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MINUTES OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON ENERGY & NATURAL RESOURCES.
The meeting was called to order by Chairperson Don Sallee at 8:00 a.m. on January 19, 1995 in Room 254-E-S

of the Capitol.

All members were present except:
Phil Martin, Excused

Committee statf present: Raney Gilliland, Legislative Research Department
Dennis Hodgins, Legislative Research Department
Mike Corrigan, Revisor of Statutes
Clarene Wilms, Committee Secretary

Conferees appearing before the committee:
Frank Moussa, Technilogical Hazards Administrator,
Division of Emergency Management

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Sallee at 8:05 a.m.

Frank Moussa, Technilogical Hazards Administrator, Division of Emergency Management, appeared before the
committee to present information on the Midwestern High-Level Radioactive Waste Committee. (Attachment 1)

Mr. Moussa related to the senate committee concerns about the level of training volunteers and local level entities
who could be dealing with possible emergencies related to transportation of high-level radioactive waste
through the state. Issues addressed were 1) The Midwestern High-Level Radioactive Waste Committee strongly
urge DOE to resume immediately all activities related to developing a policy for implementing Section 180(c) of
the Nuclear Waste Policy Act, with the goal of having the capability to provide training assistance by no later than
1998; 2) the Department of Energy should actively solicit the input of the Midwestern states and other stakeholders
in developing a policy for implementing Section 180(c); 3) The U S Congress should amend the Nuclear Waste
Policy Act to provide states, tribes, and local governments with technical assistance and training funds to prepare
for any large-scale shipment of spent fuel to centralized storage facilities, whether publicly or privately owned.

Chairman Sallee called attention to a proposed resolution shown in attachment 1 as Resolution 94-2, suggesting a
concurrent resolution applying to Kansas be prepared.

Senator Hardenburger made a motion to draft the concurrent resolution. Senator Vancrum seconded the motion
and the motion carried.

Committee minutes for January 11 and 12 were presented for approval.
Senator Lee, with a second by Senator Morris, moved approval of the minutes. The motion carried.
The meeting adjourned at §:45 a.m.

The next meeting is scheduled for January 24, 1995.

Unle5§ speciﬁgally noted, the individual remarks recorded herein have not been transcribed
verbatim. Individual remarks as reported herein have not been submitted to the individuals
appearing before the committee for editing or corrections. 1



The Councll of State Goverhments'
Midwastern High-Level Radloactlve Waste Commilitee.
 CSGisa nm-pro'r"ii service organization supported and directed by state governmants.
Through It8 headquanters in Lexington, Kentucky, four reglonal offices, and an offics in

washington, D.C., CSG is dedlcatad to pressrving the role of the states in America's faderal
sygltem.

In 1690, C8G's Midwestern office entdred into a cooperative agresment with the U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE) to study issues related to the transportation of high-level
radioactive waste. DOE's purposs in establishing this agresment was to segk the input of
affected state governments in developing the transportation system. One of the activities
supported by the cooperative agreement is tha Midwestern High-Level Radioactive Waste
Committes, which is composed of regulatory and legislative officlals from the 12 Midwestern
states. The committes identifies transportation issues of particular concern to the states and
warks with DOE to resolve these lssues,

Members of the committee are appointed by the Midwaestern state governors and by the
chalrman of C8G's Midwestern Legislative Conference.
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Midwestern High-Level Radloactive Waste Committee

Intormation Briefing on Sectlon 180(c) of the Nuclear Waste Polley Act

The committes will be asked to identify and discuss issues related to OCRWM's plans to provide training
funds and technical assistance to states under Section 180(¢). The goal of this discusslen is to develop a
draft resolution stating the committee's opinion on how OCRWM should implement Section 180(¢) in light
of the possibility that a private rather than federal storage facillty will begin operating early next cantury.

Background

In its 1987 amendments to the Nuclear Waste Pollcy Act, Congress added Saction 180 to the original
act's requirements regarding transportation of spant fuel under the Civilian Radioactive Waste

Management Program. Section 180(c), which has particular significance for state, tribal, and local
governments, reads as follows;

The Secretary shall provide technical assistance and funds to States for training for
public satety officials of appropriate units of local government and Indian tribes through
whose jurisdiction the Secrétary plans to transport spent nuclear fusl or high-level
radioactive waste under subtitls A or under subtitle C. Training shall cover procedures
required for safe routine transportation of these materials, as well as procedures for

~ dealing with emergency response stuations. The Waste Fund shall be the seurca of
funds for work carried out under this subsection. [42 U.5.C. 10175]

%

OCRWM's Strategy for Implementing Sectlon 180(c)

In November 1992, after consulting with stakeholders on two earier drafts, OCRWM publighed its
Strategy for OCRWM to Provide Tralning Assistance to State, Tribal, and Local Governments
(DOE/RW-0374P). The Strategy listed the steps for OCRWM to take prior to providing assistancs,
including developing a paper desctibing the differant options for providing assistance, Issuing & policy

statement, and developing an implementation plan. The Strategy also contamed a schadule for reaching
each of the proposed milestones.

Shortly after publication, the proposed schedule slipped by one year (i.e., the Strategy indicates a date of
1/5 for providing assistance, whereas many OCRWM and TEC/WG docurnants refer to 1/96). In eady
1984, OCRWM announced that it would not be able to meet s obligation to accept spent fuel starting in
1908, As a rasult, all work on developing 180/(c) assistance has baen put on hold (or is proceading at a
very slow pace), The new target date for providing training assistance ~~ January 2007 — is geared
toward supporting an opsening date of 2010 for the reposlitory.

Propesad Schedule for Implementing Section 180(c)
Develog Policy Options Paper* *  early 1993 3/94 3/00
Dsvelop late 1993 . 1/95 1/08
Davslop Implementation Plan late 1994 1/95 1108
Provide Assistance 1/95 1/06 1/07

*OCRWM relsased a draft poficy options paper in 1993. A ravised draft is schedulsd for

publication in July 1998,
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Current Status

IEQ/WG Activities. Despite the slip of 7-12 years in target dates, the TEC/WG ¢continues ta work on

defining and clarifying terms found in the statute. At its July 1994 meeting, the TEC/WG approved the
following definition of "safe routine transportation:"

“Safa routine transportation is the Uneventful movement, from origin to destination, .of
hazardous materlals in a manner that does net present an undue risk to human health or

the environment and Is in compliance with applicable federal, state, tribal, and local laws
and regulations." ‘ ' '

The TEC/WG also reviewed a draft definition of technical assistance:”

“The term Technleal Assistance as it is used In Section 180(c) implies that the
Department of Energy will, in general, provids planning guidance, training suppor,
available definitions of technical standards and criteria, practical suppont, and expertise to
ensure that state, and tribal govemments are trained for safe routine transportation
practicas as well as capable of responding to SNF/HLW transporiation emergencies
within their Jurisdictions. More specifically, activities may include: aide in developing,
implemanting, and evaluating readiness and rasponse plans: assistance in developing,
conducting and evaluating exercises and training programs, support for coordination
between nelghboring groups, coordination between other government agency programs,
and for public information and education efforts; on-site response support in the event of
an accldent or incident; logistical and sclentitic expertige for racovery, reantry, and
remediation activities at an emergency site, Technical Assistance may (nclude activities
that monitor and assess the capabilities of groups in order to make funding decisions.
Financial eixssistance or direct funding, however, is considered o be baeyond the scope of
this definition."

Both definitions will be used to determine the types of activities that will qualify for either tralning funds or
technical assistance once QCRWM begins providing assistance.

. The possibility that the Mescalero Apache tribe, in partnership with a
number of utilities, will bulld and operate a private interlm storage facility on tribal lands has raised the
question of whether Section 180(c) applies to shipments of spant fuel between private facilties, The
language of the statute indicates that DOE must provide training funds and technical assistance only for
shipments the Secratary plans to make, Nevertheless, if a storage tacility opens up in Mescalero, New
Mexico, state, tribal, and local governments — particularly in the Midwest — will have to prepare for &
high frequency of shipments starting as early as 2001, '

In response to the likelihood of shipment to a Westem storage facility, the Western Governors'
Association passed a resolution this summer recommending that DOE "expeditiously promulgate
regulations to implement Saction 180(¢)." The governors also recommended that "such regulations
should . . . [a]pply to all shipments to a Monltored Retrievable Storage facility and repository regardiess of

whethar such facility is operated by the Department of Energy or another entity." A copy of that
resolution is attached.

Given the seven-year process OCRWM antleipates leading up to actually providing assistance, and the
3-5 year lead time required by states for training, OCRWM needs to decide immediately what its options
are for ensuring that state, tribal, and local governments are prapared to respond te transportation
emergencies involving spent fual. It OCRWM can make Section 180(¢) funds available to states, then
the agency must continue to work with stakeholders to develop the final policy options paper. |f 180(c)
funds cannot be used to support private shipments, then OCRWM would have to pursue legistation to

remove this restriction (at least with regard to centralized private storage facilities) or devise some othar
means to assist states. '



Midwestern High-Level Radioactive Waste Committee

Information Brief on Pull-Scale Testing of Spent-Puel Shipping Casks!

Scale-Model Testing
Advantages: . »
* More faclitles are capable of testing scale-model packages.

s Overall cost of the testing program can be reduced with scale models (depending on the type of

construction). These savings stem from lower costs for both production and testing (e.g,, less
expensive equipment is required, handling is easier).

Disadvantages:

» Depending on the model scale, fabrication methods may be mote difficult (e.g,, welding
extremely thin material),

»  Scale relationships do not currently exist fot closure, seal, and impact-lii‘niter performance.

» Thermal behaviors do not scale easily because scale models are typically designed to examine
the structural performance of a package.

» Reduced scale components and package materials may not be available off the shelf (e.g, sheet
matetial may have to be used whete the full-scale design specifies forging),

+  Performance of the containment system cannot be examined directly using a scale model.

» Robust size and strength of a full-scale package are lost in the appearance of a scale model
(public perception factor),

Advantages:

»  Asingle test article can be subjected to all normal and hypothetical accident conditions defined
by the regulations, with results directly demonstrating the compliance of a design with the
radiologleal acceptance criteria of 10 CFR 71

¢ Prototypic full-scale package closure and seal response can be measured directly .

»  Fabrication of full-scale prototyplc hardware allows evaluation and monitoring of the
fabrication process before producing and manufacturing several packages. It also provides an
accurate measure of the cost and fabrication schedule,

» Full-scale package can be used to perform operational testing of the system (e.g., loading and
unloading). ‘ '

» Data collected during testing, such as acceleration and surface deformations, are direct
measurements of the structural response,

»  Visual impression of full-scale testing is significant (public perception factor).
Disadvantages:

» Fewer facilities are available for testing full-scale packages.

»  Overall testing cost and time may be significantly greater than for scale-models.

1Excerpte:d from Steven E. Gianoulakis (Sandia National Laboratories, Transpartation Systems
Development Department), "A Description of Technical Issues Relative to Testing of the Cask Systems
Development Program (CSDP) Radioactive Material Package Designs,” May 14, 1993.
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i astern High-Level Radicactlve Waste Committee

Information Brief on Full-Scale Cask Testing
May 17, 1994

Page 2

Normal and Hynothetical Accident Conditlons Specified in 10 CFR 71

Notmal Conditions of Transport (10 CFR 71.71[a]:: |

+  Hot (100°F) and cold (40°F) environments.

» External pressure changes from 3.5 psi to 20 psi

* Normal vibration experlenced during transportation.
»  Water spray simulating exposure to rainfall of two inches per hour for at least one hour.

s+ Free drop from one to four feet (depending on the package weight) onto a flat, essentlally
unyieldin§ harizontal surface, striking the surface in a position for which maximum damage I

expected,

» Impactofa 13-1b, steel cylinder with rounded ends dropped from 40 inches onto the most

vulnerable surface,
Hypothetical Accident Conditions (10 CFR 71.73)2

¢ Free drop from 30 feet onto a flat, essentally unylelding horizontal surface in a position for

which maximum damage is expected.

» FPree drop from 40 inches in a position for which maximum damage is expected onto the

A

rounded end of a six-Inch-diameter steel bar ina vertical position.
» Exposure for not less than 30 minutes to a temperature of 1,475°F.

« Immersion in at least three feet of water for at least eight hours in an orientation most likely to

result in leakage.

»  Water pressure equivalent to immersion in 50 feet of water for at least eight hours.*

Activity
Five regulatory impacts at different otientations
of the package

One 30-minute and one 100-minute thermal test .

Analyses to predict package response to
prescribed tests

Instrumentation and data acquisition calibtation

Test articles, including four sets of impact
limiters and one fuel basket

Simulated fuel

Comments

Reduced-scale testing costs approximately 50%
of full-scale testing.

Reduced-scale thermal testing is not typically
performed. : : : ‘

Similar for full- and reduced-scale testing.

Similar for full- and reduced-scale testing,

Relative fabrication costs can vary greatly
depending on level of model detail,

Relative costs depend on level of detalland -
quantity of simulated fuel,

TMost casks used for shipping spent fuel would be test-dropped one foot (10 CFR 71.71[el(7)).

3Tests must be performed sequentially.

4This test must be performed on a separats, undamaged cask.
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«ation Brief on Full-Scale Cask Testing

May 17, 1994

Scaling Relationshi

All physical dimensions are the scale factor of the full-scale dimension, A one-quarter scale
model is one-quarter as long, one-quartet as.wide, and one-quatter as high as the full scale,

Model welght i3 equal to the scale factor cubed of the full-scale weight. Weightis proportional
to volume for a glven material, and each of the three dimensions defining the volume is scaled
by the scale factor. Therefore, for a half-gcale model, the weight ls one-eighth (1/8) of full scale,
and fot a quarter scale mode, the weight is one-sixty-fourth (1/64) of full scale.

Maodel velocities at impact are the same as full-scale velocities since velocity is governed by
gravitational acceleration, which is not scaled.

Angular orientation for scale models is the same as full scale.

The matetlals used to construct the model should be the same as those used for the full-scale
package. '

3 Relationships foz Scaled Pacl

. .

‘of the full-scale displacements at scaled times,

Model linear displacements are equivalent to the scale factor of full-scale digplacements at
scaled times and homologous locations. For a half-scale model, the displacements are one-half

Model impact duration Is equivalent to the scale factor of the full-scale duration at scaled times
since the duration is proportional to deformed displacement, Fora half-scale model, the impact
duration Is one-half that of the full-scale impact duration. Scaled times imply that the dynarnic
events of a half-scale model occur in half the tirne of the full scale, ~

Model accelerations ave equal to the inverse of the scale factor of full-scale accelerations at
scaled times. This is frue becanse model impact durations are equivalent to the scale factor of
full-scale durations when the package comes to rest and the velocities at the onset of impact are
equal, Therefore, a one-half scale model would have two times the full-scale accelerations and
the acceleration times would be reduced to one-half of full-scale times.

If the same materials are used in the scale model and the full scale, the stresses and strains are
the sarne,

/= b
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'DOE Status Report

Linda Desell
Acting Director, Environmental and Operational Activities Division

Ofﬁce of Civilian Radioactive Waste Management
U.S. Department of Energy

Western'lnterState Energy Board
High-Level Radioactive Waste Committee

" San Diego, California
December 8, 1994



Office of Civillan Radloactive Waste Management

Institutional Activities (con't)

|« Full-scale cask testing

0 OCRWM s establishing a process to determine if full-
scale testing of transport casks should be undertaken

0 communicate the process to the public/stakeholders
- early to mid-1995

0 based on publiq/stakeholdler input, modify process as
~ necessary and implement

- mid-1995

Ij decide if full-scale cask testing should proceed
—late 1995

Notes:

Page 26




Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste Management

Institutional Activities (con't)
* Section 180(c), Nuclear Waste Policy Act

0 develop Federal Régister Notice of lnquir\y (NOI) to |

solicit comments on implementation of Section 180(c)

— early 1995

0 incorporate comments from NOI into draft policy and
procedures document

—mid-1995

0 issue Federal Register Notice of Proposed Policy and
Procedures

—early 1996

- 0 Incorporate comments and publish final notice
—summer 1997 , '

Notes:

Page 25
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MIDWESTERN HIGH-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION NO, 93-1

WHEREAS, the U.S. Congress, in the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, as
amended, structured a major role in the development of the civilian
radioactive waste management program for states, units of local
government, and Indian tnbes affected by the program and for the
general public; and

WHEREAS the U.S. Department of Energy has stated that "transportation
of radioactive waste may do more to bring radicactive-waste disposal to

widespread public attention than any other aspect of the Federal waste-
management program;" and

WHEREAS, the USS, Department of Energy has further stated that it will
“emphasize demonstrating the safety of transportation to the public as
well as the technical community;” and

WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Energy has acknowledged that public
trust and confidence in the waste management program is vital to its

success; and P

WHEREAS, the Secretary of Energy Advisory Board‘s Task Force on

Radioactive Waste Management has concluded that the Office of Civilian
Radioactive Waste Management has a serious problem with public trust
and confidence in its ability to manage the entire waste-management
program in a safe and open manner; and

WHEREAS, numerous studies of pubUc opinion conceming radioactive-

waste transportation have revealed a general fear of shipments and lack of

confidence In the ability of the U.5. Department of Energy and the .

scientific community to adequateiy predict and operly communicate risks
to the public; and

WHEREAS, the program to test TRUPACT-II containers for shipping
transuranic waste to the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant in New Mexico
successully incorporated input from major stakeholders and, through full-
scale testing of the shipping containers, managed to increase public
confidence in the transportation of transuranic waste; and

—¥
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» *"OWESTERN HIGH-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE COMMITTEE
JLUTION'NO. 93-1
) -59 2

WHEREAS, the State of Nevada and other groups have vowed to continue to seek full-scale

testing requirernents for spent-fuel sl‘uppmg casks through legislahon. mlemaking, and, if
necessary, litigation; and ,

WHEREAS, delays in the development of the transportation system as a result of possible

litigation are likely to create significant costs and to exacerbate the lack of public trust and
confidence; and

WHEREAS, the Midwestern states are likely to serve as major corridors for>shipping spent fuel
and high-level waste to federal facilities for storage and/or disposal; and

WHEREAS, the Midwestern High-Level Radloactive Waste Committee is an independent,
multi-state advisory comunittee representing the interests of the twelve Midwestern states;

NOW, THEREFORE BE |T RESOLVED that the Midwestern High-Level Radioactive Waste
Committee supports the development and implementation of a federal program to conduct
full-scale testing of the design and integrity of spent-fuel shipping cask prototypes that
includes sequential tests (drop, fire, puncture, and immersion), reflects the input of major

stakeholders, and serves as an integral compenent of the process for certifying spent-fuel
shipping casks.

Approved by the Midwestern High-Level Radioactive Waste Committee
July 15, 1993

/" Harold R. Borchert, Chairman o

Y2y
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MIDWESTERN HIGH-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION NO. 94-2
DOE'S ROLE IN HELPING STATES TO PREPARE FOR
SHIPMENTS OF SPENT NUCLEAR FUEL

WHEREAS, Section 180(c) of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act (NWPA) requires the
Secretary of Energy to “provide technical assistance and funds to States for training for
public safety officials of appropriate units of local government and Indian tribes through
whose jurisdiction the Secretary plans to transport spent nuclear fuel or high-level
radioactive waste" to federal facilities for storage or disposal; and

WHEREAS, in 1992, DOE published its Strategy for OCRWM to Provide Training
Assistance to State, Tribal, and Local Governments, which stated that, in developing a
policy to implement Section 180(c), "OCRWM will seek input from the diverse and
broadly representative sources using a cooperative approach,” with an emphasis on
input "from representatives of transportation corridor jurisdictions;” and

WHEREAS, based on the recommendation of the Midwestern states and other
stakeholders that states, tribes, and local governments will need at least 3-5 years to
prepare for shipments of spent fuel, DOE's Strategy identified January 1995 as the date
on which DOE would initiate training assistance in anticipation of shipments to a
monitored retrievable storage facility beginning in 1998; and

WHEREAS, in early 1994, DOE announced that it would no longer pursue monitored
retrievable storage as an integral component of the Civilian Radioactive Waste
Management System, thereby moving the projected date for initiating shipments from
1998 to 2010, the projected date for opening the permanent repository; and

WHEREAS, to conform with the projected shipping date of 2010, DOE significantly
increased its time frame for developing a policy on Section 180(c), with a new target
date of 2006 for providing training assistance; and

WHEREAS, despite a shortage of funding, the Nuclear Waste Negotiator's Office
continues to work with Indian tribes and other potentially interested parties to site a
federal facility for monitored retrievable storage of spent nuclear fuel; and

WHEREAS, a venture between the Mescalero Apache tribe in New Mexico and 33
utilities may result in the operation of a private interim storage facility for spent nuclear
fuel as early as the year 2002; and

WHEREAS, shipments to a private storage facility in New Mexico would not be
conducted by the Secretary of Energy and, therefore, under a literal interpretation of
Section 180(c) of the NWPA, states, tribes, and local governments affected by these
shipments would not qualify for training or technical assistance under the Act; and

. Z,
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«IDWESTERN HIGH-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION NO. 94-2

Page 2

WHEREAS, shipments of spent fuel to a storage facility in Mescalero, New Mexico, from many of the
utilities involved in the private venture would either originate in or cross 10 Midwestern states; and

WHEREAS, from a practical perspective, large-scale shipping campaigns to remove spent fuel from
nuclear power plants will have a similar impact on states, tribes, and local governments regardless of
whether the destination is a federal or private facility; and

WHEREAS, to ensure adequate preparation for shipments in 2002, states, tribes, and local governments
must begin planning no later than 1998; and

WHEREAS, the Midwestern High-Level Radioactive Waste Committee is an independent, multi-state
advisory committee representing the interests of the 12 Midwestern states and operating under the
auspices of the Midwestern Governors' Conference and the Midwestern Legislative Conterence of the
Council of State Gevernments; now, therefore be it

RESOLVED, that the Midwestern High-Level Radioactive Waste Committee strongly urges DOE to
resume immediately all activities related to developing a policy for implementing Section 180(c) of the

Nuclear Waste Policy Act, with the goal of having the capability to provide training assistance by no later
than 1998; and be it further

RESOLVED, that DOE should actively solicit the input of the Midwestern states and other stakeholders in
developing a policy for implementing Section 180(c); and be it further

RESOLVED, that the U.S. Congress should amend the Nuclear Waste Policy Act to provide states,
tribes, and local governments with technical assistance and training funds to prepare for any large-scale
shipment of spent fuel to centralized storage facilities, whether publicly or privately owned.

Approved by the Midwestern High-Level Radioactive Waste Committee
December 12, 1994
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August 30, 1993

The Honorable Hazel O'Leary
Secretary of Energy

U.S. Department of Energy

1000 Independence Avenue, S.W,
Washington, DC 20585 -

Dear Madam Secretary:

- Atlts last two meetings, the Midwestern High-Level
Radiocactive Waste Committee discussed the manner in which the U.S.
Department of Energy's Office of Civillan Radioactive Waste
Management plans to test the high-capacity casks it is developing to
ship spent fuel from reactors as part of the federal waste management

program. As a result of those discussions, the committee has decided

to add its volce to the call for OCRWM to test full-scale models of
spent-fuel shipping casks and to incorporate such tests into its
procedures for securing NRC certification of the casks. A resolution
stating the committee's position on this matter is enclosed for your

The committee understands OCRWM's current position that
full-scale testing of casks is not necessary from a technical standpoint.
We further understand that conducting such tests will entail greater
costs than would be the case if scale models were used. In the long
run, though, full-scale testing may save money for the program by
helping OCRWM avoid potential legal ¢challenges by affected

governments, environmental groups, and other segments of the public,

- Clearly, there is no guarantee that full-scale testing will win
public acceptance of OCRWM's radioactive waste transportation
activities, Yet it is equally clear that, unless OCRWM makes a good
faith effort to demonstrate the safety of these casks to the general
public, widespread opposition will continue to thwart DOE's efforts to
develop and operate the waste management program in a timely
manner,
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YA N FAVIR ]

a ragyclad paper

/’W7




SENT BY MIDwWESTERN Cbd yoT=1=yo 12 UBEM JUGQ VY (43 1Y 19C 41840 &

.aetary Hazel O'Leary
August 30, 1993
Page2

DOE has gone on record as recognizing the need to increase the level of
stakeholder involvement in program decisions. As a major step in this direction, the
committee urges OCRWM to change its current policy and develop a plan for testing
full-scale shipping casks that includes stakeholder input and constitutes an integral
component of the cask certification process. e

~.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

facit

Harold R. Borchert
Director, Division of Radiological Health
Nebraska Department of Health and

- Chairman, Midwestern High-Level Radicactive
Waste Committee ‘

enclosure .

¢c.  Lake Barrett
Jim Carlson
Susan Smith
Elissa Turner .
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MEMORANDUM

Date: December 22, 1994

To: Members of the Midwestern High-Level Radioactive Waste Commiittee
From: Lisa R. Sattler, Policy Analyst L7

Re: Resolution on Section 180(c)

The committee approved the resolution on Section 180(c). Enclosed is a final version
of the resolution for your information.

The other committees seem reluctant to urge Congress to revisit the Nuclear Waste
Policy Act; in my opinion, however, Congress is going to revise the Act, so the
committees should take this opportunity to have some input into what changes will be
made. | will work with the staff of the other committees to develop a joint resolution that

is acceptable to all the regions. The draft resolution will be available before the April
meeting.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.
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