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As reported earlier this month 
in an ECA Update, many ex-
perts close to the appropria-
tions process are predicting 
that the supplemental appro-
priations bill – which is to fund 
continued U.S. military opera-
tions in Iraq and Afghanistan – 
will be the ‘only game in town’ 
this year for funding domestic 
programs. 

With Presidential and Congres-
sional elections taking the  
spotlight, reaching agreement 

on appropriations is unlikely in 
this highly politicized             
atmosphere on Capitol Hill.  
That means that a Continuing 
Resolution would be needed as 
a stop-gap mechanism to 
bridge administrations, thus 
leaving the pending war      
supplemental as the only      
vehicle for domestic funding 
this year. 

Regarding the DOE              
Environmental Management 
program, hundreds of millions 

CONTINUED ON PG. 12 

EM BUDGET UPDATE: 

What Does ‘Risk Reduction’ Mean In a           
Constrained Fiscal Environment? 

APPROPRIATIONS UPDATE: 

Supplemental is the ‘Only Game in Town’: Will 
the EM Program Get Emergency Funding? 

Given the increased life-cycle 
costs for the EM program and 
the historically low budget    
request, DOE is advocating 
“risk reduction” as the         
foundation for implementing the 
budget and programmatic 
goals.  Stakeholders — who 
recognize that DOE is in a very 
difficult position with the Office 

of Management and Budget — 
have heard this same approach 
over the last few years as DOE  
rolls-out its annual budgets, but 
what does it really mean?  DOE 
has explained that “risk         
reduction” means prioritizing 
EM work scope to focus on 
those areas which pose the 
greatest threat to public health 

CONTINUED ON PG. 2 
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Risk Reduction, CONTINUED FROM PG 1 

and the environment.  In order of 
priority, DOE’s “risk reduction”    
approach focuses on tank waste 
remediation, nuclear materials  
consolidation and disposal, soil and 
groundwater remediation, and    
decontamination and                   
decommissioning of buildings.  
While this approach is certainly a 
valuable one, it should not          
necessarily be taken at face value. 

As ECA has pointed out many 
times, “risk” means different things 
to different people. For example, is 
risk - risk to the environment, risk to 
a community, risk to workers, risk 
to meeting legal requirements, risk 
to a workers job, or risk to an   
economy or community's well     
being? (See, The Politics of 
Cleanup, pgs. 39, 110).  Given this 
uncertainty, a workable definition of 
“risk” needs to be created and 
agreed to by interested parties prior 
to using the loaded term "risk      
reduction" as a policy measure for 
dealing with decreased                
environmental funding.  Instead, 
what we are discovering is that 
these crucial risk communications  

 

 

are occurring after the fact, and 
often during legal negotiations over    

missed regulatory milestones. 

In order to avert such post-hoc   
discussions, we recommend that 
DOE and interested parties engage 
in meaningful risk communications 
when developing future budgets.  
As these risk discussions move 
forward, it would be helpful to all 
stakeholders to understand how 
the new independently validated 
baselines, which Assistant        
Secretary Rispoli worked diligently      
towards, provide the basis for 
budget requests and specifically, 
how they take into account “risk.”  
These items, among others, need 
to be communicated and discussed 
with local, state and tribal govern-
ments, community groups, DOE's 
SSABs, EMAB and others. 

The Current Situation 

Former DOE budget requests     
anticipated budget reductions in 
FY08.  These predictions were 
based on the assumption that    
certain activities would be          
accomplished, such as the         
reinvestment of savings associated 
with the cleanup of Rocky Flats, 
Fernald, and Mound as well as 
steady progress at other cleanup 
sites across the complex under   
detailed performance management 
plans.  However, DOE – despite its 
best efforts – has failed to           
accomplish those goals and 
cleanup costs and schedules    
continue to increase while the 
budget is still dropping. 

The positive forecast offered by 
then-Assistant Secretary Roberson 
before Congress in 2003 (that 
would allow for EM funding to    
substantially decline) and recently 

referenced by current Assistant 
Secretary Rispoli, has not          
occurred, as life-cycle costs and 
cleanup schedules have spiraled in 
recent years.  In fact, according to 
the FY09 budget request, the total 
life-cycle cost for the EM program 
is estimated at $265 billion to $305 
billion, compared to the $197 billion 
estimate in last year’s request.   
Additionally, Inside Energy has  
reported that cleanup schedules 
have slipped as much as 75 to 140 
anticipated extra site years around 
the complex. 

Sustainable, Predictable, and Level 
Funding Are Key, Says One     
Lawmaker 

In an effort to refocus federal     
resources and energy, Rep. Wamp 
(R-TN) is offering a simple          
alternate funding approach that 
moves away from the semantics 
and baggage associated with 
“accelerated cleanup”  and “risk 
reduction,” His approach, revealed 
at the House Cleanup Caucus 
briefing on the Oak Ridge          
Reservation on April 7, and which 
was also espoused by former      
Assistant Secretary Al Alm,        
acknowledges the current funding 
shortfalls and calls for sustainable, 
level funding (particularly with     
respect to Oak Ridge cleanup       
activities but applicable to all sites 
in the DOE complex).  "There's no 
long term stability. There's no 
floor," said Wamp, whose district is 
home to Oak Ridge. "The goal is to 
try to level it out," he said. 

Whatever form a new funding    
approach may take will likely be the 
first challenge of the new             
Administration.  And as this new 
funding approach is developed, it is 
critical to communicate risk 
amongst all parties in order to     
ensure mutually agreeable and   
defendable EM program priorities. 

Attributes of Tolerated Risks 

Voluntarily assumed 
Personal Benefit High 

Scientists agree 
Not catastrophic 

Natural 
Hazard not fearsome 

Common event 
Equitable distributed 

 
Attributes of Non-Tolerated Risks 

Imposed by others 
No perceived personal benefits 

Scientists disagree 
Catastrophic 

Industrial 
Highly dreaded hazard 

Rare event 
Inequitably distributed 

 
Source: Joseph Rodricks,                        
Risk Communication, 2002 
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SEE ADVERTISEMENT ON PAGE 12 

The City of Oak Ridge won an impressive $150,000 
Preserve America grant earlier this month for a      
proposed project entitled Birth of a City: The City of 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee.  The project – a collaboration 
between the City and the Howard Baker Center for 
Public Policy at the University of Tennessee, the Oak 
Ridge Convention and Visitors Bureau, and the Oak 
Ridge Heritage and Preservation Association – will 
aid in preserving the City’s historic role as a           
government town built under the cloak of secrecy of 
the Manhattan Project.  

Mayor Tom Beehan expressed enthusiasm about the 
Birth of a City initiative.  "Much has been written about 
Oak Ridge's role in the Manhattan Project, but little 
has been said about how a community of young     
scientists, educators and other civic-minded           
individuals came together after the war to create the 
public, civic, and cultural institutions that remain 
strong today.  This is a unique chapter in American 
history that needs to be told." 

Grant funds will be used to inventory and preserve 
historical records and artifacts related to the city's 
founding, and to develop educational materials for 
use in schools.  Funds will also assist with conducting 
oral history interviews of key city officials and       
community leaders.   

The Preserve America program – a partnership      
between the Department of Interior and the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation – was established in 
2003 to support community efforts to preserve and 
promote America's historical and cultural assets.    
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation Chairman 
John L. Nau, on hand with Deputy Secretary of      
Interior Lynn Scarlet at this month’s announcement, 
echoed her sentiments, saying: “Preserve America 
grants help communities learn about their history and 
share it with visitors. These grants make the story of 
America come alive and create a better                  
understanding of our diverse and rich cultures.”   

The City of Oak Ridge was designated a Preserve 
America Community in 2006.   The $150,000 grant 
award for the Birth of a City Project is one of 43 
grants in 25 states totaling $2.9 million. The most   
recent awards totaling $2.9 million leave a balance of 

$4.3 million for a second round of grants to be 
awarded in September.   

An exhibit about the project and the grant will be    
developed for the City's annual Secret City Festival, 
which will be held on June 19-20. For more informa-
tion contact:  Amy Fitzgerald, Government and Public 
Affairs Coordinator, at (865) 425-3554. Also, please 
visit: www.preserveamerica.gov  

ECA MEMBER SPOTLIGHT: 

The City of Oak Ridge Awarded              
Preserve America  Grant 

JOIN ECA FOR A PEER  
EXCHANGE ON HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION ON JUNE 
19-20 IN OAK RIDGE, TN. 

And stay for... 

THE SIXTH ANNUAL      
SECRET CITY FESTIVAL 

ON JUNE 20-21 

The meeting and festival will 
provide participants with an 
opportunity to learn about 

the rich history of Oak Ridge 
and Manhattan Project     

activities. 
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ECA PUBLIC COMMENTS: 

NNSA Complex Transformation Draft PEIS  

ECA submitted comments on NNSA’s Draft Complex 
Transformation Supplemental Programmatic             
Environmental Impact Statement earlier this month, 
which expressed our organization’s support for the 
“preferred alternative.”  ECA’s comments were general 
in nature, and highlighted the following three issues: 
workforce impacts, infrastructure needs, and disposal of 
excess and surplus property.  A copy of ECA’s letter is    
below (a full-scale version is available on our web site): 
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In a report released on April 15, the DOE          
Inspector General found that, absent a dramatic 
change in approach, DOE is unlikely to meet Los 
Alamos National Laboratory (LANL) cleanup     
requirements under the legally-binding 2005    
Consent Decree signed by the lab, the State of 
New Mexico, and DOE.  Specifically, the IG report 
finds that the Department is in jeopardy of not 
completing cleanup activities in Areas L and G of 
LANL’s Technical Area 54, by 2011 and 2015,  
respectively, as required by the Consent Order.  
Moreover, the report finds that “NNSA did not   
begin the decontamination and decommissioning 
of 58 structures in Area G and 6 structures in Area 
L in Fiscal Year (FY) 2007 as scheduled.” Such 
D&D activities (removing physical structures) are 
a prerequisite to environmental remediation, thus 
compounding the delays. 

“Delays in completing the prerequisite work and 
the subsequent impact on meeting Consent Order 
milestones may not only increase the cost of the 
overall environmental cleanup but May also      
increase the risk to employees and the public to 
exposure to contaminants,” concluded the report. 

To rectify the situation, the report acknowledges 
the lack of appropriate funding and recommends 
that the Assistant Secretary for Environmental 
Management ensure that: 

1. Funding priorities for prerequisite work and 
Consent Order milestones are consistent; and, 

2. Discrepancies between the current funding   
profiles, the stated project cost profiles, and      
related contingency are resolved. 

A copy of the report, “The Department's Progress 
in Meeting Los Alamos National Laboratory    
Consent Order Milestones,” can be found at: 
http://www.ig.energy.gov/documents/IG-0793.pdf 

INSPECTOR GENERAL: 

DOE Inspector General Says DOE 
Could Miss LANL Milestones 

�

�
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COMMUNITY REUSE: 
SRSCRO Asset Transition Program —    
A Model for DOE Personal Property   
Reuse DOE Sites �

Last year alone, the Savannah River Site          
Community Reuse  Organization (SRSCRO) 
grossed more than $1 million in economic develop-
ment revenue through its Asset Transition Program.  
After accounting for expenses, the SRSCRO netted 
approximately $604,000 in proceeds for calendar 
year 2007.   

As the designated community reuse organization, 
the SRSCRO has established a successful reuse 
program, in cooperation with DOE, which allows the 
CRO to make available surplus or excess DOE 
equipment to organizations that are creating jobs or 
supporting economic development in the region.  If 
there are no entities that express interest, then the 
SRSCRO, through its contractor, is permitted to re-
sell the former DOE personal property on the open 
market.  

Both Section 3155 of the National Defense Authori-
zation Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (the “Hall Amend-
ment”) and Section 161g of the Atomic Energy Act 
(AEA), 42 U.S.C. 2201(8), allow the Department to 
transfer property to entities such as the SRSCRO 
for less than fair market value. Section 161g       
provided full authority for the Department to "sell, 
lease, grant or dispose of real and personal      

property" which the Department has "acquired in 
connection with carrying out functions under the 
AEA or property that will be used to carry out       
objectives of the AEA." 

By using the available statutory authorities, and 
partnering with the Department, the SRSCRO is 
staying true to its mission of supporting economic 
diversification and development in the region.  
“Cash flow [generated from the Asset Transition 
Program] is required in future years to provide     
operating income to support routine expenses and 
grow the financial holdings of the SRSCRO to the 
point where additional investments can be provided 
to assist business growth and diversification in our 
region,” according to the SRSCRO’s recently       
released 2007 Annual Report. 

Eric Thompson, acting SRSCRO Executive Director 
and an active member of ECA, sees this program as 
a real  success story and encourages other local 
governments and CROs across the DOE complex to 
seize the opportunity if they have not already.  For 
additional information on SRSCRO’s Asset        
Transition Program, please contact Eric Thompson 
at (803) 593-9954, Ext. 1411 and visit 
www.srscro.org . 

SRSCRO Asset Transition Plan

CY2006 & CY2007
Monthly Occurred Deposits & Expenses
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A list of surplus items is posted on the SRSCRO   
website as materials become available.  

Please visit: www.srscro.org   

Locomotive Made Available to Kromotex By the              
SRSCRO Asset Transition Program 

AFTER 

BEFORE 
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PEOPLE ON THE MOVE: 

Senator Bennett to Replace Domenici as Ranking Memb er of the Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Energy and Water 

Jeffrey Kupfer to Serve as Acting Deputy Secretary of Energy;                      
Takes Over for  Clay Sell    
On April 2, President Bush nominated Jeffrey Kupfer to serve as Deputy Secretary for Energy, filling the     
vacancy left by Clay Sell’s resignation earlier this year.  Kupfer, former Chief of Staff to Secretary Bodman 
and also current Chief Operating Officer, is responsible for management of the full range of DOE programs, 
including oversight over 115,000 employees and $24 billion in funds. 

Kupfer previously served as a Special Assistant to the President for Economic Policy at the White House. He 
also served as Executive Director of the President’s Advisory Panel on Federal Tax Reform.  From 2001 
through 2005, Kupfer was Deputy Chief of Staff and Executive Secretary at the Department of the Treasury.   

Before joining the Bush Administration, Kupfer served as counsel for the U.S. Senate Finance Committee; a 
counsel for the U.S. Senate Committee on Governmental Affairs; and a trial attorney in the U.S. Department 
of Justice. Mr. Kupfer is a graduate of Yale College and Harvard Law School, and currently resides in      
Maryland with his family. 

Following the retirement of Sen. Domenici (R-NM) at the end of this term, 
Sen. Bennett (R-UT) will assume the role of Ranking Member of the    
Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on Energy and Water.  Sen. Bennett 
will have big shoes to fill, as Sen. Domenici has been a champion of    
various Department of Energy and National Nuclear Security                 
Administration causes over the years. 

As Ranking Member of the Appropriations Subcommittee on Energy and 
Water, Sen. Bennett will assume the important role of making difficult 
funding decisions for DOE programs, including environmental cleanup and 
nuclear waste disposition.  These issues are familiar territory for Sen.  
Bennett, who has a vested interest in the cleanup and disposition of       
radioactive mill tailings at DOE’s Moab site.  Most recently, Sen. Bennett 
included language in the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2008 that moves up the cleanup schedule for the Moab site from 
2028 to 2019. 

Sen. Bennett currently serves as Ranking Member of both the Rules  
Committee and the Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on Agriculture, 
Rural Development, and Related Agencies. He is also serves as Counsel 
to the Senate Republican Leader.  Mr. Bennett, who is currently serving 
his third term, has been a member of the Senate since being elected in 
1992. 

 

Senate Appropriations Energy & Water Subcommittee 
The Capitol, S-131  

Washington, D.C.20510  
 

Telephone 202-224-7363  

Senator Bennett (top)                   
Senator Domenici (bottom)   
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FEDERAL REGISTER: 

DOE-Related Notices From the Month 
of April 

(1) Surface Transportation Board – Yucca Rail      
Construction  

On April 16, the Surface Transportation Board of the 
U.S. Department of Transportation published a no-
tice of application filed by the Department of Energy 
seeking authority to construct the “Caliente rail line.”  
The Caliente rail line would be a 300-mile rail line 
connecting the existing Union Pacific Railroad Com-
pany line near Caliente, NV, to a proposed spent 
fuel and high-level waste repository at Yucca Moun-
tain, Nye County, NV.  It would also provide com-
mon carrier rail service to communities situated 
along the proposed line.  

The Federal Register notice is available at: http://
frwebgate1.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/waisgate.cgi?
WAISdo-
cID=042290183784+2+0+0&WAISaction=retrieve  

 

(2) EMAB Gets Two-Year Extension 

On April 16, the Department of Energy gave notice 
the Environmental Management Site-Specific Advi-
sory Board has been extended for a two-year period 
beginning April 11. The Board provides the Assis-
tant Secretary for Environmental Management (EM) 
with information, advice, and recommendations con-
cerning site-specific issues, including: cleanup stan-
dards and environmental restoration; waste man-
agement and disposition; stabilization and disposi-
tion of non-stockpile nuclear materials; excess facili-
ties; future land use and long-term stewardship; risk 
assessment and management; and clean-up sci-
ence and technology activities. 

The Federal Register notice is available at: http://
frwebgate2.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/waisgate.cgi?
WAISdo-
cID=041717264477+2+0+0&WAISaction=retrieve  

 

(3) Nevada Test Site SEIS 

The National Nuclear Security Administration re-
leased a draft supplemental analysis of the Nevada 
Test Site’s Final Environmental Impact Statement, 

which found that little has changed and it is un-
necessary for NNSA to update the EIS.  Neverthe-
less, three public meetings will be held to listen to 
public comments: 

May 5 – Pahrump, NV 

May 6 – Las Vegas, NV 

May 7 – St. George, UT 

The draft supplemental analysis is available at: 
www.nv.doe.gov  

 

FOREIGN WASTE: 

Italian Waste Update 
 

In a rare move, the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission (NRC) this month released a “fact 
sheet” on Energy Solutions’ application to im-
port up to 20,000 tons of low level radioactive 
waste due to the unusual public interest.  The 
NRC received over 9,000 comments, mostly 
opposed to the proposal, and thus issued the 
following “fact sheet” to provide additional 
information to interested parties as the appli-
cation process continues to unfold: 

http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-
collections/fact-sheets/energysolutions.pdf   

ECA MEMBER UPDATE: 

Nye County Recent Activities 
(1) Submitted Comments on DOE’s Application for 
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

(2) Part of AULG request to NRC to webcast DOE 
Yucca Licensing proceedings to increase public 
access and transparency 

(3) Participating in the U.S. Transport Council 
Meeting on May 20-21 in Washington, DC. 
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FEATURED CONFERENCE: 
State of Environmental Justice 2008 
The 2008 State of Environmental Justice Confer-
ence, which is sponsored in part by the Depart-
ment of Energy, will be held in Washington, DC, 
May 21-24, 2008.  This year's conference will fo-
cus on issues such as land use decision-making 
and land revitalization, corporate/community rela-
tions, and community participation in environ-
mental decision-making. 

ECA is excited to be a part of the event, where we 
will be presenting recommendations contained in 
our recent report: The Politics of Cleanup. 

For more information about the conference, in-
cluding registration information, please visit the 
conference website at http://
www.ejconference2008.org/home.html 

If you have any questions, please feel free to con-
tact Carmen M. Rodriguez (Conference PR/
Outreach Committee) at (505) 992-1416. 

 
ECA IS LOOKING FOR IDEAS FOR 2008 PEER EXCHANGES! 

 

DO YOU HAVE AN IDEA FOR A  

FUTURE PEER EXCHANGE? 

 

IS YOUR COMMUNITY  

INTERESTED IN HOSTING A  

PEER EXCHANGE? 

 

SEND YOUR SUGGESTIONS TO ECA STAFF AT: 
�
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FEATURED WEB SITE:                          
Rocky Flats Stewardship Council  
From time to time, the ECA Bulletin features websites that 
would be of interest to our readers.  This month, we feature 
the Rocky Flats Stewardship Council (RFSC) website, 
which is a great example of organization, content, and   
functionality.  To learn what the RFSC has been working on 
lately, visit: www.rockyflatssc.org  
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New Nuclear Plant Status  �� ��
�

��
��

Company Site(s) Design, # of Units 
Early Site Permit 

(ESP) 
Construction / Operating 

License Submittal 
Alternate Energy Hold-
ings / Unistar Owyhee County, ID EPR - FY 2009 

Amarillo Power / Unistar Vicinity of Amarillo, TX EPR - FY 2009 

AmerenUE / Unistar Callaway County, MO 
(Callaway) EPR - FY 2008 

Constellation / UniStar Calvert County, MD 
(Calvert Cliffs)  EPR - Partial - Under Review, Full - FY 

2008 

Constellation / UniStar Oswego County, NY 
(Nine Mile Point)  EPR - FY 2009 

Detroit Edison Fermi, MI (Fermi) Not yet determined Not yet determined FY 2008 

Dominion Louisa County, VA (North 
Anna)  ESBWR (1) Approved November 

2007 November 2007 

Duke Cherokee County, SC 
(William States Lee)  AP1000 (2) - December 2007 

Duke Davie County, NC  Not yet determined Under consideration Not yet determined 

Duke Oconee County, SC 
(Oconee)  Not yet determined Under consideration Not yet determined 

Entergy West Felciana Parish, LA 
(River Bend) ESBWR (1) - FY 2008 

Entergy (NuStart ) Claiborne County, MS 
(Grand Gulf) ESBWR (1) Approved April 2007 FY 2008 

Exelon Clinton, IL (Clinton)  Not yet determined Approved March 2007 Not yet determined 
Exelon Victoria County, TX  ESBWR (2) - FY 2008 

Florida Power & Light Miami-Dade County, FL 
(Turkey Point)  Not yet determined (2)  Not yet determined FY 2009 

Luminant Glen Rose, TX 
(Comanche Peak) APWR (2) - FY 2008 

NRG Energy / STPNOC Matagorda County, TX 
(South Texas Project)  ABWR (2) - September 2007 

PPL Corp. / Unistar Luzerne County, PA 
(Susquehanna) EPR - FY 2009 

Progress Energy Wake County, NC 
(Harris) 

 AP1000 (2) - February 2008 

Progress Energy Levy County, FL  AP1000 (2) - FY 2008 
South Carolina Electric & 
Gas 

Fairfield County, SC 
(V.C. Summer)  AP1000 (2) - FY 2008 

Southern Company Burke County, GA 
(Vogtle) 

 AP1000 (2) Under review, Approval 
expected early 2009 

FY 2008 

 

TVA (NuStart ) Jackson County, AL 
(Bellefonte) AP1000 (2) - October 2007 

          
FY - Federal Fiscal Year, CY - Calendar Year       
Updated: 2/08         

The “nuclear renaissance” is under way as more and more companies are announcing their intent to file       
license applications to construct new nuclear power plants.  Following the NRG Energy Company filing the 
first license application in over 30 years last September, a number of companies have followed suit.  The   
table below, created by the Nuclear Energy Institute, provides a summary of companies that have announced 
their intent to submit applications to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission for new plant licenses. 

NUCLEAR POWER: 

New Nuclear Plant Applications On the Rise 

Source: NUCLEAR ENERGY INSTITUTE 
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LEGISLATIVE UPDATE:                                                                                             
Domenici to Introduce Nuclear Waste Recycling Legis lation �

The House Appropriations Subcommittee on Energy 
and Water held a hearing on April 9 on the Depart-
ment of Energy's Nuclear Waste and Nuclear Energy 
programs.  Appearing before the Subcommittee were 
Dennis Spurgeon, DOE Assistant Secretary for Nu-
clear Energy, and Ward Sproat, DOE Director of the 
Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste Management.   
The hearing touched on several issues, most inter-
esting of which were DOE's remarks to Congress 
with respect to the GNEP PEIS and Record of Deci-
sion (ROD) process, given the inquiries that ECA 
staff have been receiving of late.   

According to Assistant Secretary Spurgeon’s re-
marks, the DOE Office of Nuclear Energy is behind 
schedule in its NEPA process due, in part, to signifi-
cant budget cuts.  Moreover, as indicated in various 
reports last fall, DOE made optimistic technical as-
sumptions that have not been realized, thus chang-
ing program direction to focus more on research and 
development before embarking on constructing dem-
onstration facilities.   

As such, Mr. Spurgeon characterized the ROD, 
which is to be issued by the end of the year, as a 

“transition document that would be the secretary's 
recommendation as to, ‘This is where we are and 
this is how I think we ought to proceed," but by no 
means are we going to be in a position to recom-
mend any major demonstration scale facilities or 
their construction at this time.’” 

Spurgeon continued: “What we hope to do is get to 
the point where we might be able to become much 
more definitive relative to a research and develop-
ment facility for all fuels by that point in time. But 
there's no question we're behind on getting to the 
point where we could have the foundation for a rea-
soned recommendation for demonstration scale fa-
cilities for either the fast reactor or for a recycle 
plant.”  

In a separate GNEP-related meeting on April 23, the 
House Science and Technology Committee Chair 
Bart Gordon (R-TN) expressed concerns about   
funding the program, and Thomas Cochran of the 
NRDC said that Congress should “pull the plug.” 
Look for more information on this hearing in future 
ECA distributions. 

According to Senator Domenici’s remarks at an April 9 Senate hearing, he intends to introduce legislation in 
the coming weeks that would advance domestic nuclear reprocessing efforts.  Senator Domenici’s proposal 
would provide a legislative fix and alternate pathway to the current uncertainty and skepticism surrounding 
the Yucca Mountain program and Global Nuclear Energy Partnership.  Senator Domenici stated that the 
proposal would authorize the use of Nuclear Waste Policy Act funds to be used to renegotiate agreements 
with communities and to develop model licenses for reprocessing facilities that would lead to DOE entering 
into “long-term service contracts with private entities.”   

Environment & Energy Daily reported that the bill, which is to be introduced in the next two weeks, “would 
authorize the Energy Department to enter into a 50-50 cost share for the licensing and engineering of two 
private commercial reprocessing facilities and provide incentives to local governments to build two interim 
storage facilities,” according to a senior Domenici aide. 

An aide of Senator Domenici said that communities hosting the reprocessing plants “would not be offered 
federal incentives because jobs and other economic benefits would accrue from construction and             
operations,” according to a recent story in the Las Vegas Review-Journal. 

While some are predicting that the proposed legislation will not get much support in the House, it            
nevertheless will advance the nuclear energy and waste debate in Washington and around the country.  
Some are hopeful that the bill will touch enough issues to help frame how nuclear energy can fit in to the 
larger comprehensive national energy policy. 

GNEP PEIS & RECORD OF DECISION STATUS:                                                            
DOE Officials Attempting to Transition Program to N ew Administration 



�SSAB MEETING: 
Site Tours and Briefings in Richland 
 
The Environmental Management Site Specific Advisory 
Board met April 23 and 24 in Richland. The Board meets 
twice yearly and is comprised of chairs and vice chairs of 
citizen advisory boards (like the Hanford Advisory Board) 
from EM cleanup sites around the U.S.  There were 3 DOE 
HQ featured speakers at the April meeting; Mark 
Gilbertson, Director of Engineering and Technology; Chris-
tine Gelles, Office of Disposal Operations and Merle Sykes, 
Director -Office of Strategic Planning and Analysis.  Mr. 
Gilbertson provided a thorough presentation of technology 
implementation across the DOE complex along with the 
recently issued Technology Roadmap and the Technology 
Readiness Assessment/Technology Maturation Plan Proc-
ess Guide.  Ms. Gelles and Ms. Sykes provided detailed 
information about their programs as well.  The SSAB has 
been fortunate to receive high level interest and information 
from DOE HQ at their meetings and commended DOE on 
the recent implementation of an EM Office of Communica-
tion. 

ISSUE 99 PAGE 12 

Supplemental, CONTINUED FROM PG 1 

bill for the cleanup program, ac-
cording to Congressional staff, with 
the additional funds to be distrib-
uted among the various cleanup 
sites.  Currently, the Senate ap-
pears more likely to support this 
add-on funding than the House. 

However, the White House has in-
dicated that it would veto any sup-
plemental spending bill that in-
cludes add-on domestic funding.  
Jim Nussle, Director of the White 
House Office of Budget and Man-
agement, made the following re-
marks to the Senate Appropriations 
Committee on April 16: “I believe 
we're here today unfortunately to 
discuss how we can add to that bill 
and load up the troop funding bill 
with tens of billions of additional 
dollars of spending perhaps be-
cause it may be viewed by mem-
bers and senators as the last 
money train out of town…The 
President has made it clear that he 
will veto any attempt to hijack this 
much needed troop funding bill.” 

In the same hearing, Senator 
Murray (D-WA) responded by    
saying: “When we get budget re-
quests that are well below what 
any member of Congress can sup-
port and we can't fund them be-
cause they don't adequately meet 
the needs of America…we had 
hearings in Senator Dorgan's com-
mittee on the Corps of Engineer 
projects and those poor individuals 
that are sent over here to testify 
before us and have to defend their 
budgets when they know they can't 
because we are not adequately 
investing in   critical projects across 
the country or for a Hanford 
cleanup where the administration's 
budget didn't even come close to 
meeting its moral and legal obliga-
tions, and yet you say to us if we 
make up those funds they get ve-
toed… 
So rightfully we're saying well, we 
are not going to pass budgets that 
are just going to go over there and 
get vetoed one after the other    

simply on some partisan basis. We 
are going to do them in a           
responsible way and if that means 
that we have to wait until we get a 
president who's willing to meet us 
and work with us that's what this 
Congress is going to do.” 

House staff have informed ECA 
that the House is unlikely to      
support increased EM funding in 
the supplemental appropriation, 
which could be taken up as soon 
as the week of May 5th.  If events        
proceed as planned by the Senate, 
the supplemental bill will be     
completed by the Memorial Day 
recess and a Continuing Resolu-
tion will be passed prior to the end 
of the fiscal year (September 30) to 
fund the government until the next         
Congress (or at least through the 
election).  ECA will continue to 
monitor the situation and keep you 
posted. 

Visit www.secretcityfestival.com for a     
complete schedule of events 

Details regarding ECA’s Historic            
Preservation Peer Exchange will be sent to 

members directly. 
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V i s i t  O u r  W e b  S i t e  a t :  
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· May 7 – Environmental 
Management Advisory 
Board, Washington, DC 

· May 20-21 – U.S. Transport 
Council National Transport 
Council VI, Washington, DC 

· May 21-23 – State and Tribal 
Government Working Group 
Spring Meeting, Augusta, GA 

· May 24-June 1 – U.S. 
Senate not in session 

· June 9-12 – National 
Governors Association 
Federal Facilities Task Force 
Spring Meeting, Richland, 
WA 

· June 19-20 – ECA Peer 
Exchange on Historic 
Preservation, Oak Ridge, TN  

· June 20-21 – Secret City 
Festival, Oak Ridge, TN 

The ECA Bulletin is trying out 
a new look!  Your feedback is 
appreciated. Please send 
comments to Nithin Akuthota 
at nithina@energyca.org 
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