
 

  
 
The League of Women Voters of Oregon is a 98-year-old grassroots nonpartisan political organization that encourages informed 
and active participation in government. We envision informed Oregonians participating in a fully accessible, responsive, and 
transparent government to achieve the common good. LWVOR Legislative Action is based on advocacy positions formed through 
studies and member consensus. The League never supports or opposes any candidate or political party. 

 
1330 12th St. SE, Suite 200 • Salem, OR 97302 • 503-581-5722 • lwvor@lwvor.org • www.lwvor.org 

November 30, 2018 

 

To: Theresa Kliczewski 

U.S. Department of Energy 

Office of Environmental Management 

 

Re: Comment on U.S. Department of Energy Interpretation of High-Level Radioactive Waste 

announcement in Federal Register / Vol. 83, No. 196 / Wednesday, October 10, 2018 / Notices 

 

Regarding nuclear wastes, the League of Women Voters of Oregon has taken the position that we need to 

protect current and future generations and to maintain an environment beneficial to life. Technical 

uncertainties must be publicly recognized and planned for and responsibility for establishing and 

maintaining a waste system must not be deferred to future generations, 

 

The League of Women Voters of the U.S. pushed for congressional passage of the Low Level Waste 

Policy Act in 1980 and the Nuclear Waste Policy Act in 1982 to ensure a national policy that incorporates 

adequate environmental safeguards with a strong role for public participation in nuclear-waste repository 

siting decisions.  The League supports the preservation of the physical, chemical and biological integrity 

of the ecosystem and maximum protection of public health and the environment.  Furthermore, the 

League holds that the federal government should have the major role in setting standards for 

environmental protection.  

  

We are concerned that that reclassification explicitly allows reclassification of materials on performance 

analyses alone, and not on radioactivity, too.   

 

The announcement states “relevant characteristics of a disposal facility may include the depth of disposal, 

use of engineered barriers, and geologic, hydrologic, and geochemical features of the site.”  We wonder 

why the non-explicit form “may include” is used, in how a facility’s characteristics will be evaluated.  

The wording seems to imply that such characteristics might not be used in the evaluation, or that other 

unspecified features need to be considered.  Requirements should be listed in a less vague manner, for a 

decision as important as the disposal of nuclear wastes. 

 

Even so, we wonder whether any depth of disposal, engineered barrier or feature of a site will assuredly 

mitigate the hazards in hundreds of years.  Over millennia, we recognize that some of these could change 

dramatically, deteriorate or, at the very least, depend on maintenance.  Which makes limiting the 

geographic extent of waste sites even more compelling.  The notice assures the reader that “…the 

physical characteristics of a specific disposal facility and the method of disposal, would determine 

whether the facility could meet its performance objectives, and if the waste can be disposed of safely.”  

Such a determination would be left to “…the applicable regulator” and “…thereby [be] protective of 

human health and the environment.”  We are wondering what parties, the term “applicable regulator” 

might include, and whether, in the future, such institutions could be smaller than a national agency and 

unduly influenced by private interests.  We are concerned that the DOE is unwisely attempting to “hand 

off” such management.  Rather than consolidating the problem sites, this could allow the spread of long-

term hazards to even more sites, with unknown management approaches. 

 

In summary, we question: 

• The relabeling of the materials based on procedure, in some cases, regardless of radioactivity, 
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• Wording that implies that depth, engineered barriers, and geophysical features may be−but are 

not necessarily−considered, but also not specifying requirements, 

• A reclassification that might increase the geographic range of these hazards.  

We appreciate the enormity of the situation and the costs involved in continuing to manage radioactive 

wastes.  But the very long-lived nature and potential far-ranging risks to human health and the 

environment, mandate conservative measures, and very careful approaches in legal definitions.   

 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.    

 

 
 

Norman Turrill      Marylou Schnoes 

LWVOR President     LWVOR Hanford/Nuclear Waste Portfolio 

 

Cc: Peggy Lynch, LWVOR Natural Resources Coordinator 
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