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The meeting was called to order by
Warren A.'Bishop

Introductory Remarks

Mr. Bishop announced that Nancy Smith
and Dan Meek, Congressional staff for
the Subcommittee on Energy Conserva-
tion and Power, and the Subcommittee on
General Oversight, Northwest Power, and
Forest Management, respectively, would
be guest speakers during the afternoon
Board meeting. Their report will present
the findings of an investigation involving
USDOE's choice of Hanford, Yucca
Mountain, and Dcaf Smith as the 3
potential sites for the nation's first high-
level nuclear waste repository.
Mr. Bishop invited all Council members
to attend.

Terry Husseman commented on packet
information received by Council regard-
ing Ms. Smith and Mr. Meek's investiga-
tion. He referred to a letter addressed to
Secretary Herrington from Congressman
Markey, dated October 20, 1986.
Congressman Markey requested copies of
all draft materials that led up to the rec-
ommendation report regarding the May
28, 1986 site characterization ' decision.
Secretary Herrington's response was that
there was no documentation; drafts had
been routinely discarded as they pro-
ceeded to the next draft. The U.S.
Department of Energy then consented to
a review of their files which resulted in
the findings of Nancy Smith and Dan
Meek.

The next item discussed was a draft
study prepared by Battelle, Pacif ic
Northwest Laboratories, on the capacity
issue of 70,000 metric tons heavy metal
and the probability of excess waste. The
study shows Hanford could be expanded
to accept up to 668,000 MTU, Nevada
78,000-136,000 MTU, and Texas 107,000
MTU. Mr. Husseman stated there was no
scientific basis nor indication in the
study that additional geology and

hydrology problems would not result if
sites were expanded. He suggested
Battelle attend a Council/Board meeting
and do a presentation regarding their
study.

Mr. Bishop commented on the upcoming
C&C retreat on December 17 and 18. It
will be held at the Alderbrook Inn,
scheduled to begin at I p.m, December 17
and conclude by 5 p.m., December 18. He
suggested the Thursday evening informal
Council meeting be dismissed for the
month of December due to the C&C dis-
cussions; items normally addressed during
the informal meeting will be discussed o1
Friday, December 19, if possible.

Valoria Loveland moved the Thursday
evening informal Council meeting be
dismissed during the month of December.

Susan Hall, of Hall & Associates,
reported reservations have been made for
those who indicated they will be attend-
ing the C&C retreat; if there were any
cancellations or additions of attendees,
Ms. Hall requested they inform her office
as soon as possible. She noted
Mr. William Lincoln, a highly regarded
expert on negotiation and mediation, will
be facilitating the meeting.

Sam Reed asked if there had been anv
further communication with the federal
government regarding the C&C agree-
ment. Mr. Husseman replied that USDOE
is rewriting the Mission Plan and part of
the revision will be the section on C&C;
at this time there is no predetermination
for C&C negotiations between USDOE
and the state of Washington.

Minutes

It was moved, seconded, and carried that
the minutes of October 16, 1986 informal
Council discussion be approved. The
minutes of the regular Council meeting
of October 17, 1986 were also moved,
seconded, and carried as published.
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Sianiflcant Recent Developments

Mr. Bishop called upon Terry Husseman
to discuss recent developments.
Mr. Husseman referred to the October 14-
15 meeting of the first-round states and
tribes held in Reno, Nevada. It involved
the first-round state finalists
(Washington, Nevada, and Texas), the
affected Indian tribes (Nez Perce,
Umatilla, and Yakima), and the first-
round states that were eliminated after
the site selection process was announced.
He noted that it was the first meeting
held separate from USDOE.

The next scheduled meeting among the
states and tribes will be held in Texas
during the first week of December.
Mr. Husseman said discussion would
include the need to revise the Nuclear
Waste Policy Act and decide among the
states and tribes what elements need
review.

In addition to the meetings of the states
and tribes, quarterly meetings have been
held with USDOE. Mr. Husseman and
Ron Halfmoon have been designated by
the states and tribes to negotiate an
agreed format with Tom Isaacs, USDOE
Headquarters, for a possible meeting in
January or February in which
Washington State will be the host.

Related to the Nuclear Waste Policy Act
revision is the recent speech Congressman
Udall presented to the Atomic Industrial
Forum and the American Nuclear Society
at their annual meeting held in
Washington, D.C. In his speech,
Congressman Udall announced his con-
cern regarding the credibility of the
siting process and that he would no
longer object to a review of the Act.
Mr. Husseman stated Secretary
Herrington also presented a speech at the
same meeting in which he urged the util-
ities to be vocal in their support of the
U.S. Department of Energy.

Phyllis Clausen requested that the
Council receive copies of Congressman
Udall's and Secretary Herrington's
speeches when they are made available to
the Office.

Jim Worthington asked what Washington
State's position was regarding revision of
the Nuclear Waste Policy Act.
Mr. Husseman referred to the Swift-
Morrison bill; it attempts to accomplish
goals previously stated by Governor
Gardner and the Washington State
Nuclear Waste Board: 1) the siting pro-
cess needs to be stopped; 2) restructure
the process to bring in scientists; 3) an
independent study should be done to
determine the need for a second reposi-
tory; 4) do a nationwide search and if
there is a need for a second repository it
should be a part of this nationwide
search; 5) build a MRS facility so there
will be a way to manage the high-level
waste until the repository is completed.
He noted there was national recognition
regarding a need to review the site selec-
tion process and also to develop a solu-
tion for disposal of the nation's high-
level nuclear waste.

Russell Jim voiced the concern of Indian
tribes on the reopening of the Nuclear
Waste Policy Act. He stated the Yakima
Indian Nation, specifically, was con-
cerned with environment and religious
aspects. Mr. Jim suggested a meeting
between the Council and the thrce
affected Indian tribes for a scenario of
the pro/cons involved with reopening the
Act.

Mr. Husseman continued the discussion of
significant recent developments, referring
to USDOE's current by-product rule
which states that all liquid waste streams
at Hanford and other facilities were by-
products, therefore not subject to regula-
tion by the EPA or state. The state of
Washington, Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion (NRC), and Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA) submitted comments
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and opposition to this rule. As a result,
in March 1986, USDOE announced a pol-
icy review of their by-product rule.
Mr. Husseman reported that toward the
end of the last Congressional session
Secretary Herrington received a letter
signed by seventy members of Congress
strongly urging withdrawal of the by-
product rule. The state of Washington is
still awaiting Secretary Herrington's deci-
sion.

Another issue discussed was Side-Looking
Airborne Radar (SLAR). It is a technical
study performed by USGS (U.S. Geologi-
cal Survey) for the state of Washington
and is not a U.S. Department of Energy
program. The study will be done by fly-
ing over the Hanford site at approxi-
mately 30,000 feet, taking pictures of
land formations. Recent faulting may be
determined, if present. Information can
be obtained from the Nuclear Waste
Management office; questions regarding
this study can be answered by contacting
Bill Brewer, Office staff.

Referendum 40 Meetings

Marta Wilder reported five Referendum
40 meetings were held during October.
The meetings were in Kennewick, Seattle,
Spokane, Yakima, and Vancouver
Washington. i Ms. Wilder said approxi-
mately 350 people attended the meetings;
she thanked the hosts for their participa-
tion. Warren Bishop also expressed his
appreciation to 'those who presided or
attended the Referendum 40 meetings.
Ms. Wilder stated a report had been pre-
pared by Hall & Associates regarding the
purpose, format, and an overview of the
meetings; a summary of comments
received from the public was also pre-
pared. In addition, a news brief. was
released describing the referendum and
listing, by county, the percentage of
votes. Ms. Wilder noted the percentages
were unofficial; the final vote is to be
announced December 5.

Public Involvement Plans and Activities

Paul Korsmo reported on the status of
the public involvement program. Hc
stated that a "public service announce-
ment" is a current issue being developed.
Another significant activity is the devel-
opment of an 'issues documentary" deal-
ing with key issues of nuclear waste
management in the state of Washington.
Mr. Korsmo said plans are being made to
develop a school curriculum project; a
meeting with representatives of the state
Superintendent of Public Instruction's
Office will be scheduled within the next
two months. He reported on the drafting
of a new "focus paper" dealing with key
issues, re-publishing the existing "fact
sheets" and a "defense-waste focus paper"
with a new graphic identity, and revising
the 1987 public information/involvemcnt
action plans.

Mr. Korsmo asked the Council for com-
ments or suggestions.

Betty Shreve inquired if there were plans
for utilizing the "Nuclear Legacy " docu-
mentary and suggested the film be shown
for further review at the C&C retreat.
Sam Reed suggested the documentary be
presented at "initial" regional meetings
for people who have an interest in the
nuclear-waste issue.

Jim Worthington expressed his concern
regarding school lesson plans and the
urgency to develop this issue. He stated
there were "teacher approved" lesson
plans currently published by USDOE;
Council members could obtain copies
from Marta Wilder. Mr. Worthington
noted the plans contained information on
issues pertaining to energy and nuclear
waste. He also suggested that a video
tape library be established; further
information could be obtained f rom
Office staff.

Betty Shreve asked if interested Council
members could work with the consultant
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and staff to develop lesson plans. Phyllis
Clausen suggested at least 3 members
work on this issue. Mr. Bishop requested
a survey regarding the lesson plan issue
be presented to Council members.

Further discussion followed.

Committee Renorts

gency response arrangements. He felt
these were three upcoming opportunities
to make progress on transportation issues,
but coordination among groups for
addressing these issues must be cstab-
lished first.

Recommendation of the Council

Local Government Committee

Bill Sebero, Chairman, stated there will
not be a Local Government Committee
meeting during the month of December
due to the C&C retreat. He referred to a
survey previously sent to local govern-
ment officials. Many of the survey
returns dealt with transportation issues,
resulting in a joint Local Government
and Transportation Committee meeting
held November 20. Mr. Sebero said the
Local Government Committee felt a
meeting with other nominated repository
states would be beneficial to compare
how they have dealt with local govern-
ment issues.

Transportation Committee

Terry Novak voiced concern for the
committee's direction regarding trans-
portation issues. Mr. Bishop commented
that the charge of the Transportation
Committee is related to a repository pro-
gram; however, a distinction between the
near-term problems and their relationship
to the repository transportation issues
seem unclear.

Mr. Novak stated Congress will review
the Hazardous Materials Transportation
Act and in January 1987, the Washington
State Legislature will review the new bill
on transportation of Hazardous and
Radioactive Materials being prepared by
the Senate Utilities and Transportation
Commission. President Reagan recently
signed the Superfund extension which
has a provision on community right to
know and creation of regionwide cmer-

Terry Novak entered a motion that the
following recommendation be accepted
and directed to those in authority as
follows:

"We request that the Chairman of the
Washington State Nuclear Waste Board
and Advisory Council approach the
Governor's Office and/or the Cabinet
Officers as he sees fit, seeking a review
of the lack of progress on transportation
Issues; attempt to establish, through the
Governor's Office and/or the Cabinet
Of flcers, a sense of urgency In their
deliberations; and a focus of leadership
among the various departments."

The motion was seconded and carried
unanimously.

Environmental Monitorine Committee

Sam Reed and Pam Behring, respectively,
presented the committee's recent meeting
activities. Mr. Reed stated the major por-
tion of the meeting was devoted to dis-
cussion of responsibilities placed upon
the Environmental Monitoring Committee
in relation to the Hanford Health Effects
Panel Recommendations. Review of the
final recommendation report was also
discussed; the report will represent a con-
sensus of panel decisions.

The next issue the committee addressed
was the Hanford Historical Documents
Review Committee's progress toward
accomplishing their assignments relating
to the Health Effects Recommendations.
Mr. Reed reported that the HHDRC had
met and arrayed all 34 recommendations,
and delineated their responsibilities in
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each of the following categories: 1)
review and implementation; 2) regional
coordination; 3) active participation; and
4) monitoring. He added that the
Hanford Historical Documents 'Review
Committee also prioritized their efforts
as follows: 1) dose reconstruction; and
2) thyroid morbidity. Mr. Reed stated
there will be a joint meeting of the Envi-
ronmental Monitoring'Committee and the
Hanford Historical Documents Review
Committee due to the considerable over-
lapping of issues.

Pam Behring continued the report of the
Environmental Monitoring Committee.
She noted the prioritization and descrip-
tion of responsibilities resulted in a
matrix system. This system will put all
recommendations on a grid showing
responsibility to USDOE, Environmental
Monitoring Committee, the state of
Oregon, DSHS, etc. Ms. Behring stated
the matrix will be distributed to each
committee, organization, or department
for coordination efforts of the final
review. In conclusion, Mr. Reed stated
the next Environmental Monitoring
Committee meeting will be December 12,
beginning'at 10 a.m.

Defense Waste Committee

Mr. Bishop stated the Defense Waste
Committee did not meet, due to a presen-
tation regarding the progress of imple-
mentation and issuance of the Environ-
mental Monitoring Impact Statement.

Socioeconomlc Committee

Jim Worthington reported the committee
met to review the RFP. He said the next
Socioeconomic Committee meeting will be
December 7, focusing on the selection of
a RFP contractor. Mr. Worthington
stated the Socioeconomic Committee met
with the Consortium of Local
Governments from the Tri-Cities to dis-
cuss issues which they are still working
on.

Public Comment

James L. Acord, independent sculptor,
read a one-page statement concerning
sculpture and nuclear technology (see
attached). Mr. Acord stated that in con-
junction with' appearing at the Council
meeting, he had a 25 minute slide-show
representing two sculptures that he is in
the process of completing. Mr. Acord
offered to show his slide program to
those who were interested.

Orville F. Hill, Ph.D., Consultant-Nuclear
Fuel Cycle, prepared a 3 page letter to
submit to The Columbian (see' attached).
He commented on the passage of
Referendum 40 and the nation-wide clec-
tion of a Democratic majority in the
Senate. Mr. Hill stated his concern
involving the need for a review of the
site characterization process; emphasis
should be placed on accurate, valid tech-
nological information. This information
should be translated into terms the public
could readily understand.

There being no further discussion, the
meeting was adjourned.
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James L. Acord, Sculptor-507 Third Avenue
#914,Seattle,Wa.98104-TELEX:292982SCLP UR

The universal language of art spans 250 centuries to unite us with
our earliest ancestors. Our oldest artifacts are eloquent testimony to
the human desire to create art, to use art to consciously record in permanent
form the ideas most important to us. This strongly forged and common bond
of art speaks vividly across time to us of our ancestors' hopes and dreams,
aspirations and accomplishments. Our oldest art remains clear and vital today;
its spirit is timeless.

From the old stone age, through the bronze and iron ages, until very
recently, the art of sculpture contributed to innovation in manufacturing
techniques and raw material applications. The technical requirements of sculp-
ture, along with those of tool and weapon production were the foundation
of metal alloying and casting processes and with them a host of other manufac-
turing advancements and discoveries without which our present industrial
society would not exist. If modern sculpture seems to have lost its vitality,
it is because this connection with the processes and materials of mundane
production has been severed. Sculptors no longer work at the leading edge
of technology enriching society's understanding of materials usage and applica-
tion.

Today, society's most advanced manufacturing technology is mxmrpolized
by the defense industry and its handmaiden, the nuclear industry. I have
chosen to incorporate the materials and processes of the nuclear industry
into the sculptures I am currently producing for reasons that may be costrued
as highly traditional. I seek to recapture the art of sculpture's traditional
place at the cutting-edge of technology and to record, in as permanent a
form as that technology allows, symbols and metaphors of the issues of the
age.

Nuclear waste, an issue of universal concern and, for all practical
purposes, permanence, is arguably our greatest technological challenge.
It is also itself a symbol and metaphor of the civilization that produces
it. All manufacturing activity, from the making of spears to the building
of cathedrals, produces waste. Nuclear waste is analogous to the stone chips
produced since the neolithic age, with one difference: all nuclear waste
is, in the broadest sense, weapons-production waste and none of it is, in
any sense, art waste. Until now.

In bringing together sculpture and nuclear technology, I hope not
only that this art will benefit from a return to the use of innovative materials
and processes but also and more important that society will benefit, in ways.
now difficult to define or foresee, from the return of artists to the decision-
making process of modern materials usage.



Orville F. Hill, Ph.D.
Consultant-Nuclear Fuel Cycle

1510 S.E. 1 27th Avenue
Vancouver, WA 98684

Telephone (206) 254-9203
November 20, 1986

The Columbian
P.O. Box 180
Vancouver, WTA 96666

Now, that the voters of Washington have spoken overwhelmingly in the

passage of referendum i0 to support the states efforts in resisting the siting

of a nuclear high-level waste repository at Hanford, it is clear that the

governor and the legislature must vigorously pursue the existing court cases.

on the otherhand, the state's voters joined voters nation-wide in reject-

ing a Republican Senate and the election of a Democratic majority. As a

consequence, the Northwest has lost some key chairmanships and cammittee

positions in the Senate. The Sernate will likely be less favorable than ever

in supporting actions which might remove site. characterization activities at

the three candidate sites in Washington, Nevada and Texas. (See The Columbian

editorial, November c, 1986). It hardly seems likely, for example, that

Senator Stennis (Democrat from Mississippi) would support any action that

might allow sites in Mississippi to become again candidate sites for the

repository. Perhaps readers will consider this unfair, but such is the real-

ism of politics.

this article is prepared to suggest that it is time for the Washington

3tate Nuclear WTaste Advisory Council and the iNuclear Waste Board to shift

emphasis from resistance to site location at Hanford to emphasis on assuring

that site characterization studies will indeed answer technical questions

about tl-.e adequacy and safety of the site for repository location. It is

essential that the governor, the legislature and the voters of Washington

have access to reliable, trustful knowledge about the repository characterist-

ics and its anticipated perfonmance and reliability. The Board should seek a



The Columbian
page Two
November 20, 1986

responsible, unbiased and technically competent consulting firm to follow

the activities of the T .S. nepartment of Energy and to recommend to the

rioard these studies an] tests which it believes the state must insist on to

assure that the characterization process for the site is broad and complete.

T)evelopment and definition of such information should assist those members

of the public with open minds to make reasonable judgements concerning the

suitability of the Hanford site. Such understanding could go far in meeting

the societal needs for decision-making, a difficult public problem as noted

by Kai No Lee, a member of the National Acalemy of Sciences Board on Radio-

Active Waste Nanagerment (The Coluribian, November 16, 1986).

Technical questions which need to be addressed include water travel

times and direction, hydrogeological chemistry of the host rock (basalt),

potential impact of floods on the repository site and the operation of a

repository, geological stability of a mined repository I I' during construc

tion , operation and after closure, potential for and extent (if any) of

Puture contamination of the Columbia River, among others. The consultant

firm would be expected to identify other areas which should be of concern

to the citizenry of the state. This information would go far in answering

questions raised by Wfilliam N. Schlax (The Columbian, October 29, 1986),

Carl Hedengren (rhe Columbian, November 11, 1986) and others. Are their

concerns realistic or can the repository design and its construction be

made such that these concerns can be alleviated? The public must be con-

vinced that indeed they can be.

I certainly agree that the public needs to know what the technical

consequences of both normal and unexpected events of a repository at Hanford

can be and what, i. any, xmacts these events could have on the Columbia


