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Notrce of lnqurry Publrshed for Proposed Defense Waste Fee Allocatron

' | The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE)
: published a Notice of Inquiryin, the
December2 1986 Federal Regzster
Thrs Notrce invites publxc comment on’
a"tentative method’ for ca]culatmg
total drsposal fees’ for hrgh-level
- nuclear wastes from .atomic _energy
- defense ‘activities to be pard to the
Nuclear \Vaste Fund

. This allocation is needed because on
- April 30,1985, ‘the President deter-
. mined that defense high-level waste
' (DHLW) should be disposed of in the
i civilian repository system. The Nuclear
Waste Policy. Act of 1982 (NWPA),
Sectlon 8 (b)(2) requires that there be
an “allocation of costs of developing,
constructlng, operating, and decom-’
! missioning”, for the one’/or more
 repositories to be developed ; under the

~/NWPA. While the NWPA - intends

; that OCRWM fully recover all DOE-
* expenditures for the permanent dis-
+ posal of high- level waste, mcludmg

i DHLW, it does not specify the meth--

odology to be used by DOE i m calcu-
latmg the_fees ito be “paid for- the '
g dxsposal of DHLW This includes
! future DHLW as well as desrgnated

! Hanford site in Washmgton the
! Savannah River. Plant in;. South
Carolma, ‘and . the Idaho Natronal
‘Engmeermg Laboratory Payments
i for DHLW disposal will be made by
‘DOEs Office-of Defense Programs
of the appropriation process; and will
rbe suffrclent, in the aggregate to

l cover the costs of DHLW dlsposal .

, The adequacy of waste drsposal fees
“is to be reassessed annually based on
actual costs and updated estunates of
_‘ future costs'and waste quantxtles to 'be
* handled. The cost estimates to be used _
“in calculatmg fees are those used jin
" “Analysis‘of -the Total System ere

. Radioactive  Waste . Management

: The F ederal Regrster Notrce evaluates
' thiee optrons for determxmng the total
‘ fee

, Under thxs optron the fee tor DHL\V ‘
is estabhshed by ¢ allocatlons using cost-

' Proposed Defense Waste Fee Allocation it 1
Review Criteria for Facihty-Specifrc Tt e

Excerpts from Rémarks by Ben C.> |- '3 |+
. wastes currently stored .at DOE’s, |

. A Chronology of Major OCRWM Events 16 ,
| Selected Events Calendar 4

; Other Program Ttems 5
j f? * Transportation Coordinatron ‘

. New,Publications and Documents 71 = s 5

Cycle Cost for: ‘the . Civilian®

Program” (DOE/RW-0047)

A

Option I—Full cdsr"ﬁgcbv-g;y ey
Usmg Sharmg Form ulas

" In"This Issue

e

, .. iPage-,

. iop o 0
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sharmg formu]as apphed fo ma]or co*t
“elements as reported in OCRWM’s
“annual total system life-cycle cost

analyses Costs " for facilities .and
actmtres camed out solely for DHLW.

dxsposal such as. transportatxon and
“waste overpackmg for DHLW, would
- be treated as direct costs and included
*in'the DHLW fee together ‘with the
“DHLW. share of :common costs for

- facilities and ‘activities used for both - |
DHLW and crvﬂran waste drsposal

The basxs for shanng costs can mclude'
such factors as areal drspersron (the |,
proportron of total repository. dxsposal 1
- area accounted for by DHLW) and:; ;

the share of canisters processed in a
. facility. .. .Under - _ this .

bllhon in 1985. dollars. i

: O;itronLII'—One-MrlllKrlovv‘atthour

"Electric-Generation’ Eqmvalent Fee

Under thls optron the total fee would

¢ 5 |'lbe'based on DOE’s éstimates 'of the

; Outreach and Participation Plans . ! /.*

Rusche before American Nuclear
Society Meeting

*'Group Meeting . ~ .;x-int o w
:e Update on thigation, P NI I0

electric-generation equivalent for past
..and; future ;reactor operations. that
have produced the DHLW covered by
?the Notice.’ '
"The ‘total
equivalent for 16,000 canisters from

past and future reactor operations is |
. | ; estimated by DOE’s Office of Defense - |

. Programs at 780 billion kilowatthours | :
v:‘electrrc [kWh(e)] equivalent throughi

AR (contlnued on page 2.

electrrc generatron

1

i Publlshed by the U S Department ot Energy (DOE). Ofﬂce ot Clvlllan Radloactlve Waste Management (OCRWM) s :
. ’ For further Information about the national program or for copies of new publications and documents listed in the “OCRWM Bulletin™ contact the U S Department X

“Information Services Directory Is available to provide sources of program Information for the Statos Indian Tribes, Involved parties, and the public.

[

of Energy, OCRWM, Office of Policy and Outreach, Mail Stop RW-40, 1000 Independence Avenue. Sw, Washlngton DC 20585 (202) 252-5722. The OCRWM T

.option, "
,prehmmary DHLW _fee . estimates - j
-range from $2.60. billion to $3 43‘3 i
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(contlnued from page 1)
* 1986 and an additional 970 billion
_ kWh(e) equivalent from 1987 through
© 2020. If the current 1 mill/kWh (e) fee | electricity generation.
now being.paid by civilian waste_.| . .
generators were. apphed to these:| , ..
defense reactor operations, the total’
fee would be $1.75 bxlhon m 1985
: dollars C

optimized for the productxon of

Optron III—Cost Shares
* Proportional to Avoided Costs

Under this optron, ‘estimates are made
based on the cost of separate
. reposntory systems (¢ avoxded costs”)
" for’ cmlran and defense wastes A
ma]or ‘reason for the cost’savings | ina
: combmed system is that a large

Optron 11 is estimated to yreldf
 revenues that total about one-half the’
_revenue’ raised by Optlon "I "since,

unllke commercxal nuclear reactors,j

Headquarters Rewew Cnterra for Facrllty-Specrfrc
SRS Outreach and Partrcrpatron Plans - .-

In response to'the’ requrrements of the NWPA, ‘OCRWM prepared a “stsxon
Plan” (DOE/RW-0005) that describes the overall goals; objectives, and strategy
for the program for the disposal of spent nuclear fuel and high-level waste. Among
other things; the’ Mission Plan requires that DOE develop Facllrty Specnfxc
Outreach and Partlcxpatron Plans for each reposrtory site. This requirement was
defiried further” in OCRWM' “Internal Guidelines for Interactions with
Commumtxes and Local Goyemments” (DOEIRW-OOSQ) ..
.Each facxlxty-specxfxc plan represents an umbrella plan for institutional activities
that will address the needs of States, Indian Tribes, and local parties affected
by the potential siting of a repository. ‘These plans are to be based on discussions
and consultations with the involved partxes, and thay address activities such as:

* public hearings, briefings, and other meetings to be sponsored by DOE
.on major, program reports and events;

. DOE partxcxpatron at meetmgs sponsored by other orgamzatxons,
.. mformatlon products to be provxded by DOE;

 “community information' facility activities and data- collectlon actlvrtres
: 1nvolvmg States Indlan Trrbes, and local govemments and

o site actwrtres, mcludmg srte tours

States and Indxan Tnbes may request fmancxal assistance for partrcxpatron in these
actrvmes S c =
After lnformal drscussxons w1th States, Indxan Tribes;:and local partres, draft
F acrhty Specific ‘Outreach’and Participation Plans are to be prepared by OCRWM
Pro;ect Offlces, reviewed by OCRWM Headquarters, and then discussed with
affected‘parties:’ The review by-Headquarters is intended to ensure that there
is consistency with established OCRWM policy on- institutional- activities and
equity among the three sites in the opportunities offered to affected parties for
involvement in the repository program. To guide this review, draft Headquarters
revxew cntena have been developed and are bemg crrculated for comimient.
o ’ (contlnued on page 3)..

Notrce of Inqurry Publrshed for Proposed Defense Waste Fee Allocatron |

'proportxon of the cost of any waste
: disposal system is fixed. For example,
" costs ‘of development and evaluation

defense reactor operatxons‘are"
defense materials rather than
. Because; of the smaller. volume of

“defense waste, fixed costs must be
: spread over a smaller number of units

Option (Dollars in- Bnllrons)
Option I . $2.60 to $3 43 .,
Optron II i 815
Option I $5.30

. Comment may be obtained from the'

. Forrestal Building, 1000 Independenice”

" Resource Management, RW-10; U.S.
‘Department of Energy, OCRWM,
" Washington, DC’ '20585," and . be
. received by February 2, 1987. . %

< B
vo o 1 N1

(D&E) are largely unaffected by the
precise amount of waste handled.-

of disposal servxce, so0 .that avorded
D&E costs per.unit are higher than for
c1v1lran wastes A prellmmary study
of this option estimated that the. total

DHLW._ fee. would equal 25" to 30 Y-

percent of total reposntory costs for
16,000 DHLW canisters. The. fee
calculated by this methodology would
be on the order of $5.3 billion in 1985
dollars

\ R

OPTIONS AND:FEES FOR
DEFENSE HIGH-LEVEL WASTE

Estimated Fees

A detalled evaluatlon of the optlons
appears’ in the Federal’ Reg{ster
Notice. A summary of estlmated costs
for ‘each “option is shown' above.’
Copies'of the Federal Register Notice
of Inquiry'and Request for: Public’

U.S. Department of Energy, 'Office of
Public 'Inquiries, Room 1E-206,’

Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20585
or call (202) 252-5575 Lo

Publxc comment on determmmg\a'
total DHLW" dxsposal fee is invited;’
and'should’ be addresseéd to Samuel'

Rousso, - Associate ‘Director' for'

-y
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Excerpts From Remarks by Ben C. Rusche, Director, OCRWM, Before the

-(Inhis remarks Mr. Busche revxewed
programmatic and technical develop- |.
-ments in the OCRWM program in the
areas of geologic repositories, at-~
reactor ‘storage,’ transportatron and
“international cooperative activities. -
' Because site characterization will be .
.the main OCRWM -program thrust
for the next 5 years, Mr. Rusche’s
comments on _this_ sub]ect are

;excerpted below) Vit S

PR

_“Essentially, it (sxte charactenzatlon)
‘involves data’ gathenng and questlon:
“answering to verxfy site smtabxlrty and"
capablhty 'to “meetf"‘standatds ‘and
‘criteria "/ ’established - by.: the.
Envrronmental Protection Agency
(EPA) and the Nuclear Regulatory.
"Commission (NRC) R )

‘.{‘:

“And in addrtron to the EPA and NRC
regulations, the requirements of the
Nuclear Waste Policy Act itself must
be met as well as those contamed in"
the DOE Siting Guidelines. The Siting .
Guidelines .establish -, performance
| objectives for a. geologlc repository .
- system, define - the "basic technical -
requirements that candidate sites must
‘meet, and specify how DOE will-
‘rmplement the site selection process
l"' : ‘.\ll'li'."' f’ v'(.l"c' :'h‘l:l.,. N o
:**So- .the-.main- purpose of site
characterization | is'hto> determine
‘whetheér a candidate site is suitable for
‘a repository and to provide the bases
for the'construction’authorizations.
This has never been done before.:.

“To support the recommendation and
:application - decisions, :information
must be developed that relates to four
broad areas of interest: -

2, *
Toan T w

postclosure performance, S

. rpreclosure radlologlcal safety, ‘

L “hon: radrologlcal envxronmental

‘_"rmpacts andx .
T dide

kK feasrbrllty and ,cost of geologlc
¢ repository development L

AU R DR

ir,'.“.' :[

- “Unresolved questrons -about these
.+ four, areas s are. the mam,focus of site
for 1dentxfymg unresolved questlons or
ssues’ is the ‘Missfon Plan for'‘the
* Civilian Radioactive Waste Program.

+- The ;overriding. purpose -is to ‘make

J;clear  the :logic:.of ‘site studies and
design activities 'and to ensure that no

Amencan ‘Nuclear Soc:ety Meetmg, Washington, DC, November 17, 1986

terization S phase until the hcense
application is submitted to the NRC.
The SCPs "and . perlodlc progress
reports that DOE will be making will
have a crucial role in interactions with
the NRC and as vehlcles for
=prsentmg information to the States,
‘Indian Tribes, Congress, utxhtxes and
‘the public. " ‘

atere nt bl O0F ads e ae e

srgmfrcant issues are joverlooked :or . .
The SCPs will contain SR YA

extraneous informatlon collected The
‘Mission Plan” and- - supportmg 3'.
documents also provrde a guide to | &}
" developmeiit of sxte charactenzatlon """~ each site, the waste package and

plans (S’CPS) P ‘f'._ l ‘J ; I‘reposxtory desxgn, and the issues to

foe T e ‘7 be addressed ,

. schedules to mdlcate a. loglcal
sequence of testing and the timing

+% ifor the release of publications on

'T“The .-development /of "SCPs ©is
especially important now. :-We are
_ deeply ;involved- in.developing-SCPs
" for, each .of the candidate sites, and
_,thexr development will continue to be
a ma_]or actmty during this fiscal year.
R BN TR S D 14 BN P 2]
: -.~.‘“As .one might guess, there is intense
-1interest in the SCPs since the SCPs will
guxde DOE durmg -the ‘sité charac-

.2

t.cr., findings, .and . Jissue resolutron
Srrand, s sy e g

gl T
~ ¢ -milestones‘and decision'points to
be encountered along the way.,
(contmued on page 4)

‘-
‘.

efr

ot foe T gyt
e n(contmuedfrompagez) o ,l_;,‘ Lo
: The Headquarters review criteria define the mstltutlonal activities that are basxc
to the repository program. These criteria are not mtended to establish a standard
format for the plans orto hmrt mstxtutronal actmtles to only those listed in the

revrew cnterra. B Gee it
LA EAEL S 41 ¢ 1 PR R RS O

c_.../\ l

I
E R S (A

Each facxllty-specrfrc plan wxll provrde a general descnptlon of the site-specific
1nst1tut10nal actlvmes to be’ conducted on.a regular basis, ‘such’ as provrdmg
technical * ‘and pubhc mformatlon and conductmg regular mteractlons \uth
affected partles e

,i 'f Lo _3 ’.l ".'.r‘,» .".‘l;._;' ‘~:‘._,{,<. . ::_..::",.:'

In addltxon to ongoing mstltutronal actxvxtnes, mxlestone—related institutional
activities will also be conducted for repository program components such as site
charactenzatlon plans,r socioeconomic and ‘énvironmental momtormg and
mitigation’ plans payments-equal-to-taxes; *risk “assessiiient, quallty assurance
plans, Environmeéntal Impact Statements, and other plans and activities identified
during the facility-specific institutionial planning process. The plans will identify
milestones for each of these program components and the 1nst1tut10nal activities
that will be conducted for each of the mllestones A SRR A
Lot ey SO0
The plans will provide a 6-rmonth schedule of all reposrtory program mstrtutxonal
activities to be conducted. . This will include both the ongoing and milestone-
related :institutional activities Schedule updates will be provided to affected
parties every.6 months.and affected _parties notified as changes occur. .- . /%

-----

technical . procedures, :technical
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Excerpts. From Remarks
By Ben Rusche, -
Before the American
Nuclear Society Meeting

(continued from page 3)

“Considerable work has been done to
date on the SCPs. An annotated
outline has been developed and
presented to the NRC and to States
and Indian Tribes. Onsite reviews
have been conducted for development
of the SCPs. Meetings have been
conducted with the NRC on items
regarding SCP preparation as well as
with the States and Indian Tribes. A
uniform issue resolution strategy has
been developed.

“Current plans for the SCPs call for
issuing SCPs for Hanford and Yucca
Mountain for public ‘review and
comment in approximately mid-1987,
and for Deaf Smith in late 1987.

“Activities during site characterization
are many and complex. Much of the

information that we need is already |

available but must be compiled
systematically from the literature or
local records. Where new data is
needed, some of it will be secured
through surface, sub-surface, and
laboratory testing.

“A major activity, the construction of
exploratory shafts, will not be
initiated during FY 1987. We had
planned to begin exploratory shaft
work at Hanford and possibly in
Nevada in FY 1987, but in light of the
Continuing Resolution and commit-
ments made to Congress, no explora-
tory shaft drilling will begin in FY
1987 at either Hanford, Yucca
Mountain, or Deaf Smith. The timing
for shaft work in FY 1988 will depend
on progress on the SCPs, The impact
of this delay on the overall schedule,
as well as the reduced FY 1987
appropriation, is currently under
review.

Selected Events Calendar

January 20-22 Environmental Coordinating Group Meeting, Las Vegas, NV.

Contact Jerry Parker (202) 252-5679.

Jahuary 21-22 Quality Assurance Coordinating Group Meeting, Albuquerque,

NM. Contact Carl Newton (202) 252-9300.

February 2-6 Ninth Annual Symposium, Geotechnical and Geohydrological
Aspects of Waste Management (Colorado State University), Fort Collms

CO. Contact (303) 491-6081.

February 9-11 Second Annual Topical Conference on Nuclear Waste
Management Quality Assurance, Las Vegas, NV. Contact Judy Kail (619)

455-2627.

February 26-27 Environmental Issues Conference, National Congress of
American Indians co-sponsored with American Bar Association. La Fonda
Hotel, Santa Fe, NM, Contact Robert Holden (202) 546-9404.

March 1-5 Waste Management ‘87, Tucson, AZ. Contact Morton Wacks (602)

621-2475.

March 15-18 Atomic Industrial Forum Fuel Cycle Conference ‘87, Boston, MA.
Contact AIF Conference Office (301) 654-9260.

For details on DOE/NRC meetings call (1/800) 368-2235 for a recorded message. In the

Washington, DC, area call $79-0487.

A telephone recording service has been established for the announcement of upcoming meetings
related to the waste management program of the NRC. The number is (1/800) 368-5642, Ext.
79002. Washington, DC, area residents should call 427-9002.

For information on meetings and etents occurring between issues of the “OCRWAM Bulletin™ use
OCRWM INFOLINK, an Electronic Bulletin Board that can be accessed through a standard

computer cc ications cap

bility on (202) 252-9359 or (202) 252-5406, or call Tim Conner

(202) 252-6356. The “OCRWM Bulletin™ now is available through INFOLINK.

“Examples of the testing activities to
be conducted during surface-based
testing include seismic monitoring,
geologic trenching, meteorologic
monitoring, and surface borehole
drilling. Examples of laboratory
testing activities include corrosion
testing, borehole core testing and seal
system testing.

“Other data to be collected and
analyzed involve environmental,
transportation, and socioeconomic
studies that assess the potential
impacts of repository development
and operation.

“To do all of this, sophisticated and
interactive information systems are
needed to assist in coordinating the
data collection and review and to

provide a permanent record of
licensing activities which will be used
by all participants in the licensing
process, including the NRC, States,
and affected Indian Tribes. We are
now in the process of developing such
a management tool called the
Licensing Support System.

“This is a major task not only
because of the comprehensive

technical and administrative data

and documentation required, but
because of the involvement of the
many parties with different
information needs. As the design of
the Licensing Support System evolves,
we are committed to interact with
the participants so that their
requirements can be factored into the
design.” %

-
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Other Program l tems”

Transportatron Coordmatlon : utilities,.i'end the’ :_trenspo:rtet'ionf
Croup Mectmg ' a industry. o o

The TCG is composed - of ¢ voting
members from OCRWM, ! the

H
!OCRWM s Transportatlon Coordma-
tion~ i Group ¥ /(TCG) *'met™

Novembeér 18,1986, "in ‘3‘Colurnbus;
Ohio, to review recent activities and
near-term plans for the technical
development of the NWPA transporta-
“tion’ program “The meetmg was’ at-
} tended by i‘more’ than 60 'people
representing DOE, support contractors
for*DOE;? States*'Indian”" Tribes,

Operations Offices. The TCG was
formed in 1985 to ensure that NWPA

“egmy a
A‘ll P 3

This document sets forth program-wrde quality assurance requrrements and
| .defines management’s quality assurance responsibilities ‘for the Offlce of

- Storage and Transportatron Systems and its projects. i o
-!’s',- l ’J ‘»‘\v"‘
“OCRWM Safety Plan” 10 -nnT e oo i

ani RURITTY r,lr, IR RIS AT

RO {

,November 1986

The OCRWM Safety *Plan sets forth management policies and general

the OCRWM program o o i

- Loy - S TN f ) }
The followmg factsheets were reprmted in October 1986 : - “"\‘Y‘ ’

PN FTE T O

DOEIR\V-OIOS

“What is Spent Nuclear I<’uel:""""""i

—
Copies of new publacattons and documents are available Jrom the U S ‘Department
‘of Energy, OCRWM, Office of Policy and Outreach, Mail Stop RW-40, I 000

, tIndependence Avenue, SW “ hmgton, DC 20585. Lo ginme

ree b

_repository Project Offices, and DOE’s’

¢ cask handling facilities and cask design |-~
features are compatrble Other TCG
objectives, as stated-in™ “the " ‘group’s |
charter, include the identification and’
“ resolution of common techmcal trans-.

PR

N X‘;” ) ‘New Publlcatlons and Documents SER B
“Ofﬁce of Storage and Transpoﬂatton Systems o ’ DQI‘Z‘/R\K-QIQ3 .
Quality Assurance Directive” % ‘September '1986

DOE/RW-0119| -~

" requirements for'the safety of the publrc and of personnel associated with; ;[

Caoseant o

“The Illustrated Mechamcs oj Nuclear Waste Dzsposal
b “What thl a’Nuclear Waste Reposltory Look: LikeP” g DOE/RW-OIOGf :
i OJurl'v\J' LA i -
¢, {iWhat is Nuclear, Waste? e : DOE/RW-0107

"DOE/RW-0108

... include: -

i,-“{Can Nuclear \Waste be Transported SafelyP? s A % 'DOEIRW—OIOQ" ‘

“Radiation and Nuclear Waste—How Are They | DOE/RW 0110‘
Rela_ted?" z Gt ot g e ;

,. BAVLE LT de s BT LT L N T OB S .
“How:Much: High- Level Nuclear Waste is There?" - .DOE/RW-0111 | - .
“What Rock, Types Are Being Considered for|. - | DOE/RW-0112|

Nuclear Waste Reposrtones and Why?" e T

T‘portatxon problems, and the exchange ?

of mformatron among member ,
organizations to ensure consistent °

Tprogram documents

The meetmg began with a brief |

.-transportation® inputs ' to NWPA

'
il

review of transportation programf

actrvrtres ‘planned for thé next fiscal
'year ‘More " detailed discussions
addressed the following activities.

TSNS SRS

e The ALARA Study—A study has’

- been:initiated by OCRWM to ,

~,evaluate.~the costs and risks
transportation systems under
radiation

i made’. ‘reduce

_associated with potential NWPA
.:»which reasonable efforts would be

exposures to levels as far below -

" Federal dose lrmrts as is practi-

" cablé—that is,
. reasonably achrevable” (ALARA).

{
“as low .as:

OCRWM is now working on the '

j.  first' phase .of the report .that

postulates a reference transporta-

tion system ‘and alternatives are °
bemg developed using ALARA °

+' principles. When completed, the ;

report will be made available for

.. comment both on the reference °

system .. and on alternatives
deservmg additional study.

ey ~5», t

.viplans- for . enhancing future
u\transportatron risk studies to
“three ;
- _transportation (truck rail, and
barge) greater use of State
: meteorologrc data,. land-use

1

. F uture OCRWM Transportation ;
i Risk *Analyses—~OCRWM: has |
214 Ibegun : to- develop preliminary :

modes of .

o patterns, and State-level accident
ji.;. data; and; considerationof a !
: greater number of populatron}

~.-(continued on page 8)

"f».jtzones .OCRWM plans to hold ;
..., regional workshops in 1987 to
e re_vre‘w_an‘d discuss study options.
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1983
January

February

May

April

June

July

A Chronology of Major OCRWM Events, 1983 to Present

President Reagan signs the Nuclear
Waste Policy Act of 1982, Public Law
97-425.

Temporary Nuclear Waste Policy Act
Project Office established by DOE to
carry out initial implementation of the
Act.

Draft proposed siting guidelines for
recommendation of repository sites
made available to the public for
review and comment.

Nine sites in six States identified as
potentially acceptable for first
repository, and affected States and
Indian Tribes notified.

Nuclear Waste Fund Management
Plan Published

Draft regional characterization reports
sent to 17 States identifying crystalline
rock formations for possible study for
a second repository.

Standard Disposal Contract published
in Federal Register.

One-mill/kilowatthour fee for nuclear-
generated electricity implemented.

First Notice published in Federal
Register of offer of cooperation and
technical assistance to non-nuclear
weapons States in all facets of spent
nuclear fuel storage.

Owners and generators of civilian
spent fuel and high-level waste execute
contracts with DOE for disposal
services and for payment of fees into
the Nuclear Waste Fund.

Formal procedural agreement with
NRC concluded relating to develop-
ment of repository licensing plan.

Report submitted to Congress
indicating that an MRS proposal can
be prepared using currently mature
engineering and design practice
without additional research and
development.

1983
July

August

September

November

1984
January

March

April

August

October

November

December

Fee collection and payment procedures
established.

Formal negotiations for written
consultation and cooperation
agreements initiated with the Yakima
Indian Nation and State of
Washington.

Revised draft final siting gﬁidelines
provided to States and Indian Tribes
for review and comment.

OCRWM organization activated.

Final siting guidelines for recom-
mendation of repository sites
forwarded to the NRC for

concurrence.

First deployment plan for Federal
interim storage submitted to Congress.

Competitive solicitation issued to
industry for proposals for development
of a safe, economical waste packaging
and handling system.

Agreements signed with Virginia
Power and the Carolina Power and
Light Company for cooperative dry
storage demonstrations.

Congress notified that the Test and
Evaluation Facility will be collocated
with the repository if need for such a
facility is established.

Comprehensive Nuclear Waste Fund
Management Plan issued.

Transportation Business Plan: Strategy
Options Document published.

NRC concurs in siting guidelines.
Siting guidelines published in Federal
Register.

Draft Environmental Assessments for
each of the nine potentially acceptable
sites published.
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Other Program Items (continued)

Transportation Coordination
Group Meeting

(continued from page 5)
Cask Development— Proposals for
the design and development of
casks for shipping spent fuel from
reactors to NWPA facilities are
currently under review by
OCRWM. All surface modes of
transportation (truck, rail, and
barge) will be considered in the
design of “from-reactor” casks.
Contracts are expected to be
awarded in the late spring of 1987.

Operations Management Con-
figuration Study-—Consistent with
the NWPA, OCRWM plans to use
private industry to the maximum
extent possible to operate the
NWPA transportation system.
Proposals for a management
configuration study are now being
reviewed by OCRWM. The study
is to include an evaluation of
viable management structures
(i.e., total private operation, a
combination of private/Federal
operation, or total Federal

operation). A contract for the
study is expected to be awarded in
early 1987.

Update on Litigation

Monitored Retriecable Storage. On
November 25, 1986, the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the Sixth Circuit issued a
decision in the case of the State of
Tennessee v. John Herrington,
Secretary of Energy. The Court ruled
that Federal courts of appeals have
original jurisdiction over actions
involving the consultation and
cooperation requirements applicable
to monitored retrievable storage
(MRS) facilities under the NWPA.
The court further held that the NWPA
does not require the Secretary to
consult with any State before he sends
Congress his proposal for the location
and construction of one or more MRS
facilities.

The court recognized that DOE
notified the Governor of Tennessee of
the identification of three sites in
Tennessee for analysis as possible MRS
sites, and that DOE provided

Tennessee with a $1:2 million grant
to assist the State in its independent
evaluation of the MRS system.

The State of Tennessee filed a petition
for stay or extraordinary writ of
injunction on November 25. The
Secretary responded on November 28
with a motion in opposition to a stay
or injunction, and with a counter-
motion for immediate issuance of -
mandate or dissolution of injunction.
DOE is awaiting the court rulings on
these motions.

Case Consolidation. On October 29,
1986, the U.S. Court of Appeals for
the Ninth Circuit denied the
Government’s motion to transfer all
cases (with the exception of those
lawsuits challenging the denial of
grant funds to States for litigation
purposes) to the District of Columbia
Circuit Court of Appeals. At the same
time, the court also consolidated all
cases except challenges to the
previously promulgated *“guidelines”
for the recommendation of sites and
the above-mentioned denial of grant
funds. %
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Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585

-/ Subject: Telephone Number Change
Effective December 26, 1986, the first three digits of Forrestal
Building telephone numbers will change to:
(1) Commercial callers - 586.
(2) Government (FTS) callers -~ 896.
Germantown telephone numbers shall remain the same.

For general information call 586-5722.



