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Perry on track for confirmation, NNSA Leadership 
remains in place 

On January 20, 2017, Donald J. 
Trump was inaugurated as the 45th 
President of the United States. While 
most of his cabinet still awaits 
confirmation by the full Senate, GOP 
control of that body means he is 
likely to get most – if not all – of his 
choices, including former Texas 
Governor Rick Perry who has been 
nominated to lead the Department of 
Energy (DOE). 

Perry Address Nuclear Waste 
Management and Cleanup, SMRs, 
and National Laboratories in 
Confirmation Hearing 

During Perry’s January 19 
confirmation hearing, a number  of  
ECA priorities were addressed, 
including high-level radioactive 
waste and spent nuclear fuel 
management, the role of national 
laboratories, the cleanup of the 
nuclear weapons complex, small 
modular reactors (SMRs), and 
advanced nuclear technology 
development.  He noted that his 
approach as Secretary of Energy 
would be, “based on sound science 
but also economic impact.” 

(Continued on page 5) 

ECA Welcomes Two Newest Members 

ECA extends a warm welcome to our 
two newest members: the City of 
Aiken, SC and the Scioto Valley 
Local School District of Piketon, 
OH.  

The City of Aiken is the county seat 
of Aiken County, SC—a longtime 
member of ECA. Both the city and 
county are affected by DOE activities 
at the Savannah River Site (SRS). 
Aiken will be represented by Mayor 
Rick Osbon and City Manager John 
Klimm.  

The Scioto Valley Local School 
District oversees the operation of all 

K-12 public education within the 
Village of Piketon, OH—a 
community just south of the 
Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant. 
Joining us from the school district 
will be District Superintendent Todd 
Burkitt and Treasurer/CFO Megan 
Williams.  

Interested in learning more about 
becoming a member of ECA? 
Contact ECA Program Manager 
Megan Casper at 
meganc@energyca.org or  (202) 828
-2410.  

WIPP REOPENS!!! SEE PAGE 11 

http://www.energyca.org
https://www.energy.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/2017/1/nomination-hearing-of-the-honorable-rick-perry-for-secretary-of-energy
mailto:meganc@energyca.org
https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwi5l9SEqvLRAhXG7SYKHeeRChQQjRwIBw&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.inverse.com%2Farticle%2F26627-rick-perry-oops-confirmation-hearings&psig=AFQjCNFEWQTy7PCe3WCZxHBe2EDJbKNx_g
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A number of senators questioned Perry about 
nuclear waste management, including freshman Sen. 
Catherine Cortez Masto (D-NV) who succeeded 
Harry Reid, Jeff Flake (R-AZ), Tammy Duckworth 
(D-IL), and Mike Lee (R-UT).  Perry stated a 
number of times throughout the hearing that his goal 
is to end the days of “kicking the can down the 
road” on this issue.  Noting that he is a federalist, 
that he does not support a “one-size-fits-all 
approach,” and that he is a “great believer in 
following statutes and laws,” Perry said, “there are 
35 states that are repositories today, not by their 
desire, but by inaction of the federal government…
[the issue] must be 
addressed and I think we 
can find a solution both in 
the interim and the long 
term of our nuclear waste.”   

It is important to note that 
Texas is the home of Waste 
Control Specialists, which 
submitted tan application to 
construct and operate a consolidated interim storage 
facility to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(NRC) in April 2016. 

In his opening remarks, Perry said a number of 
senators on the committee spoke “passionately” 
about the national labs.  Perry said he supports the 
research aspect of science and technology and, if 
confirmed, he looks forward to visiting the labs.  
Later in the hearing, he told Sen. Jim Risch (R-ID), 
“[National labs] are the repository of some of the 
extraordinary brilliance in the world.  They truly are 
crown jewel of this country from an intellectual and 
particularly, scientific standpoint.”   

Sens. Cortez Masto, Maria Cantwell (D-WA), 
Martin Heinrich (D-NM), and Rob Portman (R-OH) 
directed questions to Perry about environmental 
cleanup at sites in their respective states.   

On Hanford, Perry committed “to working with 
[Cantwell] and prioritizing what is one of the most 
dangerous polluted sites in this country.  The 
country’s commitment to do this has been a failure 
in my perspective.  [I] will go to the site so they 
know there is a Secretary of Energy and 

Administration committed to making true 
movement.”  

Sen. Heinrich addressed rumors that funding for 
cleanup could be rolled back to 2008 levels, asking 
Perry how he would meet DOE commitments to 
states that have consent-agreements on cleanup 
efforts if there is a dramatically different DOE 
budget.  Perry responded that he has experience 
dealing with budget shortfalls as an agency head 
and governor of Texas: “My history is I know how 
to manage, prioritize – that will be very high to me.” 

When Committee Chairman Sen. Lisa Murkowski 
(R-AK) asked about his views on SMRs and 
advanced nuclear, Perry replied, “Those are exactly 
the types of focus DOE should be engaged with, 
should be funding.”  Senator Flake said he was 
encouraged by work being done on SMRs, as well, 

asking about ways DOE 
can work with the private 
sector and NRC to further 
these technologies.  Perry 
agreed that DOE should 
engage with the private 
sector as well as 
universities, adding “I find 
SMRs fascinating” but 
progress could be delayed if 

nuclear waste is not addressed. 

As the hearing ended, Rick Perry addressed Yucca 
Mountain: “I heard that from Senator Heller, 
Governor Sandoval…loud and clear.  But what I 
think you need to hear from me is I’ll be looking at 
the alternative ways to address this issue.  I’m not 
going to sit in a committee hearing and tell you 
absolutely in no way is Nevada going to be the 
recipient of any HLW, but I will work with you 
every day.  Other senators have said there are other 
places in this country willing to have a conversation.  
If we’re wise, if we’re thoughtful, if we’re 
respectful, if we use good science we can find a 
solution to this.” 

Governor Perry received the endorsement of the 
Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee on 
January 31 by a vote of 16-7; all Republicans and 
Sens. Angus King (I-ME),  Debbie Stabenow (D-
MI), Joe Manchin (D-WV), and Cortez Masto 
backed his nomination. Sen. Cortez Masto says she 
supported the nomination because she is confident 

(Continued from page 1) 

45th President Inaugurated, Cabinet on Track 
for Confirmation 

(Continued on page 7) 

Perry said, “there are 35 states that 
are repositories today, not by their 
desire, but by inaction of the federal 
government…” 
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The 115th Congress began on January 3, 2017, with 
Republicans anticipating full control of the 
executive and legislative branches of the Federal 
Government for the first time since 2006. Many are 
hoping this will lead to less gridlock, but the 
aspirations of political campaigns often clash with 
the responsibilities of governing. 

FY 2017 Funding and Possible Budget Process 
Reform 

The Continuing Resolution (CR) funding the 
government expires on April 28. Congress will have 
to find a way to fund the government for the 
remainder of the fiscal year (FY) while 
simultaneously beginning the appropriations process 
for FY 2018. There has 
been speculation that the 
new administration will 
release a budget that 
includes just topline 
spending in late February, 
to be followed up by a more 
comprehensive document 
later in the spring. Given 
Republican control of Congress and the White 
House, many believe funding the government 
should be simpler but that may not be the case. 

Sen. John McCain (R-AZ), who chairs the Armed 
Services Committee, clashed with Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) nominee Rep. 
Mick Mulvaney (R-SC) over defense spending, 
which includes a large portion of DOE’s budget. 
The battle between deficit and defense hawks will 
likely play out very publicly this year. During his 
time in the House, Mulvaney has regularly called 
for more cuts – including to national security 
spending – while McCain has recently proposed 
adding billions more for defense modernization. 

Critics of the current budget process, however, see 
some modicum of hope for reform soon. In recent 
years there has been some movement towards 
moving to a two-year budget cycle to allow 
Congress more time to work out appropriations 
bills. Whether there will be time in the busy 

legislative calendar this year remains to be seen, 
however. 

Bipartisan Legislation Supports Advanced Nuclear 
Technologies, Prioritizes Public-Private 
Partnerships  

There appears to be strong bipartisan support for 
developing advanced nuclear technologies in the 
115th Congress.  This month, the House  passed 
H.R. 590, the Advanced Nuclear Technology Act of 
2017, introduced by Representative Bob Latta (R-
OH) on January 20th.  The bill has cosponsors from 
both sides of the aisle and calls for the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission (NRC) to work with the 
Department of Energy (DOE) to “foster civilian 

research and development 
of advanced nuclear energy 
technologies and enhance 
the licensing and 
commercial deployment of 
such technologies.”   

The NRC and DOE will 
enter into a Memorandum 

of Understanding, and coordinate on the 
development of an efficient, risk-informed, 
technology-neutral framework for advanced reactor 
licensing.  Within a year of enactment, the NRC is 
required to provide Congress with a plan that 
includes: 

 The unique aspects of advanced reactor 
licensing and any associated legal, regulatory 
and policy issues the NRC will need to address 
to develop a framework for licensing advanced 
reactors. 

 Options for or licensing advanced reactors under 
existing NRC regulations, a proposed new 
regulatory framework, or a combination of these 
approaches. 

 Options to expedite and streamline the licensing 
of advanced reactors. 

(Continued on page 8) 

...the aspirations of political 
campaigns often clash with the 
responsibilities of governing. 

https://www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/house-bill/590/text?r=9
https://www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/house-bill/590/text?r=9
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Department of Energy Leadership Status 
Title Name Status 

Secretary of Energy Dr. Grace Bochenek Acting since January 2017 

Governor Rick Perry Awaiting confirmation 

Deputy Secretary of Energy Vacant  Awaiting nominee 

Undersecretary for Management and 
Performance 

Vacant  Awaiting nominee 

Undersecretary for Nuclear Security 
and NNSA Administrator 

Lt. Gen. Frank Klotz (Ret.) Since April 2014 (successor 
nominee expected in spring) 

Undersecretary for Science and 
Energy 

Vacant  Awaiting nominee 

Assistant Secretary for 
Environmental Management 

Sue Cange Acting since January 2017 

Assistant Secretary for Nuclear 
Energy 

Raymond Furstenau Acting since January 2017 

Director of the Office of Legacy 
Management 

Carmelo Melendez Since December 2016 

he will not attempt to revive the Yucca mountain 
nuclear waste project. 

Top NNSA Leadership to Remain in Place 

National Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA) 
Administrator Frank Klotz will stay on to lead the 
agency in the new Administration – at least on a 
temporary basis. 

NNSA oversees the development, maintenance, and 
disposal of the U.S. nuclear stockpile. Typically, 
leadership of this semi-autonomous department 
within DOE remains in place during a presidential 
transition. However, in the weeks leading-up to the 
inauguration, no invitation was extended to Klotz or 
other senior NNSA officials to remain with the 
agency.  

Senator Martin Heinrich (D-NM), expressed 
concern of the impending lack of NNSA leadership 
during Gov. Rick Perry’s confirmation hearing as 
well as a letter to the President-elect, stating, 
“unless directed otherwise by your transition team, 
our country will lack high-ranking officials in 
charge of critical responsibilities such as overseeing 

our nation’s nuclear stockpile […] This will be the 
first time in NNSA’s 16-year history, through four 
different administrations, in which there will not be 
any continuity in leadership during a presidential 
transition.” 

Defense News reported that during his 
confirmation hearing, Perry expressed a desire to 
keep Klotz in place, noting that the final decision to 
do would be the President-elect’s.  

“It is in the President-elect’s office now and 
hopefully we will see that type of continuity in those 
very important places,” he added.  

In an email sent on the eve of the inauguration, 
Klotz announced that would remain at NNSA until a 
replacement selected by the new President could 
assume the position.  

“To help ensure continuity […] I’ve been asked to 
remain as the NNSA Administrator for a period of 
time. I’m truly honored to do so, and eagerly look 
forward to working with the incoming Secretary of 
Energy. 

(Continued from page 5) 

http://www.heinrich.senate.gov/press-releases/heinrich-questions-trumps-decision-to-let-management-of-nuclear-stockpile-run-on-auto-pilot-
http://www.defensenews.com/articles/klotz-stays-but-deputy-out-at-nnsa
http://gizmodo.com/at-the-last-minute-trump-asks-nuclear-safety-administr-1791440966
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 Options to make the advanced reactor licensing 
framework more predictable. 

 Options to provide cost-sharing financial 
structures for license applicants in a phased 
licensing approach. 

In the Senate this month, Sens. Mike Crapo (R-ID) 
and a bipartisan group of six co-sponsors introduced 
S. 97, the Nuclear Energy Innovation Capabilities 
Act of 2017, to “enable civilian research and 
development of advanced nuclear energy 
technologies by private and public institutions, to 
expand theoretical and practical knowledge of 
nuclear physics, chemistry, and materials science, 
and for other purposes.”  A companion bill, H.R. 
431, was introduced on the same day in the House, 
sponsored by Rep. Randy Weber (R-TX) and co-
sponsored by a bipartisan group of 14 other House 
members. 

The legislation, originally introduced during the last 
Congress (where it passed the House but not the 
Senate), directs DOE to prioritize partnering with 
the private sector to test and demonstrate advanced 
reactor concepts.  The measure authorizes the 
creation of a National Reactor Innovation Center to 
bring together the technical expertise of the 
National Labs and DOE, and enables the 
construction of experimental reactors.  The NRC 
will also partner with DOE in this effort.  

More specifically, the bill outlines seven objectives: 

1. Provide research infrastructure to promote 
scientific progress and enable users from 
academia, the National Laboratories, and the 
private sector to make scientific discoveries 
relevant for nuclear, chemical and materials 
science engineering. 

2. Maintain nuclear energy research and 
development programs at the National 
Laboratories and institutions of higher 
education, including infrastructure at the 
National Laboratories and institutions of higher 
education. 

3. Provide technical means to reduce the likelihood 
of nuclear proliferation. 

4. Increase confidence margins for public safety of 
nuclear energy systems. 

5. Reduce the environmental impact of activities 
related to nuclear energy. 

6. Support technology transfer from the National 
Laboratories to the private sector. 

7. Enable the private sector to partner with the 
National Laboratories to demonstrate novel 
reactor concepts. 

The bill also provides for the establishment of an 
“Advanced Nuclear Energy Cost-Share Grant 
Program” to help applicants cover the fees 
associated with the NRC’s pre-application/
application review activities. 

Finally, not later than one year after the bill is 
enacted, the Secretary will be required to submit to 
Congress two alternative 10-year budget plans for 
civilian nuclear energy research and development.  
One budget is to assume constant annual funding for 
10 years at the appropriated level for the civilian 
nuclear energy research and development of the 
Department for fiscal year 2016; the other shall 
assume there is an unconstrained budget. 

Battle Lines are Drawn in Legislation Addressing 
HLW and SNF Storage and Disposal 

It is anticipated that the 115th Congress will take up 
nuclear waste disposal this year with many 
expecting Yucca Mountain to be considered while 
some look to ensure consent-based siting and 
consolidated interim storage remain part of the 
conversation.  Already this year three bills 
addressing these issues were introduced in days of 
each other.  In early January, Nevada Sen. Dean 
Heller and Nevada Rep. Dina Titus, along with 
other members of the Nevada delegation, re-
introduced legislation in their respective chambers 
that they also sponsored in the last Congress, the 
Nuclear Waste Informed Consent Act.  The 
legislation permits the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) to authorize construction of a 
nuclear waste repository only if the Secretary of 
Energy has secured written consent from the 
governor of the host state, affected units of local 
government, and affected Indian tribes.  In his press 
release, Senator Heller stated, “The Yucca 
Mountain Nuclear Waste Repository is a figment of 
the federal government’s imagination.  It’s time for 
the federal government to admit what Nevadans 
already know: Yucca Mountain does not have a path 
forward…The bottom line is obvious. Congress 

(Continued from page 6) 

Legislative Update 

(Continued on page 9) 

https://www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/senate-bill/97/related-bills
https://www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/senate-bill/97/related-bills
https://www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/house-bill/456/text
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The Federal Budget Process (in Theory) 

must now focus its efforts on a consent-based 
approach for siting project, as required by our bill 
and recommended by the Blue Ribbon Commission 
on America’s Nuclear Future.” 

Legislation addressing interim storage originally 
introduced last year was also re-introduced this 
month by Texas Rep. Mike Conaway, although Rep. 
Darrell Issa (CA) has joined as a co-sponsor.  The 
Interim Consolidated Storage Act of 2017 would 
amend the Nuclear Waste Policy act to allow the 
Department of Energy to use interest from the 
Nuclear Waste Fund to contract temporary storage 
facilities for spent nuclear fuel.  According to their 
press release, if passed, the legislation could allow 
the federal government to begin collecting waste 
from nuclear facilities across the country in as little 

as five years.   Congressman Issa’s district is home 
to the San Onofre Nuclear Generation Station where 
waste remains on site after the facility was 
permanently shutdown in 2013.  Rep. Conaway 
represents Andrews County, TX, where Waste 
Control Specialists currently operates its low-level 
waste disposal facility.  WCS filed its application 
for a license to operate a private consolidated 
interim storage facility with the NRC last April.  

Legislation was also introduced this month that 
could force a decision on Yucca Mountain and 
impact any plans to develop a separate repository 
for defense waste.  South Carolina Rep. Joe Wilson 
introduced the Sensible Nuclear Waste Disposition 
Act that would prevent DOE from “planning, 
developing or constructing” a defense waste 
repository until the NRC has made a final decision 
regarding the outcome of Yucca Mountain.  Rep. 
Wilson represents the 2nd District in South Carolina, 
including the Aiken and Barnwell communities.  

(Continued from page 8) 

Legislative Update 

https://www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/house-bill/474/text?q=%7B%22search%22%3A%5B%22consolidated+interim+storage+act%22%5D%7D&r=1
https://www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/house-bill/433/text?r=29
https://www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/house-bill/433/text?r=29
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY FY 2017 BUDGET 

Appropriation FY 2016 
Enacted ($) 

FY 2017 
Request ($) 

Senate FY 2017 Bill 
($) 

House FY 2017 Bill 
($) 

Department of Energy 29,717,278,000 31,503,903,000 30,741,296,000 29,962,889,000 

National Nuclear Security Administration 
Weapons Activities 8,846,948,000 9,234,747,000 9,285,147,000 9,243,147,000 

Total NNSA Funding 12,526,512,000 12,884,000,000 12,867,186,000 12,853,570,000 

Environmental Management Funding 
Defense Environmental 
Cleanup 5,289,742,000 5,235,350,000 5,379,018,000 5,226,950,000 

Non-Defense Environmental 
Cleanup 255,000,000 218,400,000 255,000,000 226,745,000 

Uranium Enrichment 
Decontamination and 
Decommissioning Fund 

673,749,000 674,000,000 717,741,000 698,540,000 

Total EM Funding 6,218,491,000 6,119,099,000 6,400,000,000 6,152,235,000 

Site Funding Highlights 
Carlsbad/WIPP 269,260,000 271,000,000 274,540,000 292,720,000 

Hanford/Richland 922,590,000 716,811,000 839,760,000 754,758,000 

Idaho National Laboratory 396,000,000 362,088,000 362,088,000 382,088,000 

Lawrence Livermore National 
Laboratory 1,366,000 1,396,000 1,396,000 1,396,000 

Los Alamos National 
Laboratory 185,000,000 189,000,000 199,000,000 185,000,000 

Oak Ridge Reservation 239,050,000 198,219,000 263,219,000 220,315,000 

Office of River Protection 1,414,000,000 1,487,456,000 1,499,965,000 1,487,456,000 

Nevada NNSA Site 62,385,000 62,176,000 62,176,000 62,176,000 

Paducah 199,925,000 272,310,000 205,530,000 205,530,000 

Portsmouth 225,166,000 322,653,000 264,585,000 272,682,000 

Sandia National Laboratory 2,500,000 4,130,000 4,130,000 4,130,000 

Savannah River Site 1,208,421,000 1,297,453,000 1,268,668,000 1,230,356,000 

Separations Process Research 
Unit (SPRU) --- 3,685,000 3,685,000 3,685,000 

West Valley Demonstration 
Project 61,804,000 61,613,000 66,413,000     61,613,000 

Nuclear Energy Funding 
Nuclear Energy 986,161,000 993,896,000 1,057,903,000 1,011,616,000 

Nuclear Waste Disposal 
Waste Disposal (Yucca) --- --- --- 150,000,000 

Legacy Management Funding 
Legacy Management 167,180,000 154,320,000 154,320,000 154,320,000 
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WIPP Reopens; Shipments to Resume This Spring  

On January 4, the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant 
(WIPP) in Carlsbad, NM resumed operations, with 
workers emplacing into the mine the first quantities 
of transuranic (TRU) waste since the facility’s 
closure in 2014 after a waste drum ruptured in an 
underground storage panel.  

The reopening was commemorated at a ribbon-
cutting ceremony the following week, where then-
Secretary Ernest Moniz joined members of the New 
Mexico congressional delegation, New Mexico 
Governor Susana Martinez, and Carlsbad Mayor 
Dale Janway.  

“The tireless efforts by the workforce, the 
contractor and federal management, and the 
community to make WIPP a safer place to fulfill its 
critical mission is a remarkable feat. Their 
continued work to enable environmental cleanup in 
DOE host communities across the country 
exemplifies the American tradition of rising up to 
overcome our most technically complex 
challenges,” Moniz said during the ceremony, 
according to a WIPP Update. 

Still, there are many steps to complete before the 
facility is able to run at pre-accident levels.  

WIPP’s reopening was contingent upon the timely 
completion of 15 post-start “to-dos.” The Current 
Argus quoted a DOE Carlsbad F ield Office 
spokesperson who noted that “corrective action 
plans have been developed for each of the post-start 
findings and most of the plans are expected to be 
implemented, validated, and closed within the first 
couple months of 2017.”  

Recent reports indicate that 5 of the 15 post-start 
findings have already been corrected. Still, some 
actions will take longer than others. For example, 
installing a new ventilation system throughout the 
salt mine may take until 2021.  

Additionally, all drums of TRU waste that have 
been stored above ground at WIPP’s Waste 
Handling Building since the 2014 accident will 
need to be emplaced. Officials estimate that this 
will be completed by April, upon which time the 
facility may begin receiving shipments of waste 
from external sites. A schedule of waste shipments 
is not yet finalized, though DOE expects the facility 
to start by accepting only 5 shipments per week.  

From left to right: Rep. Steven Pearce, then-Sec. Ernest 
Moniz, Gov. Susana Martinez, Sen. Martin Heinrich 

To get a FREE subscription 
to the Bulletin 

Please visit our website: 
http://www.energyca.org/bulletin/ 

to be added to our mailing list 

http://www.wipp.energy.gov/wipprecovery/recovery.html
http://www.currentargus.com/story/news/special-reports/wipp/2017/01/26/wipp-still-has-10-doe-review-items-tackle/97002374/
http://www.currentargus.com/story/news/special-reports/wipp/2017/01/26/wipp-still-has-10-doe-review-items-tackle/97002374/
http://www.energyca.org/bulletin/
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Senate 
 House 

GOP – 52 seats   
Dem – 46 seats  
Ind – 2 (both caucus with Dems) 

 GOP – 240 seats 
Dem – 194 seats  

Committee on Appropriations   Committee on Appropriations  

Chair – Thad Cochran (R-MS)  
Ranking Member – Patrick Leahy (D-VT) 

 Chair – Rodney Frelinghuysen (R-NJ) 
Ranking Member – Nita Lowey (D-NY) 

Subcommittee on Defense   Subcommittee on Defense  

Chair – Thad Cochran (R-MS) 
Ranking Member – Dick Durbin (D-IL)  

 Chair – Kay Granger (R-TX)  
Ranking Member – Pete Visclosky (D-IN) 

Subcommittee on Energy and Water 
Development  

 Subcommittee on Energy and Water 
Development 

Chair – Lamar Alexander (R-TN) 
Ranking Member – Dianne Feinstein (D-CA)  

 Chair – Mike Simpson (R-ID) 
Ranking Member – Marcy Kaptur (D-OH) 

Subcommittee on Interior, Environment,  
and Related Agencies  

 Subcommittee on Interior, Environment,  
and Related Agencies 

Chair – Lisa Murkowski (R-AK) 
Ranking Member – Tom Udall (D-NM) 

 Chair – Ken Calvert (R-CA) 
Ranking Member – Betty McCullum (D-MN) 

Committee on Armed Services   Committee on Armed Services 

Chair – John McCain (R-AZ) 
Ranking Member – Jack Reed (D-RI)  

 Chair – Mac Thornberry (R-TX) 
Ranking Member – Adam Smith (D-WA) 

Subcommittee on Strategic Forces  Subcommittee on Strategic Forces 

Chair – Deb Fischer (R-NE) 
Ranking Member – Joe Donnelly (D-IN) 

 Chair – Mike Turner (R-OH) 
Ranking Member – Jim Cooper (D-TN) 

Committee on Budget  Committee on Budget 

Chair – Mike Enzi (R-WY)  
Ranking Member - Bernie Sanders (I-VT) 

 Chair – Tom Price (R-GA) 
Ranking Member – John Yarmuth (D-KY) 

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources   Committee on Energy and Commerce 

Chair – Lisa Murkowski (R-AK) 
Ranking Member – Maria Cantwell (D-WA) 

 Chair – Greg Walden (R-OR) 
Ranking Member – Frank Pallone (D-NJ) 

Committee on Environment and Public Works   Committee on Natural Resources 

Chair – Jim Inhofe (R-OK)  
Ranking Member – Tom Carper (D-DE) 

 Chair – Rob Bishop (R-UT)  
Ranking Member – Raul Grijalva (D-AZ) 

115
th

 Congress Committee Chairs  
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Influential ECA Congressional representatives 

State Site Member Position 

California  Lawrence Livermore 
National Laboratory 

 Energy Technology 
Engineering Center 

 Sandia National 
Laboratories 

Sen. Dianne 
Feinstein 

 Ranking Member, 
Appropriations 
Subcommittee on 
Energy and Water 
Development 

Sen. Kamala Harris  Member, Environment 
and Public Works 

Colorado  Rocky Flats Sen. Cory Gardner  Member, Energy and 
Natural Resources 
Committee 

Idaho  Idaho National 
Laboratory 

Sen. James Risch  Chair, Energy and 
Natural Resources 
Subcommittee on 
Energy 

Rep. Mike Simpson  Chair, Appropriations 
Subcommittee on 
Energy and Water 
Development 

Kentucky  Paducah Gaseous 
Diffusion Plant 

Sen. Mitch 
McConnell 

 Majority Leader; 
 Member, 

Appropriations 
Committee Member 

Nevada  Nevada National 
Security Site 

Sen. Catherine 
Cortez Masto 

 Member, Energy and 
Natural Resources 

New Mexico  Los Alamos National 
Laboratory 

 Sandia National 
Laboratories 

 Waste Isolation Pilot 
Plant 

Sen. Tom Udall  Ranking Member, 
Appropriations 
Subcommittee on 
Interior, Environment, 
and Related Agencies 

Sen. Martin Heinrich  Member, Energy and 
Natural Resources 
Committee 

 Member, Armed 
Services Committee 

Rep. Ben Ray Lujan  Member, Energy and 
Commerce Committee 

Rep. Steve Pearce  Member, Natural 
Resource Committee 

New York  West Valley 
Demonstration Project 
Site 

 Separations Process 
Research Unit 

 Brookhaven National 
Laboratory 

Sen. Chuck Schumer  Democratic Leader 

Sen. Kirsten 
Gillibrand 

 Member, Environment 
and Public Works 
Committee; 

 Member, Armed 
Services Committee 

Rep. Paul Tonko  Ranking Member, 
Energy and Commerce 
Subcommittee on the 
Environment 
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Ohio  Portsmouth Gaseous 
Diffusion Plant 

 Mound Site 

Sen. Rob Portman  Member, Energy and 
Natural Resources 
Committee 

Rep. Brad Wenstrup  Member, Armed 
Services Committee 

South Carolina  Savannah River Site Sen. Lindsey 
Graham 

 Member, 
Appropriations 
Committee; 

 Member, Armed 
Services Committee 

Rep. Joe Wilson  Member, Armed 
Services Committee 

Tennessee  Oak Ridge Reservation 
 Oak Ridge National 

Laboratory 
 Y-12 National Security 

Complex 

Sen. Lamar 
Alexander 

 Chair, Energy and 
Water Appropriations 
Development 
Subcommittee; 

 Member, Energy and 
Natural Resources 
Committee 

Rep. Chuck 
Fleischmann 

 Chair, Nuclear Cleanup 
Caucus; 

 Member, 
Appropriations 
Committee 

Texas  Pantex Plant Sen. John Cornyn  Majority Whip 

Sen. Ted Cruz  Member, Armed 
Services Committee 

Rep. Mac Thornberry  Chair, Armed Services 
Committee 

Utah  MOAB, UMTRA 
Project 

Sen. Mike Lee  Member, Energy and 
Natural Resources 
Committee 

Washington  Hanford Site 
 Pacific Nuclear 

National Laboratory 

Sen. Patty Murray  Assistant Democratic 
Leader; 

 Member, 
Appropriations 
Committee 

Sen. Maria Cantwell  Ranking Member, 
Energy and Natural 
Resources Committee 

Rep. Dan Newhouse  Member, 
Appropriations 
Committee 
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DOE Releases Draft Consent-Based Siting Process for Storage and Disposal 
of SNF and HLW 

DOE released the “Draft Consent-Based Siting 
Process for Consolidated Storage and Disposal 
Facilities for Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level 
Radioactive Waste” in January, outlining specific 
steps and design principles for implementing a 
consent-based siting process.  The document aims 
to reflect the input gathered during DOE’s public 
outreach efforts, as well as findings from the Blue 
Ribbon Commission on America’s Nuclear Future, 
international experiences, and other experts 
engaged on the issue.  While DOE recognizes the 
need for Congress to implement some of the steps 
and design principles outlined in the report, DOE 
prepared the report in “the interest of getting 
started.” 

Per the report and DOE’s Strategy outlined in 2013, 
DOE intends to use a consent-based siting process 
for an integrated waste management system that 
includes: (1) a pilot interim storage facility initially 
focused on accepting spent nuclear fuel (SNF) from 
shutdown commercial reactor sites; (2) a larger, 
consolidated interim storage facility potentially co-
located with the pilot facility and/or a geologic 
repository, that provides flexibility within the 
integrated waste management system; and, (3) one 
or more geologic repositories for SNF and high 
level waste (HLW).  DOE also notes it is 
investigating the concept of deep borehole disposal 
as an option for smaller and more compact waste 
forms currently stored at DOE sites. 

The report outlines a number of design principles 
for an effective consent-based process: 

 Prioritization of safety 

 Environmental Responsibility 

 Regulatory Requirements 

 Trust Relationship with Indian Tribes 

 Environmental Justice 

 Informed Participation (DOE acknowledges 
here that this will require providing financial 
and technical resources to communities to 
enable effective participation and informed 
decision-making) 

 Equal Treatment and Full Consideration of 
Impacts 

 Community Well-being 

 Voluntariness/Right to Withdraw 

 Transparency 

 Stepwise and Collaborative Decision-Making 
that is Objective and Science-Based 

The draft Siting Process includes 5 phases and 
specific steps included in each phase. DOE states 
that while it recognizes the local community is 
generally most affected by any siting process, the 
term “community” used throughout the report is not 
limited to the local community but also includes 
participation of local and state government, 
Congressional delegations, as well as any affected 
Tribal governing body. 

(Continued on page 16) 

PHASE I: INITIATE CONSENT-BASED SITING PROCESS AND INVITE COMMUNITY 

TO LEARN MORE 

Rough Estimated Schedule: 1-3 years for each type of facility 

Step 1: Implementing organization obtains legislative authority and funding. 

Step 2: Implementing organization initiates the consent-based siting program 

Step 3: Implementing organization issues funding opportunity for communities to learn more. 

Step 4: Communities express interest in learning more respond to funding opportunity. 

Step 5: Implementing organization evaluates applications and awards grants. 

Step 6: Community request preliminary assessment of site. 

PHASE II: SITE ASSESSMENT 

Rough Estimated Schedule: 1-2 years for interim storage facility; 2-4 years for repository 

Step 7: Implementing organization conducts preliminary site assessment. 

Step 8: Community requests detailed assessment of site. 

https://www.energy.gov/sites/prod/files/2017/01/f34/Draft%20Consent-Based%20Siting%20Process%20and%20Siting%20Considerations.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/sites/prod/files/2017/01/f34/Draft%20Consent-Based%20Siting%20Process%20and%20Siting%20Considerations.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/sites/prod/files/2017/01/f34/Draft%20Consent-Based%20Siting%20Process%20and%20Siting%20Considerations.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/sites/prod/files/2017/01/f34/Draft%20Consent-Based%20Siting%20Process%20and%20Siting%20Considerations.pdf
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Throughout the siting process, DOE notes that 
“timely and frequent” engagement with stakeholders 
will be critical to ensure the local and regional 
concerns around a specific potential site can be 
addressed.  Under its plan, DOE looks to this 
engagement to determine how best to address key 
issues that remain undefined, such as how consent 
will be measured/registered, how proposed 
agreements – including benefits and incentives – 
will be evaluated, or what oversight role a host 
jurisdiction will have in the development, operation, 
and closure/decommissioning of the proposed 
facility.   

While the draft does introduce the idea that potential 
hosts could benefit from conducting a community 
planning, economic development or visioning 
exercise to determine how hosting a facility works 
with their long-term objectives, the draft plan does 
not provide specific details about how much funding 
DOE or the implementing organization hopes to 
make available, nor how many awards they 
anticipate making. 

Other concerns raised by ECA throughout DOE’s 
efforts to design a consent-based siting process still 
need to be more specifically addressed.  These 
questions include: 

 Who are the “necessary parties” that must 

approve the agreement? 

 Who at the local, state and federal is authorized 
to sign a formal consent agreement? 

 What off-ramps exists in the consent-based 
siting process and at what point in the process 
can consent no longer be withdrawn? 

 Will DOE or the implementing organization 
develop a preliminary list of incentives they will 
consider offering to potential host communities 
to assist them as they began evaluating whether 
support exists to pursue hosting a facility? 

The 90-day public comment period on the Draft 
Consent-Based Siting Process is open through April 
14, 2017 according to a January 13 Federal Register 
notice.  Comments can be submitted in multiple 
ways:  

 Email: Responses may be provided by email to 
consentbasedsiting@hq.doe.gov. Please submit 
electronic comments in Microsoft Word, or PDF 
file format, and avoid the use of special 
characters or any form of encryption. 

 Mail: Responses may be provided by mail to the 
following address: U.S. Department of Energy, 
Office of Nuclear Energy, Draft Consent-Based 
Siting Process, 1000 Independence Ave. SW., 
Washington, DC 20585. 

 Fax: Responses may be faxed to 202-586-0544. 
Please include “Draft Consent-Based Siting 
Process” on the fax cover page. 

 Online: Responses will be accepted online at 
www.regulations.gov.  

(Continued from page 15) 

DOE Releases Draft Consent-Based Siting 
Process for Storage and Disposal of SNF and 
HLW 

PHASE III: DETAILED ASSESSMENT 

Rough Estimated Schedule: 2-4 years for interim storage facility; 5-10 years for repository 

Step 9: Implementing organization conducts detailed site assessment. 

Step 10: Community with suitable site(s) decides whether they may be willing to host. 
PHASE IV: AGREEMENT 

Rough Estimated Schedule: 1-2 years for interim storage facility; 2-5 years for repository 

(assumes overlap with the prior phase) 

Step 11: Community offers the terms and conditions on which they would like to proceed 

Step 12: The community and implementing organization negotiate and ratify agreement. 

Step 13: The community and implementing organization finalize the agreement. 

PHASE V: LICENSE, CONSTRUCT, OPERATE AND CLOSE 

Rough Estimated Schedule: 

2-3 years to license an interim storage facility; 3-5 years for a repository 

18-24 months to construct an interim storage facility; 7-10 years for a repository 

40-100 years for operation of an interim storage facility; 30-150 years for a repository 

Step 14: License facility. 

Step 15: Construct and operate the facility. 

Step 16: Close and decommission the facility. 

Step 17: Monitor the site post closure and maintain communication. 

https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2017-01-13/pdf/2017-00670.pdf
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2017-01-13/pdf/2017-00670.pdf
mailto:consentbasedsiting@hq.doe.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
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Piketon Community Concerned by Waste Disposal Cell 

The Piketon Village Council held a special public 
meeting on January 23 to discuss matters 
concerning the former Portsmouth Gaseous 
Diffusion Plant (PGDP), according to the Piketon 
County News Watchman. PGDP operated from 
1954 through 2001, with decontamination and 
decommissioning (D&D) activities beginning in 
2011. DOE has proposed to place an onsite waste 
disposal cell at the former uranium enrichment 
facility. The cell was agreed upon in a 2015 Record 
of Decision (ROD) between DOE and the Ohio 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

The Village of Piketon, however, does not feel it has 
been faithfully or sufficiently consulted on the 
matter, and voiced their concerns to DOE in a letter 
last summer. The Village wants DOE to provide 
funds for the local government to conduct an 
independent review of the cell to determine if it is in 
the best environmental and socioeconomic interests 
of the community. About 300 acres have been 
cleared on the site in preparation for the 
construction of the cell, which would have five 
million cubic yards of capacity for nuclear waste 
and debris. Piketon Mayor Billy Spencer said it is 
unclear what materials will go into the cell and what 
safeguards would be in place to protect against 
unwanted materials. 

Spencer said the community and other 
organizations, including the site-specific advisory 
board and the Southern Ohio Diversification 
Initiative, have raised concerns about the cell but 
have not received satisfactory answers.  

The Village has procured a firm to conduct a third-
party assessment concerning the site, including soil 
remediation and mitigation of other potential 
impacts from D&D operations.  

A draft environmental assessment was released by 
DOE on January 3, which is open for public 
comment. Staff from the firm opined that the 
assessment should expand discussion of 
groundwater supply wells and aquifer characteristic 
and stated that the analysis has yet to quantify any 
negative socioeconomic effects on the community. 

Seal Township and the Scioto Valley Local School 
District Board of Education, a new ECA member, 
have also passed resolutions in support of the 
Village’s request for a third-party assessment of the 
proposed waste disposal cell. 

“It’s time to reset, get more information, and 
determine if this is really the road this community 
wants to travel,” Mayor Spencer said in a press 
release last summer. The Village does not appear 
opposed to the cell, but wants consultations with 
DOE and to ensure that its operations would be safe 
for the community. 

“If it is (safe), end of story,” he said. 
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DOE Likely to Miss 2018 Cleanup 
Deadline in Idaho 

Despite WIPP’s successful reopening in early 
January of this year, DOE will likely miss another 
major milestone in its cleanup efforts at the Idaho 
Cleanup Project.  

Per the 1995 Settlement Agreement between DOE 
and Idaho, DOE is obligated to remove 65,000 
cubic meters of stored transuranic (TRU) waste 
from the state by the end of 2018.  

Following the 2014 WIPP incidents, shipments of 
TRU waste out of Idaho were halted. In a Post 
Register article, Jack Zimmerman, deputy 
manager of the Idaho Cleanup Project, specified that 
more than 900 certified shipments of waste are 
currently stored at the site’s Advanced Mixed Waste 
Treatment Project, with additional shipments to be 
certified in the coming months.  

This backlog of waste in Idaho, coupled with 
WIPP’s abbreviated schedule for accepting waste 
shipments (see page 11) means that DOE may miss 

the December 31, 2018 deadline to remove the 
waste.  

With respect to WIPP’s abbreviated shipment 
schedule, Zimmerman said, “I fully expect [Idaho] 
will be a priority, but when you’re talking about five 
shipments [a week], there’s not much to prioritize. I 
don’t think Idaho is going to get 100 percent of 
those shipments.” 

Idaho Falls Mayor Rebecca Casper also weighed in 
on the possibility of this missed cleanup deadline: 

“Barring some change in the proposed schedule. 
Idaho will miss the milestone for shipping 
processed waste out of the state. This delay in 
shipping will be problematic. We are fortunate that 
the site has a temporary staging area where ready-to
-ship waste can be held until WIPP can receive 
more shipments. I hope that the existence of the 
legally binding 1995 Settlement Agreement will 
help prioritize Idaho shipments to WIPP.” 

NuScale Submits SMR Design Application 

On January 12, NuScale Power, LLC celebrated it 
submittal of a Design Certification Application for 
their small modular reactor (SMR) design to the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). This is the 
first ever SMR design to be submitted to the NRC 
for approval.  

In a press release, NuScale COO and Chief Nuclear 
Officer Dale Atkinson said, “We reached this 
tremendous milestone through the efforts of more 
than 800 people over eight years. We are confident 
that we have submitted a comprehensive and quality 
application, and we look forward to working with 
the NRC during its review.” 

The NRC has indicated its intention to complete the 
certification process within 40 months. If the design 
is certified, construction may begin on the first 
NuScale power plant. This 12-module, commercial 
plant is set to be built on the site of the Idaho 
National Laboratory (INL). It would be owned by 
the Utah Associated Municipal Power Systems  
(UAMPS) and operated by Energy Northwest.  

UAMPS CEO Doug Hunter believes the timely 
submission of the design certification application is 
key to the target commercial operation date of 2026 
for the UAMPS Carbon Free Power Project, 
according to World Nuclear News.  

As part of DOE’s SMR Licensing Technical 
Support program, DOE jointly awarded NuScale 
and UAMPS a $16.7 million grant in 2015 to 
conduct site characterization activities at INL and 
prepare the NRC application. Currently, NuScale is 
the only SMR developer receiving DOE financial 
support.  

Nevertheless, other companies are charging ahead 
with their own SMR designs. On January 24, 
Terrestrial Energy announced in a press release that 
they had informed the NRC of plans to license an 
SMR in the U.S. Terrestrial will begin pre-
application communications with NRC this year and 
intends to formally submit an application for design 
certification or a construction permit “no later than 
October 2019.” 

http://www.postregister.com/articles/news-daily-email-todays-headlines-west/2017/01/17/doe-likely-miss-2018-nuke-waste-deadline
http://www.postregister.com/articles/news-daily-email-todays-headlines-west/2017/01/17/doe-likely-miss-2018-nuke-waste-deadline
http://newsroom.nuscalepower.com/press-release/company/nuscale-submits-first-ever-small-modular-reactor-design-certification-applicat
http://www.world-nuclear-news.org/NN-NuScale-makes-history-with-SMR-design-application-13011701.html
https://www.energy.gov/ne/nuclear-reactor-technologies/small-modular-nuclear-reactors
https://www.energy.gov/ne/nuclear-reactor-technologies/small-modular-nuclear-reactors
http://terrestrialenergy.com/terrestrial-energy-usa-informs-us-nuclear-regulatory-commission-imsr-licensing-plans/
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A newly released GAO report calls into question 
information used by DOE that led to the March 
2015 presidential finding that a separate defense 
High-Level Waste (HLW) repository is required.  
While DOE concluded that a strong basis exists that 
a defense HLW repository is required, GAO’s own 
analysis finds that DOE did not quantify the 
benefits, estimate the likelihood that a defense 
repository could produce these benefits, or show the 
risks if certain benefits could not be realized as 
planned.  ECA members will note that Yucca 
Mountain was not included as part of DOE’s 
original evaluation so no cost or scheduling 
estimates are compared with that option should 
Congress or the Administration to reopen the 
licensing process. 

The purpose of the GAO report was to assess what 
DOE cited as the benefits of a separate defense 
waste HLW repository in its recommendation to the 
President; the reliability of DOE’s cost and schedule 
estimates for its plan to site, license and construct a 
defense HLW repository; and DOE’s efforts to site a 
defense HLW repository and key challenges, if any, 
to siting the repository.  After reviewing DOE’s 
efforts to develop a separate repository for defense 
HLW, taking into account federal guidance on 
setting objectives and on planning, budgeting, and 
acquiring capital assets; and interviewing a broad 
range of experts and stakeholders; GAO is 
recommending that DOE: 

1. Assess benefits, costs, and schedule 
estimates for a separate defense waste 
repository. 

2. Reassess its decision to conduct site 
selection activities. 

DOE’s recommendation to the President for a 
separate defense HLW repository cited benefits in 
six areas, as required by the Nuclear Waste Policy 
Act: (1) Cost Efficiency; (2) Public Acceptability; 
(3) Regulation; (4) Transportation; (5) National 
Security; and (6) Health and Safety).   

The GAO report finds issue in each area, for 
example:  

1. Cost Efficiencies: DOE recognized that two 
repositories would generally cost more than one, 
but reported that cost efficiencies would come 
through applying lessons learned from the 

process of developing a defense repository to 
process for developing a repository for 
commercial waste.  GAO heard from experts 
that the differences in requirements for each 
repository would limit the benefits of these 
lessons.  GAO also received input saying that 
the potential benefits in other areas — such as 
improving organizational structure, developing 
efficiencies in coordinating work, or making 
better decisions on prioritizing funding — would 
not result in significant cost savings. 

2. Public Acceptability: GAO took issue with 
DOE’s assertion that the public would be more 
likely to support a defense HLW repository than 
a commingled repository, based on factors such 
as smaller volume, lower radioactivity, or 
because the waste resulting from national 
defense activities.  GAO found that DOE did not 
provide enough evidence to support that claim, 
noting, “Reports spanning several decades have 
cited public opposition as the key obstacle to 
siting and building a repository for disposal of 
nuclear waste.” 

3. Regulation: the GAO report states that DOE did 
not establish that a defense HLW repository 
could be easier or quicker to demonstrate 
regulatory compliance, nor did DOE assess the 
potential effect on its analysis if the regulatory 
benefits could not be realized.  GAO noted that 
regulations for any repository will need to be 
updated – a process that stakeholders and 
experts told GAO will be time consuming, 
complex and require public hearings and 
adjudication proceedings – so licensing a 
defense waste repository would not necessarily 

(Continued on page 20) 

GAO Says DOE Should Better Understand Benefits and Costs of Defense 
Waste Repository 

http://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-17-174
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take less time than licensing a repository where 
the wastes are commingled. 

4. Transportation: DOE asser ts that the 
development of a defense HLW repository 
would provide an early opportunity to develop 
and exercise 
institutional procedures 
for transporting nuclear 
waste.  However, the 
GAO report cites input 
it received from 
representatives of state 
entities and 
communities noting that 
DOE plans to transport 
defense HLW by truck but commercial SNF by 
rail.  Based on those plans, GAO questions the 
applicability of any lessons learned. 

5. National Security: the GAO found that DOE 
did not show that the national security benefits it 
cited could be achieved.  DOE reported that if a 
separate defense HLW repository is developed 
earlier than the repository for commercial SNF, 
DOE may be able to remove Navy SNF from 
the Idaho National Laboratory and avoid 
penalties associated with the 1995 Settlement 
Agreement – DOE will removal all spent fuel 
by 2035 or potentially incur a fine of $60,000 
per day and halt to any further spent fuel 
shipments to the INL.  The latter could possibly 
affect the Navy’s ability to refuel its nuclear 
fleet.  However, the GAO report notes that DOE 

officials reported that it is not likely all of the 
Navy SNF would be included in the same 
repository with defense HLW because newer 
Navy SNF may be too thermally hot and 
radioactive to be stored in a defense HLW 
repository. 

6. Health and Security: the GAO repor t simply 
states, “DOE reported few differences in health 
and safety benefits between the two repository 
scenarios because the same level of health and 
safety protection would be met under any 

scenario.” 

In addition, the GAO found 
that the preliminary cost 
and schedule estimates 
DOE used to determine the 
need for a separate defense 
HLW repository are not 
reliable.  DOE’s rough, 
preliminary estimates for a 

defense repository varied from $13 to $18 billion 
for a repository in bedded salt, and up to $44 billion 
for a site with granite or other geologies.  GAO 
report states that DOE’s cost estimates excluded 
major costs, such as site selection and site 
characterization costs that could add tens of billions 
of dollars. GAO also stated DOE did not provide 
information on how its schedules – opening both a 
defense and a commercial repository by 2048 – 
would be achieved, adding that “estimates leave 
little time for major activities and that DOE’s 
schedule appears optimistic given its past repository 
siting experiences.”   

DOE officials have responded that the plan is still in 
a conceptual phase with limited information 
available, but agreed that a more thorough 
assessment is needed.   

(Continued from page 19) 

GAO Says DOE Should Better Understand 
Benefits and Costs of Defense Waste 
Repository 

The GAO found that DOE did not 
show that the national security 
benefits it cited could be achieved.   

Voices of the Manhattan Project, a joint development by the Atomic Heritage Foundation 
and the Los Alamos Historical Society, is publishing Manhattan Project oral 
histories.   Check them out at www.manhattanprojectvoices.org.  

http://www.deq.idaho.gov/media/550338-1995_Settlement_Agreement.pdf
http://www.deq.idaho.gov/media/550338-1995_Settlement_Agreement.pdf
http://www.manhattanprojectvoices.org
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South Carolina’s legal action against the DOE has entered its 
second year, according to the North Augusta Star. 

In January 2016, the South Carolina government initiated 
legal action against DOE after it failed to meet deadlines and 
fulfill obligations regarding plutonium stored at the Savannah 
River Site (SRS).  Of the approximately thirteen metric tons of 
plutonium stored at the site, a little more than half was part of 
an agreement with Russia to demilitarize plutonium via the 
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility. The facility had a 
completion deadline of 2015, after which DOE would have to 
remove at least one metric ton of plutonium for each year 
beyond the construction deadline. 

Having missed both deadlines, South Carolina began fining DOE $1 million per day last year, with a cap of 
$100 million per year. The state began penalizing DOE again on January 1, 2017. The cap will be reached by 
April 10. 

Last year, DOE said it would begin to dilute and dispose of plutonium in order for it to leave the state, but this 
year the department said fewer than 10 kilograms had been processed.  

In 2015, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission signed an extension for the MOX construction license to March 
2025.  

South Carolina Fines DOE Over SRS Again 

Government Accountability Reports 

National Nuclear Security Administration: A Plan Incorporating Leading Practices Is Needed to Guide 
Cost Reporting Improvement Effort 

NNSA has experienced a number of issues with contract management and oversight over the past several 
years, and submitted a plan to Congress in 2016 outlining its strategy to improve its financial management. 
However, GAO found that this plan did not incorporate leading strategic planning practices, and that it lacked 
the necessary details to be a meaningful tool to improve financial oversight at the agency. We recommended 
that NNSA develop a plan that fully incorporates leading strategic practices, such as defining strategies and 
identifying resources needed to achieve goals. 

 

http://www.northaugustastar.com/news/m-fine-starts-over-in-south-carolina-legal-battle-over/article_0e5b9d0c-d1e2-11e6-9a00-53d4e043ec59.html
http://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-17-141
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Contracts 

Contract Awarded for Technical Support at Department of Energy Environmental Management Sites 
Across the DOE Complex 

On January 9, DOE announced the award of a support contract to SUNSi JV, LLC, of Pocatello, ID. SUNSi 
JV, LLC is a small business. The contract will have a maximum value of up to $4 million over 5 years. Work 
performed under this contract will be performed at various EM sites across the DOE complex. The Contractor 
will provide the support in the following areas: Quality Assurance, Safety (including nuclear safety), 
Radiological Protection, Emergency Management, Safeguards and Security, Project Management and Project 
Controls, Engineering, and Waste Management. 

DOE Releases Request for Proposal for Moab UMTRA Technical Assistance Contract Procurement 

On January 26, DOE issued a Final Request for Proposal (RFP) for the Moab Uranium Mill Tailings Remedial 
Action (UMTRA) Technical Assistance Contract (TAC), in Moab, Utah. An Indefinite-Delivery Indefinite-
Quantity (IDIQ) contract, utilizing Firm-Fixed-Price (FFP) and Time-and-Material task orders, is anticipated. 
The Final RFP is established as a total U.S. Small Business Administration’s 8(a) Business Development 
Program set-aside with a five year ordering period. The current Moab UMTRA TAC is held by S&K Logistics 
Services, LLC and will expire on June 19, 2017. 

The Moab UMTRA TAC scope covers providing technical and administrative services to the Moab UMTRA 
Project. This includes, but is not limited to, records management; training; information technology and 
telecommunication infrastructure; safeguards and security; public affairs/community relations; property 
management (real and personal); documentation support, graphics, reproduction and project integration; 
change control administration and performance; ground water interim action; quality assurance; environment, 
safety, and health support; regulatory compliance; vicinity property inclusion surveys; independent 
verification; and revegetation. 

Additional information is available here. DOE has requested that all proposals be submitted) no later than 
February 27, 2017. 

Inspector General Reports 

The National Nuclear Security Administration’s Weapons Evaluation Test Laboratory 
 
In December 2013, the Office of Inspector General received an anonymous complaint regarding the 
management of Sandia’s Integrated Stockpile Evaluation Group. The complaint alleged that the Sandia 
National Laboratories (SNL) diverted equipment to other programs and failed to fund preventive maintenance 
for Weapons Evaluation Test Laboratory (WETL). The primary mission of NNSA is to ensure the safety, 
reliability, and performance of the Nation’s nuclear weapons stockpile. NNSA’s stockpile surveillance 
program continuously assesses and evaluates each nuclear weapon system to detect or anticipate any potential 
problems. SNL WETL, located at the Pantex Plant in Amarillo, Texas, supports the execution of the stockpile 
surveillance program by testing weapon functionality and providing quality data to support NNSA’s annual 
stockpile assessments. Specifically, WETL performs laboratory testing using centrifuges and other test 
equipment. The audit did not substantiate the allegation that Sandia diverted equipment to other programs. 
However, it found that Sandia had not met NNSA’s expectations for laboratory testing at WETL.  The entire 
report can be found here. 

https://www.emcbc.doe.gov/SEB/Moab/
https://energy.gov/ig/downloads/audit-report-oai-m-17-04
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Credit CQ Roll Call:  http://troutmansandersstrategies.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/CQ-2017-Congressional-
Calendar.pdf 

http://troutmansandersstrategies.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/CQ-2017-Congressional-Calendar.pdf
http://troutmansandersstrategies.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/CQ-2017-Congressional-Calendar.pdf


January 2017 ECA Bulletin 

25 

2017 
Upcoming Events 

February 23-24 

ECA’s “Meeting the New Administration: Addressing  Priorities and 
Securing Progress,” in Washington, DC 
 
See page 2 for details. For more information on registration or 
sponsorship, please contact meganc@energyca.org  

Week of February 27  
FY 2018 Budget Outline may be submitted to Congress. For more on the 
budget, see the Legislative Update on page 6.  

March 5-9 
Waste Management Symposium in Phoenix, AZ; for more information, visit 
www.wmsym.org  

April 28 Continuing Resolution Expires, for more see page 6  

May 31-June 2 
ECA Peer Exchange on the Manhattan Project National Historical Park 
(invitation only) in Richland, WA; for more information, contact 
meganc@energyca.org  

September 12-14 2017 National Cleanup Workshop in Arlington, VA; for more information, 
visit www.cleanupworkshop.com or contact meganc@energyca.org  

November  Intergovernmental Meeting with DOE  

Energy Communities Alliance (ECA) Bulletin  
 

1625 Eye Street NW, Suite 800, Washington, DC 20006 
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