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The Department of Energy has taken the Interagency Review Group Report as a
basis for developing and implementing the low-level waste management program.
DOE is developing a national plan for low-level waste management. This plan
will describe the process necessary to achieve safe management of low-level

‘wastes.

: Report

dOE was charged with developing the national plan for the management of Tlow-
level waste. Such a plan must deal with the national issues and the total
responses needed. The national plan should not be restricted to technical
issues and solutions, but should address all germaine issues.

In order to gain a broad perspective, it was decided that many individuals
with diverse backgrounds and opinions would be involved in the development of
the strategy. Formal and infermal input was scought.

An outline was prepared to initiate the strategy development process. Out-
side input and comments were solicited and the outline revised. This revised

outline became the basis for further discussion.

The actual development of the strategy was performed by a Task Force. Members -
of the Task Force were selected from a wide spectrum of interests. Only two '
members, myself and the Oak Ridge Program Manager, had direct association with
DOE. The other members were associated with other federal agencies, states,
universities, and groups skeptical about nuclear powers. Members were expected
to represent themselves and in no way represent tﬁe organization, state or
federal agencies.

The issues were defined during a series of meetings. Possible options for
resolving the issues were identified. A preferred option was selected. The
document describing the strategy was prepared by EG&G Idaho, Inc. and subcon-

tractors.
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DISCLAIMER

This report was prepared as an account of work sponsored by an
agency of the United States Government. Neither the United States
Government nor any agency Thereof, nor any of their employees,
makes any warranty, express or implied, or assumes any legal
liability or responsibility for the accuracy, completeness, or
usefulness of any information, apparatus, product, or process
disclosed, or represents that its use would not infringe privately
owned rights. Reference herein to any specific commercial product,
process, or service by trade name, trademark, manufacturer, or
otherwise does not necessarily constitute or imply its endorsement,
recommendation, or favoring by the United States Government or any
agency thereof. The views and opinions of authors expressed herein
do not necessarily state or reflect those of the United States
Government or any agency thereof.
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The<&ask Force was not constra1ned concern1ng the issues or a]tcrnative

responses. The modus operznd1 was to divide into four subgroups ach focused
on a particular area or issue. -Each subgroup would then report zés
body. The recommendations of the subgroup were discussed untj T/i consensus

the cntire

was achieved.

€dibility of DOE and
generally felt that these

Two major issues raised\gi the Task Force were the
the lack of sufficient public acceptance. It w
past AEC or ERDA or DOE activities.

issues were related and haQ;\tQS;: genesis i’ .
A1l the members and DOE observer considered these to be valid issues

with a basis in. fact.
. L

se issues included a vigorous
Specific recommendations
every state, meetings = .

The recommended actions for responding to t
cormunication effort by DOE“and its contractor

and special interest groups and meetings with media re- .
a general informa-

with local officia
presentatives. ~Continued involvement of the Task Force a
tion exchange system were two other recommendations.

remainder of the strategy will be summarized.
~Summar -

The DOE strategy recdgnizes'that public pérceptidﬁ of low-level waste managemenf‘
practices is not positive.  Actions are included that are aimed at opening the

system to the public. A better informed public will be able to better assess
the performance of the low-level waste management system. S






