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Yucca Mountain Project: Year in Review

2006 brought a number of developments in the En-
ergy Department’s Yucca Mountain Project. The most
important events included the announcement of an up-
dated timeline for the project, the revival of a study of a
new route for rail transport of nuclear waste through
Nevada, and the confirmation of a new director of the
Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste Management
(OCRWM). The following is a review of these and
other Yucca Mountain-related events of 2006.

A New Timeline

The Department of Energy (DOE) announced in
July of 2006 that it had set a new target date for the
opening of the proposed repository. Under the new
schedule, the Yucca Mountain repository will be ready
to start accepting shipments of nuclear waste in March
of 2017. DOE had previously projected that the reposi-
tory would be operational by 2010. That deadline was
abandoned two years ago due to budget shortfalls and
various scientific and regulatory obstacles.

This new schedule assumes the successful resolution
of a number of political, financial, and legal issues that
have stymied the project. For instance, in order to meet
the 2017 deadline, DOE must submit an application to
build and operate a repository to the Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission (NRC) by June of 2008.

According to this timeline, DOE anticipates that the

Ariel photo of Yucca Mountain. Source: U.S. OMB

construction of a rail line
in Nevada would begin in
2009 and be completed
by June of 2014.
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tory. This announcement
follows the Energy De-
partment’s plans, first revealed in October of 2005, to
shift the design of the repository in order to improve
safety and performance. This new “clean” design calls
for nuclear waste to be delivered to the repository in
standard canisters that would not require substantial on-
site handling prior to being placed in a waste package
for disposal.

The new plan eliminates the need for huge, costly
surface facilities for repackaging the nuclear waste. The
waste will instead be packaged at commercial sites in
multipurpose transport, aging and disposal canisters
(TADs).

In fall of 2006, DOE invited the public to comment
on the scope of the supplemental Yucca Mountain EIS.
DOE held public hearings and accepted public com-
ments in written form between October 13 and Decem-
ber 12.

Revival of the Mina Rail Route Option

In May of 2006 DOE made a decision to reopen con-
sideration of the so-called Mina rail route. This decision
followed a reversal of opinion by the Walker River Pai-
ute Tribe, which had previously been opposed to the
shipment of high-level nuclear waste through its reser-
vation. The route in question would cut through the
Walker River Indian Reservation north of Hawthorne.

See “Review” continued on page 2
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Map of the proposed Mina route. Source: DOE

“Review” continued from front

DOE previously named the Caliente route as its pre-
ferred corridor for a rail route to Yucca Mountain. The
cost for constructing the Caliente route is estimated at
almost $2 billion. Some transportation experts believe

that the Mina route would be faster and less expensive to

construct than the Caliente option.

In October 2006, the Energy Department announced
that it would prepare a supplemental environmental im-
pact statement for the Mina Route. Public scoping hear-
ings were held in October and November to gather com-
ments regarding the proposed Mina route. According to
DOE, work will also continue on the environmental as-
sessment of the Caliente corridor. The two assessments
are due to be completed in the summer of 2007.

Inside Yucca Mountain  Source: Las Vegas Sun

Ward Sproat, left, and Rep. Jon Porter (R-Nev.) tour Yucca
Mountain in August. Source: Las Vegas Review-Journal

New Director Confirmed for OCRWM

The U.S. Senate confirmed Edward “Ward” Sproat to
direct DOE’s Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste
Management in May of 2006. Formally a nuclear indus-
try executive, Sproat is the sixth director to lead the
Yucca Mountain program since its inception in 1983.

Sproat’s goals for his tenure as OCRWM director
include submitting a license application for the reposi-
tory by June of 2008, designing and staffing OCRWM
to more effectively manage the Yucca Mountain project,
and developing and implementing a national nuclear
waste transportation plan that accommodates state and
local concerns “to the greatest extent practicable.” @
Sources: Nuclear Waste Update Summer 2006, Winter 2006

Nuclear Waste Update
Eureka County Yucca Mountain
Information Office

The Eureka County Nuclear Waste Update is published by
the Eureka County Yucca Mountain Information Office,
P.O. Box 990, Eureka, NV 89316, (775) 237-5707. The
purpose of the Update is to provide information to the
public about issues related to the proposed nuclear waste
repository at Yucca Mountain.

The newsletter is funded by a direct payment to Eureka
County from the U.S. Department of Energy.

Articles in this newsletter may not necessarily reflect the
positions or opinions of the Eureka County Board of
Commissioners.

For more information on the Yucca Mountain project, con-
tact the county’s Yucca Mountain Information Office:
(775) 237-5707 or email ecyucca@eurekanv.org.
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Updates: Yucca Mountain News in 2006

Legislation

“Fix Yucca” legislation was
introduced in the U.S. House
and Senate during the 2006
session. This bill was aimed at
upping repository capacity and
speeding up the licensing proc-
ess. The bill stalled in com-
mittee and was not voted on in

2006 (Las Vegas Review-

Journal, 6/28/06).

Senator Pete Domenici (R-N.M.) introduced the
“Nuclear Waste Acceleration to Yucca” bill in Sep-
tember which would have paved the way for interim
storage of nuclear waste at Yucca Mountain. The
bill did not make it to the Senate floor before the
end of the 2006 session (Las Vegas Review-Journal,
9/28/06).

Senator Harry Reid (D-Nev.) as the 2007 Senate
majority leader, said bills to allow nuclear waste to
be sent to Nevada on an early schedule, or would
speed land withdrawals, permits and licenses, would
never would see the Senate floor. (Las Vegas Re-
view-Journal, 11/9/06).

*

Investigators decided not to file criminal charges in
the 2005 Yucca Mountain e-mail scandal. The e-
mails, written by U.S.G.S. employees, indicated that
quality assurance documents may have been falsi-
fied. Investigators failed, however, to uncover con-
clusive evidence of criminal actions (Las Vegas Re-
view-Journal, 5/05/06).

According to an October federal court ruling, the
federal government must pay $143 million to the
owners of three closed nuclear power plants due to
its failure to begin accepting the plants’ spent nu-
clear fuel. The utilities successfully argued that the
government had broken its contractual agreement to
begin taking the nuclear waste by 1998. Similar
suits by other nuclear utilities are expected to follow
(Hemscott News, 10/4/06).

Transportation

Litigation

In September of 2006, a panel of federal judges dis-
missed a Yucca Mountain lawsuit filed by the State
of Nevada. The lawsuit sought to force the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (NRC) to change a “waste
confidence” rule, which Nevada claimed would bias
the NRC in favor of approving the repository. The
suit was dismissed on technical grounds (Las Vegas
Review-Journal 9/28/06).

In August a U.S. Court of Appeals panel declined to
hear a Nevada lawsuit charging DOE with violating
federal law when it formed its nuclear waste trans-
portation strategy for Yucca

S Mountain. The court reasoned
that it was premature for the
state to challenge DOE’s rail

@) transportation plans. Nevada
B officials chose not to appeal
the court’s ruling (Las Vegas
N

Review-Journal, 8/9/06).

DOE decided in 2006 to reopen its
study of the so-called Mina rail
route to Yucca Mountain. This
decision follows a reversal of op-
position by the Walker River Pai-
ute Tribe, which had originally
maintained that it would not allow shipment of nu-
clear waste through its reservation. DOE has an-
nounced plans to prepare a supplemental environ-
mental impact statement to assess the suitability of
the route (Las Vegas Review-Journal, 10/12/06).

Regulation

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) indi-
cated that it expects to finalize its Yucca Mountain
radiation standard by the end of 2006. A U.S. Dis-
trict Court overturned the agency’s original radia-
tion standard in 2004. The
EPA released a reformu-
lated standard in August of
2005. Once this new stan-
dard is finalized, the NRC
will determine whether it

\gp °
=
_ Q
is sufficient to protect pub- '%_ M

lic health and safety (Las 6‘,1/} &
AL PROTE

Vegas Review-Journal,
5/6/06).

3 &

Nagenct




DOE Holds Yucca Moun-
tain Hearings in Ne-
vada....The Department of

"ot P
Energy (DOE) held hear-
ings in various Nevada lo-

cations in order to inform the public about the upcoming
study of the so-called Mina route and collect public
comments on the matter. Hearings held in Hawthorne
and Goldfield were well attended, with a majority of the
participants expressing support for the Mina route.
While some were opposed to the rail line, many ex-
pressed hope that the project
would bring prosperity to this
part of rural Nevada. Environ-
mental impact statements for the
Mina and Caliente rail line op-

g tions are expected to be com-

i pleted by summer of 2007. DOE
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f does not anticipate that it will

make a final decision on con-
struction of a rail line through Nevada before 2008 (Las
Vegas Review-Journal, 11/15/06).

Yucca Mountain Chief Notes Concerns with Project
.. Ward Sproat, head of the Energy Department’s Of-
fice of Civilian Radioactive Waste Management
(OCRWM), stated that the project suffers from a
“quality problem” that must be fixed before the licens-
ing process for the proposed repository begins. Sproat

delivered his assessment to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission in September. Speaking about OCRWM,
Sproat said that “the organization has not developed in
my opinion in a way that allows it today to be an appro-
priate and adequate licensee to advance and operate
Yucca Mountain.” DOE currently plans to submit a li-
cense application by June of 2008. (Las Vegas Review-
Journal, 9/14/06).

IN MEMORIUM

John Arthur III, 53, deputy di-
rector of the Department of En-
ergy’s Yucca Mountain Project

in Las Vegas, died on December
26, 2006, of cancer.

John's 27 year career as a public
servant for DOE included managing opera-

tions for the nation's largest environmental
cleanup and nuclear materials management
programs. He represented DOE at Affected
Units of Government meetings and strived
for a constructive working relationship with
the counties. He was admired for his down-

to-earth and positive approach to life. He is
survived by his wife and two children.

Eureka County on the Web! New Updates on the Yucca Mountain Project!

Check out the county’s website at www.co.eureka.nv.us. Log on to our nuclear waste website at
www.yuccamountain.org to get information on Yucca Mountain and its effects on the residents of
Eureka County. Info includes news, maps, links, photos, and transportation updates.
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