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The meeting was called to order by Warren Bishop, Chair.
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Mr. Bishop announced that Mayor Joe Jackson of Pasco, member of
the Council who was unable to attend the meeting, had been
appointed recently to the University of Eastern Washington Board
of-Trustees and was offered congratulations.

There being no objection, the minutes of the meeting of March 15
were approved-as published.

Review of Public Involvement Activities

Anita Monoian, Chair of the Public Involvement Group, asked Ann
Croman of Envirosphere to give the report in place of Marta
Wilder, who was attending the funeral of her father.

Ms. Croman reported at the Working Group meeting at Sea-Tac the
outline for the April/May Newsletter was the first item of dis-
cussion. The Newsletter will include an interview with Governor
Gardner with a photo; the Nuclear Waste Board's'comments to the.
U.S. Department of-Energy on the'draft Environmental Assessment; a
short article on Washington State's legal action; and a report on
the public Environmental Assessment workshops. Also included will
be a brief- introduction of the new Nuclear Waste Board members, a
thank-you to the League of Women Voters, and a focus on the avail-
able information to point up the Fact Sheets and the Newsletters
the public can request.
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The Sailiag list, Ms. Croman said, has now grown to over 5,000
n64144 She said approximately 400 Environmental Assessment Work-,.
shop Summaries had been mailed out, and 88 responses were received
to the February Newsletter questionnaire. Most of these contained
further detail, with special comments added regarding the draft
EA.

Also discussed at the April 22 meeting was the proposed Public
Involvement Plan through September, 1985. They reviewed the plan
prepared by Envirosphere, which was presented to the Council at
the last meeting. The group attempted to give priority to the
folldving items in the next three months:

O Six additional Fact Sheets

o Create Focus Papers to point up specific aspects of the
program

o Plan more interest- group networking activities

o Continue further Editorial Board meetings throughout the
state

o Continue presentations and speeches

Another item of discussion was the Role of the Advisory Council In
public involvement, particularly working with local governments.

Also considered was the idea of alternating the Advisory Council
meetings by having one in a different city or town every other
month. It was suggested the out-of-town meetings would focus on
the concerns of that particular location, inviting interest groups
and media, and conducting an informal type of meeting, perhaps
with a slide presentation.

Another item of discussion was the potential of forming other
working groups within the Council. Mr. Bishop elaborated on the
means to strengthen the Advisory Council's public involvement
activity to extend the outreach activities to a greater number of
groups. He said inquiries and calls identify geographic local-
ities and various types of organized groups not presently being
reached. He said any extension of activities would be limited by
a small staff, and he asked the Council to continue toconsider
ways to help this efforts He said he was especially concerned
about reaching local officials--not just County Commissioners.
Other groups, such as the Health Districts, have a need for
information, he continued.

Mr. Bishop added the restructuring of the Advisory Council is
still under discussion, with one aim to have the full complement
of fifteen members. He said the Executive Branch would be able to
turn its attention to this issue when the Legislative Session is
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resolved. He hoped the representation and scope of the Council
could be broadened, -and when the membership of the Council is
formulated the question of the working groups would have to be
addressed.

Concerning the requests for presentations, Mr.- Bishop said cover-
age is limited by the size of the staff and it is probable members
of the Advisory Council could help in this effort. He cited the
upcoming meeting of the two major local government associations
which planned to meet in Spokane in June. Hr. Bishop felt this
was an opportunity for a workshop on the nuclear waste question -to
be set up at one of their sessions, and this might be a suggestion
that could be made to these groups before the final agendas are
set.

Discussion'followed and Ms. Monoian said she'had some concern
about philosophy of presentations by Council members who are
invited to speak at groups. She felt consistency should be deve-
loped to avoid injecting personal bias and personality and assur-
ing the position of the Council is represented. It was agreed the
main problem coIuld occur with questions following the presenta-
tion. She said she was interested in developing a plan to go for-
ward, and Mr. Bishopthought thit was apart of the responsibility
of the public relations group. Work sessions could be developed
and the experts could'help to develop an approach--either by indi-
vidual members of the Council or some other method.

Ann Croman of Envirosphere said discussion was held on drafting a
letter to statewide governmental officials from'the Nuclear Waste
Board informing'them of plans for disseminating information; and
asking for comments on ways they considered best to provide infor-
mation. They could also be advised of the information available,
such as the Fact Sheets,' etc. From the response to this suggested
letter, she said, a plan could be drawn to accommodate requests.

Mr. Lane Bray thought a plan should be ready before any letter is
sent in order to be prepared for requests made. Mr. Bishop-
agreed, adding the plan would have to be tailored to accommodate
the resources. Mr. Bray also thought a good presentation with
slides and a tape to accompany it would be the best introduction
and would leave a shorter time'for individual-presentation.
Mr. Sebero thought a better way to develop a plan was by using the
Association of Washington Cities, Association of'Washington Count-
ies, and the'Association of Health Districts, which are headquar-
tered in Olympia. The Association of Washington State Elected
Officials, he said, is also located here and those people should'
be invited to attend the Council meetings and show them the pro-
gram and the attempts being;made' to provide'information to the'.
public. They could be of great assistance, he thought, in helping
to develop a plan to disseminate the Information to the local
governments*



Mt. 'Wothington said in the presentations he has been asked to
r4ak, he learned very few people are aware of the existence of the
Nucleat Waste Board and the Nuclear Waste Advisory Council. He
did circulate copies of the Newsletter, and requested additional
copies of Newsletters be sent to the Council members for their
local distribution. He thought the first message for any speaker
was to explain the role of these two bodies and dissemination of
information would be a two-way street.

Mr. Stevens reported his experience in utilizing the slide pre-
sentation to public groups and indicated the Advisory Council is
right In devising this kind of an event. He said it had been very
helpful, as there are a great many people who know very little
about the process, but are very interested. In the Ellensburg
area where three presentations were made In one day, Mr. Stevens
said they filled a need in two areas: the national program pro-
cess, and the state's organization to monitor the procedure. He
said the presentation at the Central District County Commis-
sioners' meeting in Kennewick also provided some very interested
Commissioners and others involved in County government.

Mr. Stevens noted, as the program evolves, the need Way be dif-
ferent in six months from now in terms of emphasis and there may
be more specific issues people want to address. In response to
the question of taping the narrative for the slide presentation,
Mr. Stevens said it could be done and might facilitate the perfor-
mance as a flashlight is needed, but he felt it better not to have
it taped as certain dated information will have to be changed as
the program moves along. The script, he said, goes with the
slides in response to any requests. There are currently three
copies of the slide show that can be checked out.

Mr. Sebero wondered if the differences between low-level, high-
level, and defense waste should be explained, as he had noted the
public does not have the ability or knowledge to separate these
wastes. Mr. Stevens agreed this was a continuing effort that
needed to be made in the public information program.

Mr. Greenen asked if Mr. Stevens encountered questions at these
meetings that he could not answer, or could not answer without
inserting an opinion--such as, "Is it safe?". He said that would
be his concern in putting a program together and making sure any
of the speakers were prepared. Mr. Stevens said his observation
was he often is asked questions he could not answer and this
indicates the public in part is saying the Department has not
proven this is a safe site, so why are we considering it. The
response is that no one knows and the state has some teal concerns
it addressed in the comments on the draft Environmental Assess-
ment, and in the reviews conducted over the last couple of years
in earlier documents. The process of determining whether or not
the repository would be safe is something the Department will take
several years to determine. When they find a site, then the scene
changes to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, which has its role
to play in determining its safety. However, the Board is in a
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position of lookingat all of the issues as they would affect the
state of Washington. Mr. Greenen suggested that whatever program
is put together he wanted to be sure there was a plan for follow-
through. He hoped the information obtained from the presentations
would be utilized and funneled to the appropriate parties. Mr.
Stevens said he could make a list of "Advisories" for the members
to have in hand and to review.

Anita Monoian agreed and said the Council members should not try
to respond as technical experts, but as an Advisory Council and
should be knowledgeable about the state's program. -She said she
saw the issue with local governments as a top priority as she was
somewhat alarmed local governments are taking.a stand with no
knowledge about a state plan. She saidtshe would like to see :them
come out with a strong plea to the state for responsible decision
making, rather than taking a stand on siting. She said she found
this lack of knowledge by the local government in her own area,
even though she had had conversations with the officials.

Mr. Bishop asked Ms. Croman to incorporate the thoughts expressed
in the discussion in these areas in developing a plan. She said'
they are discussing the defense waste issue intone of six addi-
tional Fact Sheets. She said the other topics would be: socio-
economic impacts of the proposed repository; environmental impacts
of the proposed repository; glossary of nuclear waste terms; basic
radiation facts; and monitored retrievable storage and how it is
integrated. These are ail in draft form, she said.

Also being written, Ms. Croman said, are four Focus Papers cover-
ing: why deepgeologic disposal; defining the decision making
process; the U4S. Department of Energy's Siting Guidelines; and
health effects of radiation. Lane Bray felt a paper was needed on
the next phase of the process as he felt the public has the
impression that the next step is to actually build a repository.
Mr. Stevens felt part of this was addressed in the "Decision-
Making Process" paper, but he agreed a Fact Sheet or Focus. Paper
was in order on Site Characterization and the Testing Plan. Mr.
Bray thought this should also be brought out clearly in any pre--
Jsentation. It was generally agreed this point should be discussed
in a written paper for public consumption. Mr. Stevens observed a
fairly common trend inthe presentations and the Environmental
Assessment hearings, wasthe question of why discuss geologic
storage and why not storage on the surface. He said these ques-
tions were replicating the many years of Congressional debate,
without being aware of-that background.' Any paperon this sub-
ject, he said, should be an informational base to help people to
understand how Congress and the federal government arrived at this
policy.,

Mr. Worthington remarked he saw a great deal of confusion on the
transportation issue, as the general public has the impression
from reading the news reports a.truck will be rolling past their
homes every .thirty minutes. He believed more emphasis should be
put on the explanation of the actual facts.
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Mr. Sebero reiterated the need to contact associations to get
names and addresses, as he said the 5,000 figure did not even
cover the elected officials in the state of Washington. Ms.
Croman said they did have those listings and are currently input-
ting them into the mailing list. Ms. Monoian suggested adding
school board members. Mr. Croman said the listing of principals
of high schools is being inserted in the mailing list with over
300 names.

Mr. Bishop mentioned the formation of c6mmunity development groups
in various communities which have organized panels on nuclear
waste. He mentioned Wenatchee, Yakima, and Douglas and Chelai
County are in the process and plan to begin a two- or three-hour
session and continuing based on the first experience. He thought
this should be encouraged and participation in these activities by
Advisory Council members was advised. Also important was exten-
sion of meetings with editorial boards, and this will be done, Mr.
Bishop said, as time and staff permit. Mr. Worthington suggested
some emphasis be placed on the electronic media and noted the
importance of a visual impression. Mr. Bishop remarked several
stations had done documentaries, including KING and Channel 9. He
said it might be well to request a copy of the tapes, and any help
needed for these should be given to present good, objective infor-
mation.

Mr. Bishop suggested another meeting of the Public Involvement
Group be held to firm up some of the suggestions and ideas pre-
sented at this meeting, and to give direction to the staff on
future plans. Mr. Worthington suggested a subcommittee meeting of
the Working Group to firm up ideas to present to the entire group.
He suggested the Eastern Washington members meet prior to the
group meeting.

Ms. Croman stated the April/May Newsletter was currently at the
State Printer and should be released in a week or so.

Litigation Report

Mr. Roe briefly reviewed the progress of the litigation. The
major item deals with the litigation initiated by the Board on
March 8, 1985, against the U.S. Department of Energy in the U.S.
9th Circuit Court of Appeals in San Francisco, challenging the
validity of the siting guidelines adopted by the U.S. Department
of Energy in December, 1984. Mr. Roe said other participants in
this case Include the state of Nebraska, which has filed to inter-
vene, and the state of Colorado, which has filed a motion to allow
more time to consider intervention. He said it was assumed these
states would be coming in supporting the position of the state of
Washington, with emphasis on precise issues on which they are con-
cerned, such as transportation.

Other potential participant parties are the Environmental Defense
Fund, a national environmental group, and the second intervenor
group involve the following: Baltimore Gas & Electric Company,
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Carolina Power and Light Company, the Cleveland Electric Illumi-
nating Company, Duke'?Power Company, Pacific Gas & Electric Com-
pany, Southern California Edison Company, Texas Utilities Company
and Wisconsin Electric Power Company. These groups have also
moved for leave to intervene. The Court has not yet ruled on
these motions, he said, but in a companion case the Environmental
Policy Institute'filed In January there was a similar motion by
these same utilities to intervene and the 9th Circuit Court of
Appeals did grant that motion.

Mr. Roe said in addition to the parties mentioned, Wisconsin
initially filed to intervene in the 9th Circuit Case filed by EPI,
and were denied. The state of Wisconsin asked the Court to recon-
sider the denial, and-the Court then'granted"the intervention.

Mr. Roe-explained this case would not be started in a Trial Court
because the Nuclear Waste Policy Act states actions against the
U.S. Department of Energy go directly to the Court of Appeals.
This Court will take the case into five steps: (1) the parties
will have to develop an Administrative Record; (2) pre-briefing
conferences are then set;'(3) briefing is heard; (4) oral argu-
ments are presented; and (5) a decision'is rendered by the 9th
Circuit Court. Mr. Roe said the case could go to the U.S. Supreme
Court if one of the parties was dissatisfied with the decision and
sought further'review. This review by the Supreme Court is.. not a
matter of right, he said, but the Court must be persuaded to hear
the case.

Mr.'Roe continued he would be meeting with the Justice Department
and others next week in an effort to agree on the record. In
conjunction with that 'effort he will also be discussing coordina-
tion with the EPI case as the Court may ultimately process the two
cases together.

Mr. Greenen asked how the 'Administrative Record was developed.
Mr.'Roe responded, by saying the Administrative Record is ultimate-
ly the obligation of the United States Justice Department, working
with the Department of Energy. They have the responsibility of
filing an Index stating what they think the record is. The rules
provide that if there is no agreement on the record which would
provide the base to be transmitted to the 9th Circuit, 'the Court
is asked to have the record'supplemented. He said it is a rather
informal process and the Court encourages the parties to resolve
any differences to-avoid initiating formal proceedings to obtain
the records. In r espoh'se to Mr. Greenen s''question on the time-
line for a decision, Mr. Roe said he assumed the briefing could be
completed-by the end of summer or' late fa-ll,'and perhaps two
months later oral argument would be held, with a decision sometime
in late winter at the earliest, but more likely in the spring or
summer of 1986.

Mr. Roe reported the Amicus brief in the Nevada case was filed and
the briefing in that case LB itill'ongoing. Utah and Minnesota
also filed Amicus-' briefs ln this case,' he said.
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Arl. Bt$4op noted that in the packets was a copy of the response
from Secretary Herrington to Governor Gardner's letter on defense
waited The response is still being analyzed and a meeting will be
held with USDOR representatives in Richland to receive further
interpretation. Mr. Bishop said he felt it was a positive letter,
and the state's approach will be to deal with it in a positive
manner,

Further Draft Environmental Assessment Comments

Xr. Stevens reported the federal deadline for submitting comments
by March 20 was met, but the staff and contractor are now looking
at areas not fully reviewed, plus a review of the comments sub-
mitted to be sure they were complete and comprehensive. He said
additional comments received or generated will be presented to the
Board at their May meeting. They will then be submitted to the
U.S. Department of Energy as supplemental comments.

Mr. Stevens said the Department anticipates releasing the final
Environmental Assessment on August 29, 1985, following their
review of the comments. He said the Department indicated they
would meet with the state representatives about the issues to be
sure the Department is clear about the intent of the state's
concerns.

Congressional Hearings

Mr. Stevens reported on three scheduled Congressional Hearings:

1. Congressman Weaver of Oregon, Chairman of the Subcommittee
on General Oversight Northwest Power and Forest Manage-
ment, of. the Interior Committee, held a hearing in Port-
land on April 15. The subject was the general nature of
the repository and the investigations at Hanford, as well
as the federal/state relationships. Because notice only
came the end of the week before the hearing, the state of
Washington was unable to appear, but background comments
will probably be submitted.

Congressman Weaver's bill would have opened the Nuclear
Waste Policy Act to do two things: (1) to provide the
state of Oregon host state status; and (2) to change the
basis of financing, both for Oregon and Washington, to
come from the Bonneville Power Administration and the
states would apply for funds to the Administrator of the
BPA. A transcript of the hearing will be furnished to the
Office at a later date.

2. Congressman Udall of the House Interior Committee sche-
duled a hearing on April 25-26 on the Price Anderson Act.
Mr. Stevens said he was advised by telephone yesterday
that hearing had been postponed for about six weeks and
no new dates for the hearing have been set.
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3. Congressman Edward J. Markey, Chairman of the House Sub-
committee on Energy Conservation and Power of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce scheduled a hearing on
May 1. He has Invited the governors of each of the first
repository states and a representative of the governor of
the second repository states to appear and testify. This
will be a general oversight hearing on the conduct of'the
program by the Department of Energy. (Later word was
received by the Office that this hearing was aiso post-
poned.)'

Draft Environmental Policy Release Standards -

Mr. Stevens reported the 5th draft of the proposed Environmental
Policy Administration's Release Standards had been received. This
agency had the responsibility to devise the radiation'release-
standards with which the Department of Energy must concur in terms
of the performance of a repository. These'should have been
adopted about a year ago, he said, but it has not been pulled
together yet. This latest draft will be reviewed to note the
changes. He said they were considering a change and reduction in
the definition of the "accessible environment", which could have
some significant implications upon the siting process.

USDOE Program Audit

Mr. Stevens reported that for the last two days representatives of
the Richland Office of USDOE had been visiting the Office to
conduct'a program audit.

Legislative Report

Mr. Stevens said most of the bills listed on the Weekly Legisla-
tive Report did-not carry over past the deadlines', but Substitute
Senate Bill 3468 did pass both houses and was back in the Senate
for concurrence with the House amendments. This bill gives the
Nuclear Waste' Board some substantive duties which did not appear
in the original legislation. He said some of those activities are
being carried on under the authority granted to the states gener-
ally under the Nuclear Waste Policy Act.

Nuclear Wa'ste Fund

Mr. Stevens stated the Annual Report of the U.S. Department of
Energy is in the Office,,should anyone be interested to see it.
He said, concerning the fee adequacy, the report indicates the fee
of 1 mil per KWH is sufficient. He said because of the one-time
payment from utilities with spent fuel which will ultimately be
transferred to the Department, their fund is over and above their
budget. This should help them balance their books for the next
few years, he said.



Ptelitinary Determination of Suitability of Sites

Mr. Stevens said under the Act as the states read it, the U.S.
Depdrtment of Energy is to make a determination of three suitable
sited following site characterization which are to be presented to
the President for his selection. This was a point of contention
in negotiations between Department of Energy and the Nuclear Regu-
iatdty Commission when the guidelines were adopted, Mt. Stevens
said. In the guidelines was a proposal that this determination
was going to be made prior to characterization. The Department of
Energy agreed to delete it from the guidelines, and the Director
of the Program indicated to the Commission they would make that
determination of suitability following §ite characterization.
This was one premise upon which the N1C approved the guidelines.
Information has been received they may have changed their thinking
and presumably when the Mission Plan is released it will contain a
proposal that the site suitability determination will be made at
the time the choices are made for site characterization.

AM/FM Panel Report

Mr. Stevens reported the AM/FM Panel teport due to be sent to Con-
gress in January is about ready to go to Congress. He understood
the Department was not very pleased with the recommendation that
the program may need a federally-chartered public corporation,
rather than the Department of Energy. He said about fifteen sug-
gestions were presented as to how the Department of Energy could
improve its own working in the program, most of which could be
accomplished without legislative change. He said he was informed
the Department was prepared to adopt some of these changes. The
Panel Report will be sent to the Council when it is received.

Monitored Retrievable Storage Program

Mr. Stevens said federal legislation requires that the Department
make a report to the Congress by June 1, 1985, with designation of
specific sites for potential development of MRS. Congress would
then have to take specific action to authorize the development of
an MRS. A letter report will be presented to Congress, although
the full report will not be available until early in 1986. In
addition, he said, there is a report developed through a con-
tractor which gave the Department the background for designation
of preferred sites. They have been looking at eleven sites in six
states for a primary location for MRS, if it were to be developed,
with two back-up sites. This selection should be made some time
between now and the end of the month, he said.

Transportation

Mr. Stevens said several states have expressed concern about
transportation of spent fuel, and the state of Wisconsin has
applied to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission for rule making on
the necessity of making spent fuel shipments at the present time.
The Governor of Washington State and Warren Bishop, Chair, have
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both sent letters supporting the rule making request of Wisconsin
State. Copies of these letters were contained in the Council
members' packets.

Mission Plan

Mr. Stevens reported the Mission Plan is supposed to go to Con-
gress next month. He said he would be interested to see the
extent of consideration given the state's comments and reactions.
He said the Department staff did indicate a few months ago the
states would be sent copies before they were sent to Congress.

Other

Mr. Bishop referred to the copy of the striking amendment to House
Bill 3468, which iscurrently in the Senate for concurrence. Also
in'the packets was the-update of the Office of Civilian Radio-
active Waste Management- Milestones.

In response to a question concerning the potential of a portion of
the state's funds being used to fund activity in Oregon should it
become an affected state, Mr. Stevens said Washington State has
supported the concerns of Oregon. Action at the staff level, he
said, would be to anticipate in a supplementary grant request
funds, should this become necessary. Funds would not be currently
available, he said.

Technical Studies Update

Dr. Brewer reported that at the invitation of Lee Olson, the first
status review meeting was held in Richland with technical princi-
pals of the state and USDOE. Re said they-are highly technical
meetings to be held on a quarterly basis.. Meetings will be
attended by Ray Lasmanis, contractors, USDOE/Rockwell technical
people and himself. The meetings are highly valuable because of
the exchange of technical information in an informal setting, he
said.

Dr. Brewer said that there would be merit in a Side Looking Radar
(SLAR) mapping project. The U.S-. Geological Survey runs the pro-
gram, but it is being extended to the'repository sites in Nevada
and Texas, and would give information about regional structures in
this state. This would be done with full cooperation with the
state and the Department, if it is approved. Ray Lasmanis con-
curred.

On the geotechnical side of commenting further on the draft Envir-
onmental Assessment, the references that came in late are being
checked'and reviewed.

The WSU Well-Logging Project will be run by BWIP through a subcon-
tract with'Vashington State University. Funds have been set
aside, he said, although the contract has not been implemented.
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Alo being studies, Dr. Brewer said, are the implications of the
MftS on the whole program. He continued that he personally could
support the whole MRS concept as it means the state will have
whatever time it takes in the logical sense to do a good job
during site characterization by taking the pressure off the 1998
date.

Hay Council Meeting

Mr. Bishop asked for comments on the possibility of holding the
next Council meeting outside of Olympia, Lengthy discussion fol-
lowed considering costs, logistics, places, and holding the meet-
ing on a day different from the Board meeting. Yakima, Vanco1vear
Spokane, and Wenatchee were suggested and tentative agreement was
reached to hold the May meeting in Yakima on May 16. Also con-
sidered was the involvement of the Indian tribes with an invita-
tion to the Project Managers of the Umatillas, Net Perce, and
Yakimas. The suggestion was made to include representatives ftom
the state of Oregon. (At the Board meeting that afternoon, the
decision was made to postpone relocating the Advisory Council
meeting until after the Council was restructured.)

Other Business

Mr. Bishop asked Mr. Tinsley of USDO, Richland, to give a brief
outline of their public involvement program. Mr. Tinsley said a
great deal of their program is tied specifically to releases of
specific documents. He thought 75% of the rest of it is tied to
requests. He suggested the Council and the Board make it known
that USDO0 is available to address environmental, community, and
local government groups. Some is beifig done, he said, but the
Department takes the position they ate not in the business of
selling the repository. He said a gaeat deal of their public
awareness program is the funding of the state and Indian tribes to
engage in their chosen public involvement programs. He added this
is one area that is not highly scrutinized concerning the funds or
activities as they feel it is obviously a very important part and
a major intent of the Act. He agreed the Department encourages
innovative public involvement programs dven though they may prove
more costly. He complimented the Council on the efforts so far
and felt the dollars were well spent. He emphasized the Depart-
ment is available through the Rockwell Public Affairs or the
Department's External Affairs to assist in any way.

Mr. Bishop pointed out the desire to have more active involvement
with the affected Indian tribes. As a part of expanding the acti-
vities of the Advisory Council he suggested trying to involve
someone with each of the affected Indian tribes, perhaps with an
invitation to attend regularly the meetings. Mr. Tinsley sug-
gested contacting the Project Managers of the tribes whose full-
time occupation involved this type of activity. Mr. Bishop asked
Mr. Stevens to investigate the approach to take in this kind of an
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invitation. He suggested this approach be explored, and the
Council was in agreement. He also suggested inviting a designated
representative of the state of Oregon to attend the Council meet-
ings.

Mr. Bishop called to the attention of the Council the award pre-
sented to Jeanne Rensel, Reference Librarian of the High-Level-'
Nuclear Waste Management Office. She was honored by the Thurston
County Chapter of the Washington Business and Professional Women
as one of the three "Unsung Heroines' chosen from twelve nominees.
Jeanne was recognized for her continued efforts with the Thurston
County Off-Campus Secondary School over a period of several years.
The school serves as an alternative for children who have trouble
adapting to traditional school structure.

Public Comment

Eileen Buller of the Hanford Oversight Committee acknowledged the
assistance given them by-Mrs. Rensel whenever they had a request.

Ms. Buller agreed with the idea of holding meetings around the
state to allow the citizens of the state to see the Council and
the Board are not taking adversarial positions. She wondered if
it were possible to compose a statement of purpose which could be
circulated. This would also be of assistance to any speakers sent
out from the Council, she said, and could be augmented by any per-
sonal views of the participant. She also asked if there were a
way to articulate to the public how their expressed views are
transmitted to the Board and how they were acted upon or utilized.

Ms. Buller. expressed her appreciation for the compilation of the
public comments received.at the workshops on the draft Environ-
mental Assessment. -She felt some very valid concerns were
expressed, even though all might not be educated concerns. Proper
public information, she said, should help to enlighten these con-
cerned citizens. She reiterated her concern for a good summary of
purpose declared by the Council which would serve as'a basis for
comparison as the program develops, and would provide a full dis-
cussion of the attitude and goals of the Council.

Another concern expressed by Ms. Buller was the responsibilities
of the various branches of the governmental echelon. She cited
the citizens' first line of communication was through the' local
governments, and she wanted to know if the local-government was'
the entity to be educated by the Council-or would the Co'uncil
receive education from the local governments. She saw it as a;
two-way street, where the local governments take the concerns to
the next level, which in turn-provide the next level with the
comments. She hoped that was the way it was perceived.

Mr. Bishop inserted he felt the Council had the statutory
responsibility to assure that the views presented were informed
views. He agreed the citizens' views should flow up the stream
she suggested, but the Council has the statewide statutory
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rT1jppojijity to utilize the granted funds to assist all ares tq
h, Ad nfo6rmed point of view. To do that in an objective MDnner

Is the conbstant purpose of the Council, he said.

Hi. filer suggested having that "measuring stick' before the
Rui~c when a certain percentage of the citizens understood toe
#q4ning of "low-level", "transuranic", "high-level", `defense

gses, etc., in at least general tpems, the public informatlop
program could be considered a success. Ms. Biller admitted there
xfll be some bias on any document prp4dued, by virtue of the
top$c, but there is something to be sqid about a public policy
inOqlei4ge, and then something to be sai4 about a sitple citizen
trying to protect his posterior. She ,flt certain 1l1 the Fact
Sheets produced would be read, as ref'req-ncq matprial is limited in
mq4, of the public libraries. She sqild because .f the problem of
distributing materials to interested people, she advises them to
call the Nuclear Waste Office and got'into their communication
stream. She again asked for the formation of a policy, where the
Council is, where they perceive their place -to be, and make this
available to the public.

Mr. Bishop said he saw no objection to attempt to define the
Council's purpose.

Sam Reed of the Washington State PubJtc Health Association com-
mended the Council fQr proposing to 1pet in places other than
Olympia at certain intervals. RH added it could be successful or
could be a failure. He cited a similar coamitment of his organ-
ization some time ago, and noted the change of place did not''
necessarily change the audience. Participation by local citizens
does not happen automatically, and ha to be arranged, he said.
He stated the local officials should be encouraged'to make an
effort to get the people to the meetfpg, and those attending
should be given an opportunity to participate.

Mr. Reed suggested the Council should have contact with the State
Public Health Association, and be offered his assistance in this
area. Another key group, he said, ip the Washington State Envir-
onmental Health Association, which will he having its annual weet-
Ing in Yakima next week with David Stevens on the Agenda, with
Rockwell representatives the following day. The Invironmental
Health Directors' Group is another contact. It is made up of the
person in charge of environmental health in each county in the
state. This group meets on the east and west side of the state
each month, with two joint meetings once a year. The Local Health
Administrators Group consists of local health officers and admin-
istrators of the local health departments. They fluctuate in
their meeting schedule, he said, although it is usually once a
month, and occasionally once a quarter. The Public Health Nursing
Directors' group is another group that might be involved, he said.
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Mr. Reed suggested the Council be concerned about the kind of
information given to the public, and how it is being given. He
cautioned them not to count on a one-contact effort as being
adequate to inform.'

Mr. Reed continued that providing all this information and contact
does not necessarily guarantee the information'is heard, under-
stood, retained, or acted upon. He said it goes back to the
principal of readiness and the need for an incentive. There has
to be a commitment to acquire more information, to act, and to be
involved. He suggested going back to look at where the Council is
going. The Board, he said, is hoping to end up with a recommenda-
tion to be passed on to the Governor and one in which the Legis--
lature-will concur--none'of which is guaranteed. The best recom-
mendation, he stated, would be for the Board's decision to repre-
sent what the people want, which can only come through input from
the public to-the considerations and decisions of the Board. The'
best guarantee of:legislative concurrence, he continued, is for
those same people to tell their Legislators they had a part in the
process. Mr. Reed urged that the necessity of input by the public
be communicated to the people, emphasizing the need for them to
share in the decision making.

Concerning the question of bias, which has been raised several
times, Mr. Reed said he raises the question-of readiness.- In his
opinion, the starting point would be a clear statement about an
X-number of nuclear power plants producing spent fuel, and the
need to do something with it. All other information could be
built on this base, he said.

David Tarnas of the University of Washington concurred with Mr.
Bishops's earlier concern about how'the Council will go about its
public outreach as he, too,.felt this was the most essential and
substantive question. He agreed Ms. Buller's suggestion of a.
statement of purpose is an evident first step which could be
drafted by a subcommittee and presented to the Council. He com-
mented a tape presentation is a very good idea, but felt it
essential to have i long question and answer period, as this is
where the Councl' would receive public input.

Mr. Tarnas said personal biases will enter into the Council meet-
ings, and in his opinion it was important to have each member
state specifically how he or she feels about the issue. He
thought it was only through opposing opinions truth would be
reached. He said it was important to present the facts and if
every answer were not known, reference could be made to so'urces
such as the Fact Sheets, technical persons, and contacts for
reference. He said the best approach was to be forthright, with.
no apologies if all the answers were not known by the members.

Mr. Tarnas said he applauded the USDOE and state technical meet-
ings, and asked if attendance at these meetings by outside tech-
nicians or scientists, such as university professors would be in
order. Dr. Brewer replied USDOE hosts the meetings, and the
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intent woo to utilize this time to talk principal to principal
without hivIng to make explanations, etc. He said they are
structured as work sessions and time did not allow taking other
opinions, or giving explanations. He said they are very intense
Meetings. Mr. Tarnas referred to the possibility of a Technical
Advisory Task Group that had been mentioned, and he wondered if
those advisors would be involved in these meetings. Dr. Brewer
said his initial reaction was that this would break the intent of
the meetings, but he would have to consider the idea.

Mr. Tarnas asked Mr. Stevens what the response was from Secretary
Herrington on the defense waste letter sent him. Mr, Stevens
replied that, as the Chairman had indicated, it was a very posi-
tive response. He said he thought the state had made the point
that the defense wastes were an important component of the reposi-
tory investigation effort. The way the language in the letter was
couched, he said, it will require some conversation between the
Department and the state, as there are still some things they
think are outside the purvue of the Nuclear Paste Policy Act. The
next step will be to secure some resources to look at this, he
said, and the Chairman has instructed the Office to arrange a time
so he and key people can meet to discuss the implications of the
letter. He said the purpose of the Governor's letter was to re-
affirm the state's need for some grant funds and asked for a scope
of services for that end. There was no reference to this in the
reply, he said, and this will require further work at the staff
level.

Mr. Tarnas asked what the Nuclear Regulatory Commission said about
USDOE's change in the time for the preliminary site suitability
decision. Mr. Stevens replied that the Commission has not taken
official action, but one of the Commissioners is deeply concerned
about that, although he was not speaking for the Commission* His
response was that if that in fact there is a structured change in
the USDOE's position, in his view this means that the concurrence
process for the guidelines should be opened to look at this
change. Mr. Tarnas wondered if any moves on this issue would be
made before the final Mission Plan is released. Hr. Stevens
thought not. Mr. Stevens said his understanding was the final
plan would be out in May.

Mr. Tarnas said he agreed with Dr. Brewer's thoughts on the MRS
relieving the 1998 deadline, and he asked what his work had been
on MRS and what perception of its future study did he have. Dr.
Brewer said MRS would have to be looked at in the context of how
it affects the Hanford Reservation, which should be within the
purvue of the grant. This might obviate the need for a second
deep repository, he said. MRS would have an effect on the volume
of wastes, the mode of transportation, the quality and design of
the containers, surface handling facilities, etc.

Mr. Tarnas inquired if studies of these issues had been proposed
to USDOE in the grant request. Mr. Stevens responded there was an
attempt to have some work items under the existing grant but the
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Department indicated that was outside the scope of the Nuclear

Waste Policy Act. That was prior to their: integration concept, he

said, and a request was made for USDOE to take another look at

funding for analysis of the MRS activities as they envisioned

them. The state's position, he said, has always been that MRS

studies would come under the Act. Presumably, the Department will

be getting back to the states shortly with their conclusion.

Dr. Brewer added that consideration would be given to MRS in the

Mission Plan, vh'ich will be commented on by the state. Also, he

said, the state had asked for inclusion of MRS implications in the

draft Environmental Assessment.

In further comments Mr. Tarnas agreed it was a good idea to have

Council meetings in other locations. However, he said, now that

the Council is in transition, it may not be the best time to go

out to other locations. He suggested serious discussions on

strategy and philosophy at the next meeting.

Marie Harris of Bacon and Hunt wanted to express her opinion that

it was not particularly necessary to know how each Advisory

Council member felt about nuclear energy. She felt the Council

was an informational body and with that purpose it should not

matter what the individual members thought on the subject.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.
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