
'.

-- TYPE

-
r ^

CONVERSATION RECORD I A 1 1 9
a 1ATE 9'

?9, Mav 1986o
. I a.

Q VISIT

Location of Visit/Confemnce:

Of CONFERENCE

JUN 3 1986
CS] TELEPHONE

5 INCOMING
(n OUTGOING

* ROUTING

NAME/SYMBOL INT

.Se'e Attac led

i

I
i
i -

I-IA. I _

NAME oF PERSON(S) CONTACTED OR IN CONTACT
WITH YOU

Wijliam S. Lingley, Jr.

ORcANIZATION COfk.. depL. bueau. IuTEPH"ONE No.

in Washington State (206)
ept. of Natural Resourc s 459-6372

. Is>.
,, A> v

SUBJECT
Natural Resources (Hydrocarbon Potential) of the 6WIP RRL area

I*1 I-

'S

SUMMARY

The following significant matters were discussed:

(1) BWIP Report BWI-TI-265 (deals with hydrocarbon potential of the NI4!
Columbia basin) - State of Washington is extremely critical of DOE's
conclusion report especially the negative finding of the hydrocarbon
potential of the NW Columbia basin and the overall poor quality of
the report (does not meet industry standards).

(2) State of Washington is very optimistic regarding the possibility of
the discovery of large quantities (commercial) of hydrocarbons within
a 50 mile radius of the Hanford Reservation.

(3) State of Washington suggests strongly to DOE that they (DOE) should
seriously consider retaining a professional petroleum consulting firm
to address the hydrocarbon potential of a region, say within a
10-mile radius of the RRL. DOE is not receptive to the suggestion.

(4) State of Washington feels that the above petroleum consulting firm
would most likely conclude that the prospects of commercial
hydrocarbon production within 10 miles of the RRL would be very
remote.

(5) In spite of DOE's negative report, extreme interest in additional
commercial petroleum exploration in the RRL area continues with
multiple requests for additional seismic traverses being filed with
the State.

(6) The State indicates that Shell Oil Company will most likely be
"sinking" an additional deep test well within 50 miles of the RRL in
the 1986-1987 time frame.
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(7) The State indicates that, because of the superb quality of the
released deep test geophysical logs, significant information
regarding the permeability/porosity of the basalt column could be
acquired.
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(8) W. Lingley will transmit to H. Lefevre a copy of a 35mm slide showing
the location of completed/permitted seismic traverses in the Columbia
Plateau region.

(9) W. Lingley stated that the completed seismic data is not for sale at
any price. He added that the lines are currently costing the
exploration firms approximately $18,000/mile to complete.

(10) The State of Washington would consider, if accomplished, a deep test
hole by DOE at the RRL for hydrocarbon assessment, a waste of
tax-payers money. Cost estimates for the 20,000 ft hole could be as
much as $15-$20 million.

ACliON REQUIRED It is essential that the hydrocarbon potential question within
Csay .10 mile radius or so) of the RRL be pursued aggressi��ly by both NRC and
A near-term resolution of this matter will enable the government to avoid the
nf consi��erThle effort �nd �ost� . ___________________________
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Harold E. Lefevre . J 2//4At6/J tb. 3 June 1986
ACTION TAKEN: This matter will be included' as a "priorit.� item" in forthcoming meetings-

diiscussjons with DOE. Lacking favorable, timely attention to this matter on th cpart of DOE,
NRC might consider attempting resolution of the hydrocarbon potential issue on its own initiative
through utilization of th p�roposer� FFPDC � DATE
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