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Capitol Hill:
Congress to Return From August Recess With Ful
Plate

With only eighteen (18) days left| -
on the legislative calendar prior tp
the end of the fiscal year, membe¢

will return to Washington, DC
with a full plate of agenda items.

Continuing Resolution (to fu
government programs like
rs DOE/NNSA until regular

appropriations bills are passed)

Congress is currently scheduled [tAnalysts following the appropria
adjourn Sept. 26 (but may extengtions process are predicting that

its session into the beginning of
October). Among the top

legislative priorities for Septembg

are:

Energy bill (stalemate betwee

competing party proposals)
Military Construction Appro-
priations bill (passed by only
the House)

Defense Authorization bill
(passed by only the House)

the Military Construction appro-
priations bill — which is considerg
B bipartisan, must-pass bill — will
be the vehicle for the Continuing
Resolution (CR).

However, some members of Con-
gress have indicated that such a
scenario could be compromised
due to the current energy debatg.
Predicting another stalemate be

CONTINUED ON PG. 2
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tween Republicans and Democrats

provisions), some sources say that e
ergy amendments will be attached to
proposed CR, thus setting the stage|
a showdown in Congress. If neither
side gives in, it would force at least a
temporary shutdown of the govern-
ment.

gress will try to avoid a government

ing elections. The last government
shutdown occurred in 1995 under
House Speaker Newt Gingrich, who
has recently told reporters that he
would encourage the Republicans tg
force a shutdown this year. We will

over energy policy (due mainly to de-
bate over contentious offshore drilling

Despite such reports, members of Ca

shutdown, especially given the upcons

Nuclear Waste Recycling Language Included in New
Energy Proposals

In the Senate, a bipartisan group of senators called the “Gang of 10”
posed draft energy legislation this month to advance the debate that
occur in Congress in September to address record-high gasoline price

| draft legislation includes language promoting the recycling of nuclear

waste, consistent with recent shifts in the DOE Office of Nucleardy’s
GNEP program to promote more research and development on the isj
before getting to the demonstration and deployment phase. The “Gan
10” (which now contains 16 senators) has titled their draft legislafiba “
New Energy Reform Act of 2008.” The proposed bill contains three m4
components:

An intensive effort to transition vehicles to non-petroleum based f
a robust federal commitment to conservation and energy efficienc
targeted, responsible domestic production of energy resources.

The domestic energy production plank would “support nuclear energy
increasing staff at the NRC, providing workforce training, acceteyate-
preciation for nuclear plants, and supporting R&D on spent fuel recycl

have to wait and see. reduce nuclear waste,” according to Senator Conrad (D-ND), who leag

coalition.

GNEP Program Update:

All Facility Siting Decisions Off the Table; PrognaWill Continue to Focus on R&D to Clos
the Fuel Cycle

The Department of Energy Office of Nuclear Ene@®E-NE) held a conference call with ECA and GNEihgigrant communi-
ties in July to provide participants with an updatethe status of the GNEP program. The call, whieb led by representatives
from DOE headquarters, focused on the scope dBiMiEP Programmatic Environmental Impact StatemeBtgPand the timeline
for its release. Below is a brief summary of th#.c

PEIS Scope

All facility siting decisions have been taken dféttable. (In December, the proposed siting ofNthelear Fuel Recycling Cen-
ter and Advanced Recycling Reactor facilities wemoved from the PEIS Scope). During the callleeened that DOE has
taken the siting of the Advanced Fuel Cycle Regetacility (AFCF) off the table as well.

Reasons for Decision — (1) the PEIS was broadapes@and needed to be reduced to focus just onrtigegmmatic analysis
that will support a decision of whether or not knsing the fuel cycle and the potential alternatite accomplish that end; and
(2) the Nuclear Energy Advisory Committee (a grabprtered under FACA) is currently drafting a repor nuclear infrastruc-
ture capabilities, which will include an assessntdr&NEP and potential facilities. The report ig dae to be issued until the
fall of '08, and thus DOE has removed the AFCHgitanalysis from the PEIS because it would notivedhe benefit of the
information that will be contained in the NEAC repo

Secretarial Decision — when the Secretary makeddtsion, it may only answer the question of whetb close the fuel cycle,

and if so, how to close it.
GNEP,CONTINUED ON PG. §
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How the Program has implemented the recommen-
dations of the National Academy of Public Administra-
tion;

Major Accomplishments of the Program; and
Interaction With Stakeholders

Mr. Fiore also shared with the working group some of
the challenges that will be identified in the materials,
including budget constraints and the impact on meeting
compliance agreements; showing near-term progress in
order to “sell” the program (on the Hill and to the pub-
lic); and coping with increased scope of cleanup of work
. . e as a result of needs from other offices such as the Office
Presidential Transmor_]. of Nuclear Energy, Office of Science, and the National
DOE Speaks to Working Group on EM Tra Ny e oy e C g

Slilely Plannmg Notably, DOE has afforded the intergovernmental work-
ing with an opportunity to comment on its draft transi-
Jim Fiore, Director of the DOE-EM Office of Manage- tion materials sometime in October. The mechanism for

ment Analysis and Process Management, spoke to an i§omment has not yet been identified, so we will be sure

tergovernmental working groupde belovior information o keep you posted as we learn more.

on the Combined Intergovernmental Working Group) on

August 26 regarding the current status of EM’s presiden- ) _

tial transition planning. Many ECA members and other The Combined Intergovernmental Working Group

colleagues have been asking us what we are hearing a§¢aYVG) was created in January 2008 to provide a fo-

as transition is concerned, so the dialogue with Jim Fior&dm for increased communications between the Depart-

was welcome and perfect timing. Here’s what we learn&@gnt of Energy Office of Environmental Management
(DOE-EM) and intergovernmental organizations, which

Leadership-As the most senior career federal ém- jncjude the Energy Communities Alliance (ECA), the
ployee in EM, Dr. Inez Triay, Principal Deputy ASSiSnational Governors Association (NGA), the State and
tant Secretary, will lead the administration transitionTripa| Government Working Group (STGWG), the Envi-
process. ronmental Council of the States (ECOS), and the Na-
Process—EM has for quite some time now been as- tional Association of Attorneys General (NAAG).
sembling briefing materials, and will have the draft

materials completed by the early October time-fra

This schedule will allow EM to refine materials up td _ S M_EMBERS _
when a transition team is in place following the No- |S&Z2S2Un A= #4e[=T¢1[e eI\ Nel §OL L@ xile[o[R=Talo B ok 1gy)
vember elections and before the official turnover in [EEGEEIROA R Elalo NS 1N [ WA T i Te] 2]

administrations in January. NGA—Bob Bullock, Idaho (Staff: David Borak)

Products—The transition briefing materials will be Ny eI 1l E e e A o T R T el =
comprised of briefing charts, selected issue papers wards, Texas (Staff: Paula’ Cotter)

background books, and informational meetings.
ECOS—Tom Schneider, Ohio and Shelly Sherritt,

South Carolina (Staff: Matt Jones)

Briefing materials will cover the following topics: STGWG—Willie Preacher. Shoshone Bannock and
Mission of the EM Program; Brian Hembacher, California (Staff: Brooke O’Leen)

Nature and Scope of the Work;
How the Program has evolved over 20 years;
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Hanford Cleanup News:

A Flurry of Activity in August

Cleanup activities at the Hanford si@nd recommendations
are often the subject of news head-to the Secretary of
lines due, and the month of AugustEnergy and the House
was no different. The Nuclear RegLF-‘nd Senate Commit-
latory Commission (NRC) released §¢° ON Appropria-
tions within 180 days
report on regulatory process for theof enactment.”
Waste Treatment Plant, DOE was in
the process of testing vegetable oil ﬂﬁhough the NRC
possible treatment for groundwaterreview concluded that
contamination, and the State of the regulations and
Washington ended its defense of Inriéquirements in place
tiative 297. Taken together, the Auz o adequate, the
gust headlines are reflective of the NRC nevertheless
hazardous nature of the site, the |- je several sugges-
complex scope and long-term SCheﬂ'ons to DOE. NRC
ule of the cleanup, and the public suggests that DOE do
interest in making sure that their taxp o following:
payer dollars are being well spent.

_ . evaluate how these requiremertffider a partnership between DOE,
NRC Releases Review of the Waste 5re peing implemented and hog@ntractor Fluor Hanford, and Pa-

Treatment Plant the transparency of its decisiof#fic Northwest National Laboratory
and actions regarding the WTNNL), a crew of workers on Au-
On August 6, the NRC issued are-  could be improved; gust 20 began injecting 1,500 gallons

port to Congress and Secretary Bod- consider specific safety ~angf emulsified vegetable oil mixed
man concerning DOE's regulatory ~ regulatory issues identified in thgith 55 000 gallons of water into a
processes for the Waste Treatment ~ '€POrt; and “well near the 100-D nuclear reactor

Plant at the Hanford reservation. The '?;(iﬁl?rzirév?r)lljetoer?gtlann(?;%eTv?é%hnat once produced plutonium for
report concluded that, if properly P

: . —[fjuclear weapons during the Cold
. regulatory oversight and prOJe?rk/ .
implemented, the regulatory proc- management functions ar, according to a DOE statement.
esses are adequate to ensure public

health and safety. DOE Tests Vegetable Oil as Possiblg€ testing of vegetable oil to treat
Treatment for Groundwater Con- groundwater contamination is a

The report was the result of Congregimination process called “biostimulation,” a

sional directive contained in the Om- method that stimulates microbes in

nibus Appropriations Act for Fiscal |y an effort to explore innovative the solil to treat contaminants. The
Year 2008, which stated, in pertinert,yironmental remediation solution&Ugust injection was the second

part: and continue to improve the DOE phase of testing; the first phase was

Environmental Management pro- completed in September 2007 when
“In cooperation with the Departmerbtram the Richland Operations Of- & Crew injected 5,500 gallons of mo-

of Energy, the Nuclear Regulatogy.. .. ounced this month that theyasses mixed with water in a separate

Commission is directed to review thee turnina to an unlikelv candidateWell
regulatory processes of the Depaft- 9 Y

ment for the Hanford Waste TrealQ" @Ssistance —vegetable oil.

ment Plant and report its assessment
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passed in 2004 by state voters — unconstituticres, (

ECA Bulletin, May 2008). The initiative was designed
According to Mike Turex, a scientist at PNNL, "...  to prevent additional waste to be sent to the state until
microbes already in the groundwater will feed on the current waste at the Hanford reservation is cleaned up.
material and reproduce. The 'bloom' of microbes shoillde measure originally passed in every county in Wash-
change the water chemistry to the point that the toxicington, except for Benton and Franklin counties, the
chromium will be reduced to a non-toxic state. In its hosts of the massive Hanford reservation.
new form, the chromium will also be non-soluble, so it
won't move with the groundwater." Many critics of 1-297 cited unintended consequences as
their reasons for opposition. For example, the Tri-City
Hanford groundwater is not a source of drinking wateDevelopment Council (TRIDEC) feared that the new
and does not affect offsite drinking water sources, butaw would prevent not only radioactive waste from en-
there are possible impacts where Hanford groundwatiering the state, but also radioactive materials used in
flows into the Columbia River. DOE and Fluor Hanfonghedical research. Additionally, the law, if implemented,
have been operating a system since the 1990s to pumpuld compromise DOE policy to store some waste at
out and treat contaminated groundwater. Hanford while shipping high-level waste to a federal
repository.
If the biostimulation method (including vegetable andPolicy considerations aside, th€ @ircuit decision to
molasses injections) proves successful, it could servdiag 1-297 unconstitutional was rooted in the federal

model for other groundwater contamination projects government's legal position that federal law — in this
around the DOE complex. case the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 — preempts state

law. In its ruling the 9 Circuit stated that 1-297
“7directly and substantially impacts the DOE's decisions
oh the nationwide management of nuclear waste.”

The State of Washington Attorney General’s Office afhe state’s decision not to appeal thieQarcuit ruling
nounced this month that it will not appeal a recéht 9 Marks the end of a prolonged battle since 2004.
Circuit decision that found Initiative 297 (1-297) —

State of Washington Ends Its Defense of Initiative 29

Historic Preservation:

B Reactor at Hanford Designated as National Histobandmark

Hanford’s B Reactor was designated a National Historic Landmark thisymoatking a success story for historic
preservationists in the Hanford community. The new designation for the BoRe@s formalized by Department
of Interior Secretary Dirk Kempthorne on August 19, followed by a ceremony withddOQfugust 25. Not only
does the announcement validate the historic preservation of theyfaicdiso promotes heritage tourism and asso-
ciated economic development for the local community.

The B Reactor was the world’s first industrial-scale nuclearoeacid produced plutonium for the atomic weapon
that was dropped on Nagasaki, Japan to end World War Il. Under past site cleasyphel facility was to be
dismantled and “cocooned”; however, with the new National Historic Landmesigiation, DOE has shifted
course and has developed a new public access program to enable incréasedhisB Reactor.

Beginning in March 2009, individuals and families will be able to tour B Reacteasttthree days a week
through October 2009 by presenting identification at the Hanford Site. In ordgratioceaccess to this site, DOE
must first make a number of infrastructure improvements: transportatidmevgrovided from a site access point
directly accessible to State Highway 240 to Yakima, gating will be wanst, temporary restroom facilities will
be installed, and minor road repair and preparation will be performed. DOR’alptasets a timetable for more
permanent decisions about the future preservation of B Reactor
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Public Participation:

National Academies Report Encourages
Increased Public Participation in Environme
Decision-Making

The National Academies of Science (NAS) released a repd
on August 22 titled “Public Participation in Environmental
Assessment and Decision-making,” which encourages fedg
agencies to promote pubic participation efforts in order to
improve the quality, legitimacy, and capacity of federal env
ronmental decisions and assessments. The report makes 4
number recommendations, including:

Recommendation 1Public participation should be fully
incorporated into environmental assessment and decis
making processes, and it should be recognized by govs
ment agencies and other organizers of the processes &
requisite of effective action, not merely a formal proce-
dural requirement.

Recommendation 2When government agencies engags
in public participation, they should do so with clarity of

purpose, commitment to use the process to inform their

actions, adequate funding and staff for the duration of f
process, appropriate timing in relation to decisions, a fq
cus on how conclusions or policies can be implemente
and commitment to self-assessment and learning from

rt

!

on-
ern-
S.a

he

experience.

Recommendation 3Agencies undertaking a
public participation process should, considering
the purposes of the process, design it to address
the challenges that arise from particular con-
texts. Process design should be guided by four
principles: inclusiveness of participation, col-
laborative problem formulation and process de-
sign, transparency of the process, and good-faith
communication.

Recommendation 4Environmental assess-
ments and decisions with substantial scientific
content should be supported with collaborative,
broadly based, integrated, and iterative analytic-
deliberative processes, such as those described
in Understanding Risknd subsequent National
Research Council reports.

Recommendation 5Public participation practi-
tioners, working with the responsible agency
and the participants, should adopt a best-process
regime consisting of four elements: diagnosis of
the context, collaborative choice of techniques
to meet difficulties expected because of the con-
text, monitoring of the process to see how well

it is working, and iteration, including changes in
tools and techniques if needed to overcome dif-
ficulties.

e GNEP,CONTINUED FROM PG. 2

_PEIS Timeline

DOE-NE intended to issue its GNEP PEIS in mid-
August (now pushed back to September), with public
hearings to follow about 30 days after issuance. Th
minimum comment period required under the NEPA
regulations is 45 days, though DOE expects the com-
ment period may be in the range of 60 days.

Internal reviews nearly complete — other DOE office
such as RW, EM, and GC will likely concur soon.

Reason for Delay — The large volume of public scop-
ing comments, the additional of alternatives ared th
large and complex nature of the PEIS with both pro-
grammatic and project specific analyses have con-
tributed to the delay in release. The proposed Ad-
vanced Fuel Cycle Research facility, which has now
been removed from the PEIS, was causing delays
because it consumed hundreds of pages alone.

Please contact Nithin at 202.828.2423 with any tijpes.



Issue103 PAGE 7

NNSA News:

Reductions in the NNSA Footprint Underway

As part of the National Nuclear Security Administration’s (NNSApef to modernize and make more efficient its ag-
ing facilities, the agency announced this month that it has torn down nearljod stjuare feet of old buildings dating
back to the earliest days of the Cold War.

“I am extremely proud of the hard work done across NNSA to quickly and safetjowarthese aging facilities,” said
NNSA Principal Deputy Administrator William Ostendorff. “This shatle taxpayer that we are taking steps to reduce
the cost of maintaining the U.S. nuclear weapons stockpile.”

NNSA officials say, however, that “more is needed.” “With flat or déafjrbudgets in store for the maintenance and
upkeep of the remaining nuclear arsenal, the infrastructure to suppaonighisn must be consolidated, made more effi-
cient, and updated in a few key areas in order to meet the needs of thé &ctweding to a August 35press release.

To achieve such an end result, NNSA has develogamhaplex Transformation Plaio guide its efforts to create a nu-
clear weapons infrastructure that is smaller, safer, and moreffaxgtve. NNSA Administrator Thomas D’Agostino
testified before the House Armed Services Committee in July, wheoddh€ongress that his intent is to issue a Record
of Decision (ROD) on NNSA's path forward with respect to its prop@atplex Transformation Plany the end of
2008. Under this timetable, NNSA would “release the final SPEIS thisdad issue the first record of decision based
on the final SPEIS no sooner than 30 days after the final SPEIS’ Notice odbiliilappears in thEederal Registef

In April, ECA submitted formal comments on t@emplex TransformatioBPEIS, which focused on workforce, com-
munity infrastructure, and property disposal issues associated wittatheRor a copy of ECA’s comments, visit our
website atwww.energyca.org

NNSA Eliminates 100 Metric Tons of Weap-

By the end of the fiscal year, the following gross square _
ons Grade Nuclear Material

footage will have been dispositioned at each of NNSA's

sites: In addition to reducing infrastructure, NNSA this

month also announced a reduction in weapons-gr
nuclear materials in the NNSA complex. Specifica
NNSA eliminated 100 metric tons of highly enrichg
uranium (HEU) from its stockpile, an amount that

could contribute to thousands of nuclear weapons

Kansas City Plant 400

Los Alamos National Laboratory 394,556
e T N “Eliminating 100 metric tons of highly enriched ura
nium - enough for thousands of nuclear weapons

ultimately prevents this material from ever again b
ing used in a nuclear weapon,” said NNSA’s Depu
Administrator for Defense Nuclear Nonproliferatio

William Tobey. “Disposing of HEU is also a tangil
demonstration of the U.S. commitment to draw do
our nuclear arsenal in a transparent and irreversib
manner.”

Nevada Test Site 505,279
Pantex Plant 194,395

Sandia National Laboratories 449,251

Savannah River Site 5,577
Y-12 National Security Complex 1,147,323

TOTAL 3,105,689
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Idaho National Lab News:
INL Announces $33 Million in Infrastructure
Upgrades

Earlier this month, the Idaho National Laboratory (INL)
announced that it will be investing $33 million in infra-
structure upgrades in partnership with NORESCO, a pri-
vate company specializing in energy services. Under the
partnership, NORESCO will commit to providing infra-
structure improvements at INL's Materials and Fuels Co
plex (MFC), one of the primary work areas at the lab. Bat

telle Energy Alliance, the contractor operating the INL sit

for DOE, will contribute an additional $4.5 million in op-
erational funding for the project.

The new partnership is the second largest in a series of E
ergy Savings Performance Contracts (ESPCs) that DOE
initiating nationwide in order to meet energy reduction

goals. Pursuant to the Energy Policy Act of 2005 and the
Secretary’s Transformational Energy Action Managemen
(TEAM) Initiative, the agreement at INL will allow for a
reduction in energy use by over 5 percent and carbon dic
ide emissions by 12.8 million pounds per year.

In addition to the energy reduction goals envisioned unde
this innovative partnership, the project also invests in crit
cal infrastructure through private-sector funding. The infrg
structure improvements at INL's MFC facility will ensure §
sustained future for the laboratory’s nuclear and alternati
energy missions.

OTHER ENERGY SAVINGS
PERFORMANCE CONTRACTS
IN THE DOE COMPLEX

DOE also announced on August 5 three (3) other B
awards in addition to the INL project. They are:
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory
(Livermore, Calif.}- The bulk of the energy sav-

ings in this project is expected to come from a
jor upgrade of the Energy Management Control
System, which will be a powerful tool in diagnos
ing and solving problems with the Heating, Ven
lation and Air Conditioning (HVAC) systems anc
ensuring efficient HYAC systems operation.

National Energy Technology Laboratory
(Pittsburgh, Penn.}- The project will provide a
showcase of innovative technologies, including:
biogas boilers, green roofs, hybrid lighting, ad-
vanced metering, solar lighting, rooftop wind tu
bines, and natural gas well dewatering

Oak Ridge National Laboratory (Oak Ridge, Te
— The project will result in the creation of a bio-
mass steam plant, the expansion of the building
management system, and the implementation @
several other energy conservation measures.
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$8.4 billion estimated for the balance of program ac-
tivities
The increased costs associated with the Yucca project
will require Congress to appropriate additional funds in
future budgets in order to keep the project on track. Re-
cent budgets have reduced or froze the Yucca appropria-
tion, resulting in layoffs and setbacks to the program.

Currently, the fate of the Yucca project rests in the hands
of the NRC, the federal body responsible for reviewing
DOE's license application to ensure that it meets health
. and safety requirements. Just this month, the NRC denied
Yucca Mountain: a motion by the State of Nevada to withdraw the license
Life Cycle Costs for the Project Tl 1= application because it is incomplete, stating that the
Substantially, According to New DOE state’s arguments “are premature.”

Estimates

Of course, the ultimate progress of the construction and

On August 5, DOE announced a revised life-cycle costoperation of Yucca Mountain, if licensed by the NRC,
estimate for the Yucca Mountain project, including cost¥ill be further impacted by the results of the November
to research, construct, and operate Yucca Mountain fréHgctions.

the project’s inception in 1983 through projected closuge
and decommissioning in 2133. The new cost estimatdiigit=Iglag! Storage:
$96.2 billion (when updated to 2007 dollars) is a 38 pHq .
cent increase from the last estimate published in 200 DOE to Submit Report to Congress on

which projected costs at 457.5 billion. Interim Storage Facilities

According to a DOE statement, the updated life-cycle qer the Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2008,
cost estimate is substantially higher than previous eSt"Congress directed DOE to study the viability of pursuing
mates because of two primary reasons — an increased j@rim storage options for communities who were vying
ume of waste to be shipped to the repository and infla-for a nuclear waste recycling facility under the GNEP
tion. Ward Sproat, Director of the DOE Office of Civiliaprogram. The Congressional directive is/was a practical
and Radioactive Waste Management, said that “this in-attempt to possibly engage GNEP siting communities on
creased cost estimate is reasonable given inflation and@Rfim storage, given the recent shift in the GNEP pro-
expected increase in the amount of spent nuclear fuel 9ram from demonstration and deployment to more re-

from existing reactors with license renewals. We have Séarch and development.
marked significant project milestones this year and loolECA has learned that DOE, through the Office of Civil-
forward to that progress continuing and nuclear waste ian Radioactive Waste Management, will issue the re-

currently sitting at 121 temporary locations around the duired report in the very near future. As far as content is
country being safely stored at Yucca Mountain.” concerned, we will have to wait and see. However, if Di-
rector Ward Sproat’s July testimony before Congress is
The new $96.2 billion estimate breaks down as follows2"Y |nd|cat|_on, t_he report may not look favorably on the
concept of interim storage.
Approximately $13.5 billion incurred from 1983 to

the present, If you have any questions or concerns, please contact

ECA staff at 202.828.2423
$54.8 billion estimated for the construction, opera-
tion, and decommissioning.

$19.5 billion estimated for transportation.



PAGE 10 ECA BULLETIN

ECA Membership Update:

ECA Welcomes New Members; Prepares for Upcomingiiaer

This month ECA welcomes back the Regional Devel@mong other items, enhancing public awareness and un-
ment Corporation (RDC) of New Mexico as a membederstanding of science and technology as well as clean
and the Partnership of Science and Technology (PST)p and research initiatives at the Idaho National Labora-
based out of Idaho Falls, as a new member. Both of tory (INL) Site, being accepted as credible by decision
RDC and PST will add a valuable perspective to ECAnakers, opinion leaders and stakeholders, and promot-
due to their community and economic interests assoding new missions at the INL Site that are in the public
ated with hosting major DOE installations. interest.

RDC is a private non-profit, 501 (c) 3, Economic Devéh Other ECA News

ppment Organization_(EDO) whose 'primary servi_ce A Sfraine Anderson, Chair of ECA and Councilmember
is Northern New Mexico. RDC was incorporated in of the City of Arvada, CO, will travel to Cincinnati for

1996 as a nonprofit economic development organizagﬁg next meeting of the Environmental Management

to serve as the Department of Energy (DOE), Los Ala; dvi :
L ; JAT visory Board (EMAB) on September 24. Prior to the
mos Site, “Community Reuse Organization” (CRO). eeting, the EMAB will tour the Fernald facility, which

a CRO, the RDC’s mission is to diversify the economy cently achieved closure and which features hundreds

within the north central New Mexico region. As a res
the RDC maintains a special working relationship wit

both the DOE and LANL.

PST is a nonprofit, grassroots organization formed to

provide accurate and timely information on existing ay)
proposed activities at the INL Site, and to advocate fQIr

nuclear and environmental technologies and decisio

that are in the public interest. PST’s goals include,

IDAHO FALLS
ECA PEER EXCHANGE

Who: ECA Members
When: October 9 (full day meeting)

October 10 (meeting wrap-up and tours
Where:ldaho Falls, ID

Why: Local government and community
involvement in DOE activities

* Details subject to change

"acres of wetlands on the former uranium processing

acility.

Meanwhile, ECA staff is preparing for an upcoming
P&er Exchange in Idaho Falls in October, as well as the

ergovernmental Meeting with DOE in Utah in No-
ember. See below for more information about these

r]%eetings, and please contact staff at 202.828.2423 with
any questions.

INTERGOVERNMENTAL
MEETING INFO

Who: ECA, DOE, and Intergovernmental
Groups

When: Nov. 12 (ECA Board Meeting 5pm to
7:30pm; dinner to follow)
Nov. 13 (full day intergov. meeting)

Nov. 14 (1/2 day intergov. meeting)
Where: Snowbird, UT

Why: Discuss the presidential transition,
among other topics of the day;
working opportunities.

* Details subject to change
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ECA Coming Together:
Photos From Peer Exchange on Historic Preservati@Qak Ridge
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Upcoming Events

Aug 11-Sept 5—Congressional
Summer District Work Period

Sept 25—Environmental
Management Advisory Board
Meeting (Cincinnati, OH)

Sept 26—Target Congressional
Adjournment Date

Oct 9-16—ECA Peer Exchange
in Idaho Falls, ID

November 4— Election Day

November 12-14—
Intergovernmental Meeting
with US DOE, Snowbird, UT

January 20— Inauguration
Day

March/April — New President
Submits FY2010 Budget

ECA Executive Committee

Chair
Councilmember
Lorraine Anderson
Arvada, Colorado

Vice Chair

Mayor Pro Tem
Robert Thompson
Richland, Washington

Secretary
Commission Chairman
Seth Beal

Butte County, Idaho

Treasurer
Councilmember

Fran Berting
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