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High-Level Nuclear Waste Management Task Force Members:
Brian J. Boyle, Commissioner of Public Lands
David Stevens, Assistant to the Governor
Alan J. Gibbs, Secretary, Department of Social and Health Services
Donald Moos, Director, Department of Ecology
Richard Watson, Acting Director, Washington State Energy Office
Karen Rahm, Director, Planning and Community Affairs Agency
Senator Al Williams
Representative Shirley Hankins
Senator Max Benitz \
Representative Dick Nelsou
Sue Gould, Advisory Councd\ Chairman /

Nicholas D. Lewis, Chairma\ X 1, A

M - 1rh 1J 1JflJ L x1 Rs...,,- M-st t4-c C- - -latyCTlIf TVT-CI
ou"O�-� . --. -, -W, � - - -�W- �_& ..... -. y

The chairman, Nick Lewis, opened the March 16, 1983 Task Force meeting with
recognition of those present. Task Force members and designees present in-
cluded: Dave Stevens, Don Moos, Dick Watson, Max Benitz, Nick Lewis, Charles
Barron (sitting in for Shirley Hankins), John Beare, Don Provost, Jim Pluntze,
Ed McGuire and Chuck Clarke. Advisory Council members in attendance were:
Sue Gould, Estella Leopold, Jerome Finnigan, Gordon Kunz, Joe Jackson, Lane
Bray, Anita Monoian and Fred Jarrett.

Sue Gould, Advisory Council Chair., presented a report. The Advisory Council
has placed a high priority on defining their structure and mandate (a directional
for functioning) and will present this plan to the Task Force for action at the
April 15th meeting. Work on the council's public information program proposal
continues with the assistance of Battelle and John Gervers, with the expecta-
tion of presenting this proposal at the April 15th meeting, and having this
plan in place as soon as possible. At the same time the Advisory Council seeks
approval to conduct a search for a firm to assist in putting the plan in place
with a goal or degdline bf September 15, 1983. The third step is the necessity
of the placement of a public information officer on the Task Force staff. There
is sufficient funding available. Nick Lewis summarized the report and the Task
Force agreed to a 30-day continuation on the planning effort and authorized
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engaging the help of a consulting firm and additional help from John Gervers
to develop the public information program. The Task Force agreed to extend
John Gerver's contract through September, 1983. (The contract was to expire
in April.)

Dick Watson reported on the progress of the work plan subcommittee. The
number one issue is the hiring of key staff. Mr. Watson has solicited a few
resumes and members were asked to provide names of persons they would recom-
mend. Continuing his report, Dick Watson stated that the number two issue
is defining the role of the Agency Technical Support Group. Don Provost re-
ported that the contract between Ecology and the Task Force has been prepared.
Copies of the appointment memo for this group, dated March 9, 1983, were
distributed. Mr. Lewis explained that the memo covered DNR and DSHS and those
contracts were being prepared and funding has been budgeted. In time, other
agencies may be included in this technical support group. The first task the
support group will undertake is the review of the SCR executive summaries and
the NRC Site Characterization Analysis.

The chairman discussed the necessity of an organizational flow chart showing
relationships of the Task Force in order to clarify our structure for the
public.

The DOE grant papers for the period of March 31, 1983-October 1, 1983 are
ready to go with a request for an amount of approximately $260,000. Inquiries
to DOE regarding the amount available for the next fiscal year indicated that
up to $500,000 probably would be acceptable. The grant proposal contains three
substantial elements: (1) funds for staff (technical); (2) funds for the state
working group and for consulting; and (3) travel, etc.

Staffing requirements (in addition to 50% of the chairman's secretary and 70%
of the chairman's assistant) are: (1) staff director at approximately
$35,000; (2) technical assistant; (3) public information officer; (4) one-
half clerical support for the Advisory Council; (5) one-half clerical support
for the technical group; (6) $36,000 to retain legal advice. The next steps
in our staffing process are the drafting of position descriptions, recruiting
applicants and appointing a subcommittee to help with the screening. Key
positions at this point are the technical coordinator and the legal firm.
The intent is to house the staff in close proximity to the EFSEC offices. By
the April 15th meeting there should be some names to place before the Task
Force for the technical coordinator and then the chairman can proceed to
make the appointment. The technical coordinator will be responsible for the
recruiting of possible applicants and the screening for further staff positions.
The Task Force members agreed with the starting point of the staff lay-out and
that the process should begin as soon as possible. Sue Gould, Advisory Council
Chair., emphasized that a sizable amount of the next grant should be directed
toward the public information program.

John Gervers pointed out that the State Working Group will be looking at the
consultation/cooperation process issues on April 11th and there will be some
useful fallout from that study to help us identify the issues. The State Working
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Group was described as an excellent defense mechanism to deal collectively
and use insights of state representation where repositories are located.

The chairman discussed the consultation process. The Task Force must keep in
mind that we must start soon--the deadline is September 15, 1983. Some pre-
liminary work has been done through discussions with Secretary Hodel and DOE.
Mr. Lewis pointed out that there are three ways to go about the process:
(1) hire people to do it for us; (2) hire people to do it with us; (3) do it
ourselves. By our next meeting we should have some possibilities to look
at in support of the Task Force consultation agreements.

The Task Force Progress Report for the first six months, which is required
by the executive order, was distributed. Several people thought the "time
squeeze" and the immensity of the task involved should be stressed. (The
report was amended to emphasize this point.) The report will be sent to the
chairmen of the legislative energy committees.

The March 21, 1983 Guideline hearings in Seattle were announced. Copies of
the chairman's testimony were distributed and discussed. The three main
points raised in the testimony are:

(1) In addition to the general guidelines, specific guidelines for
each of the sites should be written.

(2) The Guidelines suffer from constant reference to the EPA Guidelines.
They should amplify the general guidelines and include full text.

(3) The problems associated with using a 10,000 year time frame. The
Guidelines should be as precise as possible for the near term, and
also include guidelines that specifically provide standards for
retrievability.

There was a discussion concerning the Guidelines with several views expressed.

(1) Guidelines could be written to address general, media, and site
specific areas.

(2) The bounds of acceptability must be set to allow states to determine
the adequacy of the site.

(3) There could potentially be two sites in the same media.

Statutorily the DOE Guidelines must be in final form by July 6, 1983 and,
therefore, the process must be complete by the end of May in order to accommo-
date review and concurrence by the NRC, also required by the Act.

The March 25th hearings in Richland on the Draft Environmental Assessment were
discussed. The DOE has agreed to postpone the drilling of the exploratory
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shaft until (1) they have issued the Environmental Assessment in draft form

which was done on March 4th, (2) held public hearings, which are being held

on the 25th, and-(3) had ample opportunity to review the input received.

Because of a shortage of time, John Gervers briefly spoke to the subject of

time lines and agreements. The federal act gives the states two alternatives

for developing agreements: (1) The agreement must be negotiated within 60
days after the site is recommended for site characterization by the President,
followed by a period of 180 days to conclude the agreement. (2) The state
may request initiation of negotiations as soon as the state is designated as

a potentially acceptable site. The Governor has been notified that Washing-

ton is a potential site. Mr. Gervers will be first on the agenda of the

April meeting in order for him to completely cover these subjects.

cc: John Beare, DSHS
Don Provost, Ecology
Ray Lasmanis, DNR
Chuck Clarke, PCAA
Ed McCuire, WSEO

bcc: Hub Miller
Lee Olson
Don Godard


