour-
fsm in the area. “Merely stating that

potential sites from belngcomptnd‘

“23 the faw requires,” Loux stressed.

A major problem with the
placement of the repository on the
edge of the Nevada Test Site is thet
it could conflict with the nuclesr
wepons program there, the Nevads
study asserts, *“The defense program
has chewed up most of the eastern
edge of the test site, that's used up
real estate,” Loux points out. He
noted that tests arenow conducted
on the northern boundary of the
test site, about 25 miles from Yucca
Mountain. “They may need the
western edpe,” 33 well, Loux ob-
served,

l")OEmmthnnuclurm '

pons tests can be confined to a

could site & dump in New York
City,” he charged. “The mesh is 30
big that everything fals through.”

“IF SOUTHERN NEVADANS BELIEVE THE DEEP CARPONATE
AQUIFER MAY BE A FUTURE SOURCE OF WATER FOR THERR
COMMUNITIES' THEN THIS QUESTION NEEDS TO BE INVESTI-

GATED.”

‘information o date supgests that the

repository is not Hkely to signifi-
cantly affect touris’..is unaccepta-
ble,” the Clark County critique
states.

And Loux ssys that his stafl’
discovered msjor flaws in DOE%
aseszment of the number of jobs
the nuclesr waste dump will bring
to southern Nevads. “All of 3 sudden
the document talks sbout 8500 jobs,
but it doesn’t explain that this is 2
peak maximom that includes a 40
percent contingency and numbers for
secondary job spin-off,” Loux said.
And he contends that the figures
cited for jobs st the Nevada dump
site are created by “using 2 high
multiplier than was used for other
sites.”

Loux charges that DOE i
guilty of using “Marketing techni-
ques™ to try and sefl its project in

distance of 14 miles away from the
waste dump, but the Nevada study
challenges this assumption. “Most of
the still-undisturbed land is located
in the western portion of the Test
Site, some of it very near Yucca
M Mg ding to the Nuck
Waste Project Office staff.

“They’re not going to build
2 Nevada Test Site anywherd else
in the country, “Loux observed.
But there are plenty of other sites
for the waste dump.”

Other contentions made by
Loux’s staff are that mineral poten-
tial in the area of Yucca Mountain
remains to be fully evalusted and
that impacts on small Nevada com-
munities are ignored by the docu-
ment.

*The most exposed individus)
in terms of nuclear hazard “will
probably be the mayor of Caliente,”

Nevada, and says this is evid

to reinforce his “primary point,
which is that the criterla and con-
tingencies are not the same from
project to project.” This prevents

Loux quipped. His estimate is based
on the fact that the rail transports-
tion corridor for much of the nuclesr
waste goes right through downtown
Caliente. “Some of that radiation

they are not willing to let the states
do their own investigations and the
fact that they sre not willing to
accept Hability does not inspire
trust,” Loux said.
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