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SECTION 1
SUMMARY

SCOPE

This environmental statement has been prepared by the Energy Research and Development Administration
(ERDA) in accordance with the requirements of Title 10, Part 711, of the Code of Federal Regulations
which prescribes the procedures to be followed for implementation of the National Environmental

Policy Act of 1969.

The Treaty on the Limitation of Underground Nuclear Weapon Tests, commonly known as the Threshold
Test Ban Treaty, and its companion Treaty on Underground Nuclear Explosions for Peaceful Purposes
have been signed and introduced to the U.S. Senate for ratification. These treaties limit individual
underground nuclear tests to 150 KT. In the interim, pending their entry into force, the United
States has announced its intention to abide by the yield limits of the treaties. However, the

capability to conduct Targer nuclear tests at the Nevada Test Site (NTS) remains unchanged.

As has been done in the preparation.of environmental statements in the past for the testing

activities at the Nevada Test Site (References 1, 2, 3, and 4), this environmental statement
considers underground nuclear detonations with yields of one megaton or less, along with the
preparations necessary for such detonations. The testing activities considered also include
other continuing and intermittentvactivities; both duc1eaf and nonnuclear, which can best be

conducted in the remote andleontro11ed area of the Nedada Test Site.

Specifically, this environmental statement does not 1nc1ude consideration of:
Nuclear detonations for excavation’ purposes, ‘
Underground nuclear detonat1ons p]anned above one megaton in y1e1d or

Nuclear detonations conducted away from the Nevada Test Site.

Tests in these three categories will be covered by separate environmental impact assessments or

statements if and when such activities are contemplated.
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In addition, geologic formations at the Nevada Test Site are being studied for possible use in
the ERDA program for -management of commercially generated high-level radioactive wastes. If
the Nevada Test Site is selected as a storage site, a separate site-specific environmental

statement will be prepared for that activity.

The ongoing activities as described in this statement are quite similar to those described in
past environmental statements, and it is not expected that the future activities at the Nevada
Test Site will differ substantially in nature or degree. This environmental statement is
intended to provide for the continuation of»these activities in future years until there is some
significant change in the character of the planned programs or some significant change in the

‘understanding of the environmental effects which are expected.
B.  BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE CONTINUING NTS TESTING PROGRAM

National policy supports a vigorous nuclear weapons research and development program as part of the
‘national defense posture. Since the signing of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the
Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Underwater, known as the Limitedeest Ban Treaty, in 1963, the Atomic
Energy Commission conducted a continuing program of underground nuclear testing at the -Nevada

Test Site, a site dedicated to this purpose. Under the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974, the

Energy Research and Development Administration* became responsible for carrying out this research
and development on the basis of nuclear weapons requirements developed by the Department of Defense.
Nuclear weapon testing is planned to continue at the Nevada Test Site as a vital part of this research
and development program, until the U.S. goal of an international agreement for discontinuance of
test explosions is achieved. These tests, or experiments, support the Lawrence Livermore Laboratory,
the Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory, and the Sandia Laboratories in the development of nuclear
weapons in response to Department of Defense requirements and the development by ERDA of nuclear
explosives for peaceful applications. Test site activities also support the Department of Defense

testing of weapons effects.

*
References to ERDA throughout this document also imply the Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) for
actions prior to January 20, 1975.
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As of January 1, 1977, there have been 289 announced underground nuclear detonations at the
.Nevada Test Site since the signing in August 1963 of the Limited Test Ban Treaty. (Note: Not
all of the tests conducted at the NTS during this time period have been announced.) It is
expected that the underground nuclear testing program will continue at essentially this same
pace. It is anticipated that the Threshold Test Ban Treaty will not materially influence the

number of underground nuclear tests which are conducted each fiscal year.

The Nevada Test Site Containment Evaluation Panel (CEP) will continue to review each proposed

test before emplacement of the device. The CEP is composed of individuals with extensive
experience in nuclear testing. Members of the CEP are furnished by the Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory, Lawrence Livermore Laboratory, Department of Defense, U.S. Geological Survey, and
Sandia Laboratories. Independent consultants in hydrology and phenomenology also participate in
proceedings of the CEP. The CEP examines each factor which may contribute to unwanted escape of
radionuclides to the atmosphere during or after the detonation. Such reviews consider the device
yield, the depth of burial, the geology, the hydrology, the geologic medium properties, the location
of the emplacement site (including the proximity to and the success of previous test locations),
the phenomenology, the closure systems, the stemming design, and the drilling and construction
history. This review is done to detect, where possible, man-made openings, natural weaknesses, or
discontinuities in the medium or overlying rock which could compromise containment of the radio-

active materials underground.

Since tests are conducted in a nonhomogeneous medium and involve complex phenomenology, there is
no way of providing absolute assurance that no radioactivity will be released to the atmosphere.
The chance of there being any substantial radioactive release is very small as has been demonstrated
by recent experience. Even so, actions will be planned on each te§t to protect workers and the

public in case any release does occur.

The Test Controller, designated by the Manager of the Nevada Operations Office, will continue to
utilize the Test Controller's Advisory Panel made up of specialists in nuclear weapons testing,

meteorology, radiation medicine, and biological effegts, along with containment and other




1-4
SUMMARY (Cont.)

specialists as necessary, to provide advice about onsite or offsite effects which might be postulated
to arise from each test. The Advisory Panel always meets the day before the planned detonation

to review in detail the conditions of readiness and the preparations for onsite and offsite safety
and population control. The Advisory Panel meets again a few hours prior to the detonation time

for eégh test and continues in session until after completion of the test. A situation is
hypothesized for each test which utilizes a model based upon a well-documented dynamic venting of
radioactive material from the tést cavity. If, under these assumed conditions, the meteorological
parameters are such that it appears some population segment could be exposed to radiation exceeding
the guidelines approved for underground nuclear test operations, the test is delayed until acceptable

meteorological conditions prevail.

Closed areas will continue to be designated on the NTS for each nuclear test from which ail
-personnel will be excluded except those few tést-re]ated personnel specifically authorized and
assigned to manned stations by the Test Controller.

As.a safety precaution, mobile radiation monitors will continue to be deployed offsite in those
areas predicted to be downwind from the nuclear detonation in the uniikely event that radiocactivity
does escape. These monitors will continue to be prepared to take protective action if needed.

Aerial surveillance will continue to be exercised above the test site to track any radiocactive clouds.

As has been the case in previous years, the activities at the Nevada Test Site will continue to
include a variety of both nuclear and nonnuclear projects and experiments wherein the ERDA
laboratories and‘ERDA contractors, as well as other government organizations and their contractors,
take advantage of the facilities available, the climate, the remoteness, and the controlled access

of the Nevada Test Site. It is expected these will include:
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High-explosive tests (chemical explosives, nonnuclear) by the Department of Defense

and others.

The Cane Springs Test Range continues to be used as a calibration range for experimental
radiation detection systems.

Controlled releases of radionuclides will continue to be a necessary part of the
experimental programs conducted at the ERDA farm on NTS by the Environmental Protection
Agency.

The prompt critica1‘nuc1ear reactor operated by the LLL (the "Super Kukla" reactor) will
continue to be used periodically for irradiating materials and weapons components with
short bursts of neutrons.

An exercise to test the national capability to respond to a nuclear accident.

The use of lasers will continue at the NTS primarily as a construction tool and
particularly for alignment purposes. It is expected that other activities involving
lasers will also be conducted.

NASA and- LASL will continue to plan for tests of a uranium hexafluoride gas core reactor,
probably contained within the Reactor Maintenance, Assembly and Disassembly (R-MAD)
facility in Area 25, formerly known as the Nuclear Rocket Development Station (NRDS).
Experiments pointed toward the retrievable storage of commercial radioactive wastes deep
underground in specific geological media will continue. These experiments are not to be
confused with the actual storage of commercial high-level radiocactive wastes at a desig-
nated facility.

Experiments leading toward the demonstration of the:surface or near surface retrievable
storage of unreprocessed spent fuel assemblies will be initiated in FY 1978. Initial
demonstration of the storage of a small number: of actual fuel assemblies will begin
during the latter part of FY 1978... These, experiments, R and D in- nature, could be
expanded to a prototype facility containing some 100 to 200 fuel assemblies in 1981,

if the earlier .demonstration program is successful.
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10. ERDA's Division of Biomedical and Environmental Research sponsors a CETO organization
(acronym for Civil Effects Test Organization) on the Nevada Test Site. Individual- and
team-sponsored investigators, primarily from a number of universities, have established
over a hundred research areas scattered over the Nevada Test Site in the past 15 years.
Ecological studies of the indigenous plant and animal life are conducted in these areas

under both radiation and nonradiation conditions. These studies will continue.

The size, climate, and remoteness of the controlled areas of the Nevada Test Site and the Nellis
Air Force Range, plus the presence of support organizations, appeal to a number of managers con-

duCting programs through the government. From time to time, organizations investigate the suitability

of the Nevada Test Site for other selected activities. For instance, ERDA presently is investi-

-gating the suitability of the Nevada Test Site for the interim storage of high-level commercial

radioactive waste. This subject is discussed briefly in Section 111,
PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND EFFECTS

The probable impact on the environment due to continued underground nuclear testing at the NTS
will be small in comparison with the impacts of earlier testing in the atmosphere. This statement
is based, in part, upon the experience gained from underground nuclear tests executed before and

since the signing of the Limited Test Ban Treaty in 1963.

A large amount of radioactive material will continue to be created in the underground cavities
formed by the nuclear detonations. In many cases, the ground above this cavity collapses, and,

as a result, a subsidence crater forms on the surface above the detonation point. Cracking of the
ground sqrface will also result, particularly in and around the subsidence crater. In the past,
small displacements have occurred along zones of weakness in the rock (faults) resulting in visible
steps at the surface. The main fault in Yucca Valley, the Yucca fault, has at one location
experienced 0.46 meters (18 inches) of differential vertical displacement along with some smaller

horizontal displacement at the surface since 1973. Motion at depth is unknown, but is expected to

C
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be smaller. The Carpetbag fault at northern Yucca Flat has experienced about 2 1/2 meters (eight
feet) of differential vertical movement over about a hundred meters (330 feet) of its length in
the same time frame. For some high-yield events, minor verticaT movements have been noted along
the faults at distances as much as a few kilometers away. Such offsets are not expected to

extend offsite.

Since 1971, the nuclear testing program has maintained a satisfactory degree of competency and
consistency for containing radioactivity underground both during and following the nuclear
detonations. There have been no prompt ventings of radioactivity from test explosions since the
BANEBERRY test, December 18, 1970. Other than seepage through diffusion of very minor amounts of
noble gases, there -have been no inadvertent releases of gaseous radioactivity which have been

detected offsite since the DIAGONAL LINE event, November 24, 1971.

Ground shock waves emanate from underground nuclear explosions. These will be detected by
sensitive seismic instruments hundreds and sometimes even thousands of miles away. At nearby
communities, the ground motion from the high-yield detonations will be strong enough to cause

~ some annoyance to people and minor nonstructural damage to property, such as plaster cracking
and, in some cases, cracked windows. There have been three instances in which claims have been
honored from detonations having an energy equivalent as low as 100 kilotons. Since the beginning
of underground nuclear testing in 1961 and through December 1976, the cumulative total for valid

damage claims from NTS testing has been $114,616.

Motion at the ground surface will be amplified at the upper stories of high-rise buildings which
act as resonant vibrational systems. The number of high-rise buildings (nine stories and higher)
in Las Vegas has been consistently increasing. Projecting éhead, it is-expected that Las Vegas

will have about 70 high-rise buiidings by FY 1978 and the number probably will grow at a rate of

near five per year thereafter. Many of these new buildings will have multiple high-rise towers.

The number of low-=rise commercial and residential structures is presently increasing at the rate
of about 550 per year. With this increase in exposure, the number of damage claims will probably

increase in the future.
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The question of triggering damaging earthquakes through premature release of natural energy
stored in the Qround has been examined. The larger tests at the NTS produce seismic aftershocks,
but these will be small in magnitude, and confined within about 14 kilometers of the explosion
itself, and have no offsite damage potential. The likelihood of triggering an earthquake, which

would represent a hazard to persons or property, is very remote.

As reported in previous environmental statements, substantial areas within the government-
controlled land, comprising the Nevada Test Site and the Nellis Air Force Range, are
contaminated with radiocactive nuclides from atmospheric tests performed before the Limited Test
Ban Treaty of 1963 and from nuclear cratering tests conducted prior to 1969. The nature and
distribution of this radiocactivity are discussed in Section II of this statement. It is not
anticipated that test activities in FY 1978 and beyond will contribute radioactivity of any

significance to this existing surface contamination inventory.

The vast preponderance of the radioactivity resuiting from nuclear tests at the Nevada Test Site
remains in deep underground locations. Subsequent to device detonation, one or more reentry
holes arevusually drilled back into the underground radiocactive debris formed by the explosion.
Samples of the debris will continue to be brought to the surface for radiochemical analysis to
determine the device performance. During this sample recovery, small guantities of volatile
radionuclides will be brought to the surface along with the debris sample. Several hundred curies
of radioactive noble gases (primarily xenon-133) have been released per year in the past during
routine drillback operations and tunnel ventilations.  When possible, these gases will continue
to be passed through high-efficiency filters and activated charcoal systems to trap particulate
debris and radioiodine before being released to the atmosphere. Over the past two years, the
xenon—]33 concentrations detected offsite have been less than 0.01 percent of the Radiation

Concentration Guides.

Noble gases such as krypton-85 may slowly seep to the surface from sites of underground explosions.
Normally such seepage is not discernible within the variability of the low-Tlevel world background
of krypton-85 produced by nuclear fuel reprocessing and by nuclear weapons testing which has (

taken place in the atmosphere.
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Tritium concentrations in local ponds on the NTS containing water removed or drained from tunnel
operations where nuclear explosions have occurred will continue to be monitored in tne future.
Typical tritium levels in the tunnel ‘ponds are less than 10'3 microcuries per milliliter, the
level given in the Radiation Protection Guide for drinking water for the general public. Air
sampling data resulting from the operation of sample stations onsite have continued to show
that the principal particulate radiocactivity collected is due to natural sources and worldwide
fallout. Annual average concentrations of all fission products-in air samples are expected to
be less than 1 percent of the Radiation Protection Guide for inhalation for the occupational

populations involved.

Nevada Test Site background radiocactivity from all sources in the principal work areas generally
averages no more than 250 millirem per year (whole body). Typically, other areas in the
sodthwestern United States average 130 millirem per year.  There are presently 55 radiation
exclusion areas (RADEX areas) on the ‘Nevada Test Site which are ‘fenced to limit access by
employees. A1l areas where exposure rates could be greater than five millirem per hour are

designated as RADEX areas.

Radioactive wastes will continue to be generated primarily from the decontamination and cleanup
activities that follow the drillback activities during postshot operations. Other radioactive
wastes will result.from controlled releases df radionuclides at the NTS Experimental Farm,

induced radioactivity from materials-irradiated at thefS&per Kukla Burst Reactor Facility, and
from disassembly of test é]ements%and-thefqeébntaﬁihati6ﬁ of facilities after the proposed uranium
hexafluoride gas core reactor tests. Radioactive materials ‘and wastes generated from activities
at some other ERDA and ERDA contractbr installations will continue to be sent to the Nevada Test
Site for storage or'burial,rwhichevér“i§‘apbhopfia%efy Siich-wastes 'will continue to be generated

in the future and will be p]aced‘in'dedicatEdLahd~béﬁfko11ed‘Wéstéidiéposal and storage areas as

LAt

they have been in the .past.:

The amount of radiocactivity existing in populated areas will continue to be monitored.
That work currently is done by the Environmental Protection Agency's Environmental Monitoring

and Support Laboratory (EMSL).
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Neither offsite nor onsite drinking water supplies have been or are expected to be contaminated
by radioactivity from NTS activities. The buried radiocactive waste inventory at each under-
ground test site requires long-term surveillance and control. An extensive network of
groundwater sampling points,.both onsite and offsite, with modifications as necessary, will
continue to be sampled on periodic schedules. into the indefinite future. Except for those
wells intentionally located in or very close to nuclear chimneys so as to intercept ground-
water containing radionuclide debris, water samples from the long-term hydrologic network

have shown no indications of radioactivity attributable to nuclear testing.
The underground nuclear testing program has little effect upon the terrestrial ecosystem. - In

earlier, will cause some local disturbance to the vegetation by tearing the roots of some plants.
These. local disturbances provide sites for pioneer species, both native and exotic, to begin
invasion in the disturbed areas. In some locations, these subsidence sinks act as catchment
basins for rainfall and surface drainage water. This causes local soil changes due to erosion
and accumulation of salts. The effects of these soil changes have not influenced the vegetation
to any marked degree. Some of the larger events may cause rockfalls from the cliff faces of the
mesas on the Nevada Test Site, which can affect the nearby vegetation, animals, and micro-
organisms. The animal investigation program, conducted for. ERDA by the Environmental Protection
Agency, wi]i continue in the future. This program samples mule deer and other wild animals
along with beef cattle from the herd maintained on the test site. Actually, the levels of
certain radionuclides found in the animal tissue, such as cesium-137 and strontium-90 are lower

than those found in animals in wetter climates.

Construction activities, which attend the fielding of underground nuclear tests and other

testing activities, will disturb some hundreds of hectares per year of theAsurface terrain

of the dry, sparsely vegetated Nevada Test Site. Temporary disturbances to the surface terrain

of the NTS result from conventional engineering operations such as constructing access roads to

test areas, drilling of emplacement holes, laying of caB]e runs, and installing and operating
equ{pment io record conditions and effects of -the detonations. In addition, the végetation is <;;:
occasionally damaged by accidental brush fires. Such features as roads, buildings, parking

areas, and drill pads replace habitat formerly available to plants and animals in those
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localities. Most habitat disturbances, including those resulting from detonation and
subsidence, as well as those associated with construction activities, will occur in areas
disturbed by earlier tests. Temporary surface effects are minimized by removal of reusable

and salvage value equipment, supplies, and structures. Disposal of construction debris and
refuse in engineered sanitary landfills is accomplished in compliance with Federal air, land,
and water pollution abatement requirements, so as to leave the testing areas clean and free of
such materials. Following test operations, the affected surface areas slowly revegetate through

the natural return of plant species.
UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

The probable adverse environmental effects that cannot be avoided have been mentioned earlier.
The important effects are the creation of additional subsidence craters and underground pockets
of intense radiocactivity onsite and the initiation of ground motion that may be felt offsite.
While the ground motion from high-yield tests may cause some slight damage to offsite property,

it is unlikely that the structural integrity of offsite structures would be degraded.

ALTERNATIVES

The possible alternatives to continued testing at the NTS are to stop, curtail, or delay testing;
relocate all or part of the testing to another site; or acquire required information in other

ways such as computer simulation. Stoppage, curtailment, or delay of the testing program would
inhibit the development of nuclear weapons as a means for the maintenance of our national security,
and the development of peaceful applications of nuclear explosives. The 1963 Limited Test Ban
Treaty precludes alternatives such as testing in the atmosphere, ocean, or outer space. The
development of another site for all or part of the underground testing of nuclear weapons in the
yield range covered by this statement would not be practicable or desirable since the NTS is already
well suited for and committed to this use. While computer simulation techniques are being used,

it is not yet within scientific capability to do complete test simulation.
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Pursuance of any of these alternatives would riot alter the requirement that there be ¢ontrolled
access to the NTS and continued exclusion of the public because of the health and safety aspects
of existing radioactivity. If and when the Threshold Test Ban Treaty <is ratified, it will provide
for a yield limitation of 150 KT for individual underground nuclear tests.  This limitation will
not change the basic conditions under which nuclear testing is conducted, although it would reduce

the potentia]-for_environmenta] impact due to the seismic motions generated by the detonations.
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SHORT-TERM USES AND LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY

Relationships between local short-term uses and long-term productivity are anticipated to remain
esseéntially unchanged for the foreseeabie future. The use of NTS for prospecting, mining, and some
cattle grazing, as sporadically occurred prior to the advent of testing in 1951, has been stopped
and would have to remain curtailed to some extent even if testing were terminated. No economically
recoverable mineral resources have been found in those areas of NTS where testing has or will take
place.- There are no unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources. No
official request for public use of the NTS has been made, nor is such a request presently

anticipated. This would not be prudent in the future for health and safety reasons.
IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS OF RESOURCES

The presence of underground pockets of intense radioactivity and the formation of subsidence
craters in those areas of NTS where testing has taken place will subject those areas to rigorous
acceés control and use for the indefinite future. As a result of the test program, there is an
expenditure of nuclear source materials. While it may be possible by expenditure of large amounts
of time and money to restore some of the subsidence areas, at present there is no practical way
known to remove the underground pockets of radioactivity or to recover source material. The .
curtailment in the use of these NTS areas for other purposes should cause no adverse impact on local
or national needs for the foreseeable future. Potential mineral resources are not in NTS areas
where testing has or will take place. It is not anticipated that any such potential resources will

be irreversibly committed to NTS activities or become irretrievable in the future. <

"/\.\ — . . ‘v : MU - . [ U
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COST/BENEFIT ANALYSIS

The environmental impacts discussed in Section IV translate to costs in terms of subsidence
craters, pockets of underground radioactivity, direct ground motion, and contamination by plutonium
and other radionuclides in isolated areas. In addition, 1,350 square miles of land are denied for

other uses.

These environmental costs are balanced against the contribution made by nuclear testing to the
established policy of the United States to maintain a strong nuclear force to discourage attack
by any potential aggressor. In addition, underground nuclear testing contributes to the

development of nuclear explosives which may be utilized for peaceful purposes.

Benefits derived from other activities conducted on the NTS are contributions to high-explosive
technology, nuclear detection capabilities, the knowledge of disposal techniques for radiocactive
wastes, and the knowledge of the effects of radiocactivity on man, his food chains, and his

environment.
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SECTION II
BACKGROUND

NEED FOR NUCLEAR WEAPONS TESTING

In order to provide for the nation's common defense and security, it is the policy of the United

States to maintain a strong nuclear force to discourage attack by any potential aggressor. The

first section of the U.S. Atomic Energy Act of 1946 (amended in 1954) stipulates:

“The developnent, use, and control of atomic energy shall be directed so as to make

security."”

Under the Atomic Energy Act the Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) was responsible for conducting
experiments and doing research and development work relative to nuclear weapons, and for

producing nuclear weapons. The AEC carried out these responsibilities on the basis of nuclear
weapons requirements developed by the Department of Defense (DOD) in support of stated United States
policies and in accordance with prerequisite Presidential direction and approval. Under the Energy
Reorganization Act of 1974, the Energy Research and Development Administration (ERDA) officially
established on January 19, 1975, 1is now responsible for carrying out this research and development
program, and continues to do so based upon nuclear weapons requirements developed by the Department

of Defense.

It is within the framework of national policy that ERDA continues with-an active research and
development program on various nuclear weapons systems. -Clearly, the maintenance of an assured
deterrent against a nuclear attack on our country has long been recognized as our first defense

priority.

In August 1963, during the ratification of the Treaty;BanﬁihgaNuclear:Neapon Tests in the
Atmosphere, in Outerspace, and Underwater (i.e., the Limited Test Ban Treaty)} the Chairman of the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee was given assurance from the President that four safeguards

to the national! security would be implemented under the joint responsibifity of the Atomic Energy

Commission and the DOD (Reference 5). In their entirety, these four safeguards were as follows:
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Safeguard A

"The conduct of comprehensive, aggressive, and continuing underground nuclear test
programs designed to add to our knowledge and improve our weapons in all areas of

significance."

Safeguard B

"The maintenance of modern nuclear laboratory facilities and programs in theoretical and
exploratory technology which will attract, retain, and insure the continued application of
our human scientific resources to these programs on which continued progress in nuclear

technology depends."

Safeguard C

"The maintenance of the facilities and resources necessary to institute promptly nuclear
tests in the atmosphere should they be deemed essential to our national security or should

the treaty or any of its terms be abrogated by the Soviet Union."

Safeguard D

"The improvement of our capability, within feasible and practical limits, to monitor the
terms of the treaty, to detect violations, and to maintain our knowledge of Sino-Soviet

nuclear activity, capabilities, and achievements."

The United States program to maintain the capability expressed in Safeguard C above has recently

been modified as follows: "The maintenance of the basic capability to resume nuclear testing in

the atmosphere should that be deemed essential to national security." The modification reflects

the fact that the urgency associated in 1963 with a need to resume promptly our then curtailed

atmospheric test plan has been gradually, but substantially, moderated by successful undergfound
testing, expanded simulation programs, improved international relationships, and changing

national priorities.
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These safeguards are closely interrelated. Without testing, an effective weapons laboratory program
could not be maintained; Tikewise, without a modern laboratory program, it would be difficult, if not

impossible, to maintain an effective testing program.

The DOD is responsible for establishing nuclear weapons criteria, developing and producing delivery
vehicles, obtaining military effects data, and defending the United States against nuclear attack.
A principal point of field coordination between ERDA and the DOD is the Nevada Test Site (NTS).

The Test Directorate, Field Command, Defense Nuclear Agency (DNA), represents the DOD, and the
Nevada Operations Office (NV) represents ERDA in the field for the planning and execution of all
tests, whether at the NTS or-other designated test locations within the United States. Each of

these organizations' primary interest is the field testing of nuclear weapons.

Weapon systems do not remain static. The technology utilized continually changes. The continuing
advancement of the United States' technology has been the direct result of the efforts of three
laboratories established by the AEC for the specific purpose of conducting résearch and development
activities relating to nuclear weapons: two nuclear laboratories are the Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory (LASL) at Los Alamos, New Mexico, and the Lawrence Livermore Laboratory (LLL) at
Livermore, California, both of which are operated by the University of California; the third is
the "Sandia Laboratories (SL), with major facilities at Albuquerque, New Mexico, and Livermore,
California, operated by the Western E]eptkic'Cdmpany, where weapon éystems research and development
work mainly relates to nonnuclear portions‘of nﬁé]eaklweapons.

E gt
These laboratories, as sepafateiyﬁeétab]i§hed research and development ‘entitiés, employ
independent approaches to weapons development. These approaches are responsive to the basic
guidance the laboratories réceive_f?om ERDA?HéEdquarters;¥wHich in turn is responsive to the
expressed needs of the DOD,'and;provide'fhéﬁhétéSEéry fléxibility to adjust schedules and
priorities with particular eémphasis on promising areas of endeavor and on problem areas as the

need arises.

A1l research and development organizations engage in some form of experimentation as a means of

verifying theories and concepts. In the weapons development program, most of the experiments are
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nonnuclear and are done at the laboratories' own facilities. The nuclear test must be regarded as
an endpoint in a particular experimental chain for which no alternatives exist. As such, it .is
an essential component of -the chain, but it is no more essential than the nonnuclear tests which

have preceded it. (See Figure II-1.)

Without nuclear-tests, some weapons systems would be infeasible and compromises would have to be
made in the design of others. Pressures, temperatures, radiation fluxes, and other characteristics
of nuclear explosions cannot be determined solely by laboratory experiments or by computer
calculation. In the past, field tgsts have revealed or permitted evaluation of defects which

otherwise could have led to serious doubts about the reliability of the national weapons stockpile.

In addition to the testing of nuclear weapons, the testing of nuclear explosives for peaceful
purposes 1is prdvided for under Section 31 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954. Research on the use

of peaceful explosion technology is now a part of ERDA's Nuclear Explosive Applications program,
formerly known as the Plowshare program. This program is consistent with United States undertakings

under Article V of the Treaty on the Nonproliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

Future underground nuclear detonations may be conducted in new locations at the Nevada Test Site
where the geologic medium is different from that of previous tests. Agreements made with regard to
the exchange of information with the Soviet Union under the terms of the Threshold Test Ban Treaty
may require the United States to provide specific information about such tests, such as location,
yield, depth of burial, and properties of geologic media. These tests would serve to calibrate

international teleseismic stations used to verify compliance with the treaty provisions.

The National Policy supports a vigorous nuclear weapons research and development program as part
of the national defense posture. Under the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974, the Energy Research
and Development Administration (ERDA) is responsible for carrying out this research and

development on the basis of nuclear weapons requirements developed by the Department of Defense.

C
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Nuclear weapons testing will continue to be conducted at the Nevada Test Site as a vital part of
this research and development program until the U}S. goé] of an international agreement for discon-
tinuance of test explosions:is achieved. Whenever pdssiQ}e, a single nuclear test will be used to
achieve several gda]s or to obtajn information relevant £§ several different weapons programs of

related design, so as to reduce the number of tests that will be necessary.

The continuing goals qf ERDA's nuclear weapons program are: to develop new nuclear weapons to.

meet specific Defense»Department requirements; to foster continuing advancement in nuc]éarsweapons
technology so that alternatives for meeting new military circumstances will be available; to
contribute to the maintenance of a viable stockpile of weapons that can be stored and handled

safely; to further the understanding of nuclear explosion effects; and to aid in thebana1ysis of

the threat from other nations' capabilities. ThéSe goals can only be achieved through a:Eomprehensiv
program of research and development. Nuclear tests are an integral part of the current nuclear
weapons research and development process, and ERDA believes they continue to be essential to the

achievement of its goals.

As of January 1, 1977, there had been 289 announced underground nuclear detonations at the Nevéda
Test Site since the signing in August 1963 of the Limited Test Ban Treaty. Based on current policy,
it is expected that the underground nuclear testing program in FY 1978 and beyond will continue at
essentially the same level of testing. The Treaty on the Limitation of Underground Nuclear Weapons
Tests, commonly known as the Threshold Test Ban Treaty, was signed by President Nixon and General-
Secretary Brezhnev on July 3, 1974. This treaty, if and when ratified by the U.S. Senate, will
preclude individual weapons tests having a yield greater than 150 kilotons (KT). On May 28, 1976,
President Ford and General-Secretary Brezhnev signed a companion treaty imposing the same 150-KT
Timit on individual underground nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes and a total of 1.5 megatons
(Mt) for any group of individual explosions. In the interim, the United States has announced its
intention to abide by the yield limits of the treaties pending their entry into force. However,

the capability to test nuclear devices up to one megaton in yield at the Nevada Test Site remains
unchanged. It is not anticipated that the Threshold Test Ban Treaty will materially influence <;;j

the total number of tests which are conducted.
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The Mevada Test Site is located in Nye County in southern Nevada, with its southernmost point
about 19C kilometers (65 miles) northwest of Las Vegas. (See Figure II-2.) The site contains
3,500 square kilometers (1,350 square miles) of Federally owned land with restricted access,

and varies from 46-56 km (28-35miles) in width (east-west) and from 64-88 km (40-55 miles) in

Tength (north-south).

It is significant to note that the Nevada Test Site is bordered on three sides by 10,700 square
kilometers (4,120 square miles) of land comprising the Nellis Air Force Range*, another Federally
owned, restricted area (see Figure II-2)}. This restricted area provides a buffer zone to the north
and east between the test areas and public lands: this buffer zone varies from 24-104 km (15-65
miles) between the test area and land that is open to the public. A northwestern portion of the
Nellis Air Force Range is occupied by the Tonopah Test Range, an area of 1,615 square kilometers
(624 square miles). This government-owned facility is operated for ERDA by the Sandia Laboratories
primarily for airdrop tests of ba]]istiﬁ shapes (Reference 6). The combination of the Tonopah

Test Range, the Neilis Air Force Range, and the Nevada Test Site is one of the largest unpopulated

land areas in the United State, comprising some 14,200 square kilometers (5,470 square miles).

Figure II-3 shows the general layout of the Nevada Test Site, and identifies some of the areas
within the site referred to in this statement. The shaded areas indicate principal areas used for

underground testing.

Mercury is the main base camp at NTS and is shown in Figure II-4. The camp provides general support

facilities and overnight accommodations for 360 persons.

>

* The official name is: The Air Force Tactical Fighter Weapons Center Range Complex. It is
also known as the Nellis Bombing and Gunnery Range.
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A review of the history of the Nevada Test Site is valuable both as a tool to assist in
establishing the present environmental conditions and for predicting environmental disturbances

in the future at the site.
1. Pre-1951

Use of the NTS areas prior to 1951 mainly comprised mining, grazing, and hunting. Two

inactive mining districts, Oak Spring and Wahmonie, lie wholly or partially within the

borders of the NTS. Oak Spring District occupied part of the northeast corner of the test

site and included at least two onsite properties, the Climax Mine and the Crystal Mine,

when the NTS was established (Area 15, Figure II-3). Prospecting and exploration started

before 1905, and numerous-small pits, shafts, and tunnels at higher elevations remain as evidence
of sporadic activity which continued until NTS was established. Most of the prospects are at

Tocations showing slight mineralization and low values in copper, lead, silver, gold, or mercury.

In 1937, low-grade tungsten ore was found in the Oak Spring mining district near the northeast
_corner of NTS. This small deposit was outlined as Climax and Crystal ore bodies (Figure II-3)
by drilling and. exploration conducted in 1940. Significant production of ore did not occur
until 1956 when high_ tungsten;prices permitted economic extraction.of most of the ore. After
10 years of co-use durjng'theLperiodfof%atmospherngfésting at the NTS, the mining claims were
acquired by the governmentltbrough ﬁpﬁtiﬁe cpndemnétion procedures and the owners reimbursed.
The workings have sincé remained?jn disuse.-. ; .

The Wahmonie District, ]ocated»in,sowthitghxna1 NIS,;was prospected about 1905 for gold and
silver ores. No prodhction occurred unff];]928“when a-high-grade silver-gold ore was redis-
covered at the Horn.Silver mine located jh‘AréavZGﬁ(Figure 11-3). This resulted in minor
shipments of ore and caused an influx of 1500 people into Wahmonie. However, after several

shafts and extensive prospecting in the area revealed no additional ore finds, interest rapidly

waned and the town was abandoned by the summer of 1929.
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In addition to these developments, there is evidence of sporadic prospecting throughout the
Nevada Test Site. Disruption of the landscapé by mining and prospecting was locally severe,
but the total impact of these activities on the environment has been slight. Extensive
geologic investigations made by the U.S. Geological Survey using‘samples taken from
exploratory drill holes, emplacement holes, and tunnels in the areas used for nuclear testing
have revealed no mineral deposits which would be economically recoverable considering today's
‘mineral requirements. Other areas of the test site have been extensively mapped and
jnvestigated by the Geological Survey, but other than the deposits in the mining districts

mentioned above, no additional qualifying mineral deposits have been found.

The NTS area was used for cattle grazing, and waterholes were developed and cabins and corrals
built at several points on the site. Water and grazing rights of two ranches operating on what
is now NTS were acquired by the government in 1955 by negotiated purchase. Impact of the
grazing industry on the eavironment, prior to the establishment of the NTS, was evidently small

and is now indiscernible.
2. Selection of NTS

In the years immediately following World War II, nuclear weapons tests were conducted in the
atmosphere or undérwater. Before-1951,'a11 of this work was done at remote Pacific island

sites in order to minimize any dahage to property or to man. Testing at those distant sites
“required an extensive 1ogi§tic effort and an inordinate amount ofbtime.‘ When weapons development
was accelerated in 1949 and 1950 in response to the national defense policy it became increasingly
clear that, if nuclear weapons could be tested safely within the continenté] boundaries,

weapons deve]opméht Tead times would be reduced and considerably less expense incurred. This
would be true particularly for the smaller nuc]éar weapons. At tﬁat time, a ndmber of sites
throughout the-continental United States, including Alaska, were considered on the basis of Tow
population density, safety, favorable year-round weather conditions, security, available

labor sources, reasonable accessibility including transportation routes, and favorable geology.

0f all the factors, public safety was considered the most important. After review of known

<
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information about fallout, thermal, and blast effects, it was determined that under careful
controls, an area within what is now the Nellis Air Force Range could be used for

relatively low-yield nuclear detonations with full assurance of public safety.

Originally, 1,760 square kilometers (680 square miles) were withdrawn under Public Land

Order 805 dated February 19, 1952, for nuclear testing purposes from an area used by the Air
Forée as a bombing and gunnery range. This resulted in the formation of approximately the
eastern half of the present Nevada Test Site. The predominant features of this area are

the closed drainage basins of Frenchman Flat and Yucca Flat where the early atmospheric

tests were conducted. The main Control Point was located and remains on the crest of Yucca
Pass between these two basins (Figure II-3). Additional land withdrawals in 1958, 1961, and
1964 added to the site, and with the use of Pahute Mesa area aquired by.Memorandum of Agreement
with the Department of Defense in 1967, provide its present size of about 3,500 square

kilometers (1,350 square miles)."

Although the NTS was originally selected to meet criteria for atmospheric tests, it also

has proved satisfactory for underground tests. In the years before the selection of the
NTS, there had been searches for othervareas suitable as alternative sites. For tests of
the yields considered in ﬁhis environmental statement up to ohe mégaton and for those of
somewhat higher yield, the NTS continues to be the most suitable area and provides an
established facility in a location remote from population centers. The geologic media at
the explosion sites permit the placement of nuclear devices at éufficient depth for proper
containment and control of radiation. The water table is relatively deep and water movement

is very slow. MWeather conditions permit a year-round testing program.
Post-1951

Construction of the Nevada Test Site facilities began on January 1, 1951. Operation RANGER
was the first series of tests for which the Nevada Test Site was utilized. The first test
was of a one-kiloton device which was airdropped and detonated on January 27, 1951, in

Frenchman Flat.
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Subsequently, there were various nu;1ear tests, mostly in the atmosphere, fired at the NTS.

Some tests were positioned for firiné by airdrop, But steel towers were used for many Nevada tests
at heights ranging‘from 100 to 700 feet aﬁéve the ground surface. In 1957 and 1958, helium-
filled balloons, tethered to preciée heights and locations (450 to 1,500 féet above ground),
provided a simpler, quicker, and less-expensive method for the above ground testing of many

experimental devices.

After 1951, nuclear test series were carried out alternately at the Nevada Test Site and at
Pacific test locations. Testing at that timé was- conducted on-an intermittent task force
basis at both the Nevada Test Site and in the Pacific and continued in that mode until

October 1958.

On October 31, 1958, the United States and Russia entered into a voluntary test moratorium
which lasted until the U.S.S.R. resumed testing on September 1, 1961. After resuming the
U.S. test program at the NTS on September 15, 1961, the Atomic Erergy Commission revised

its mode of operations from an intermittent annual activity to a continuing year-round program.

From 1951 until early 1962, a]] nuclear testé at the NTS were under the management of the AEC's
Albuquerque Operations Office. Because of the significantly increased activities resulting
from the resumption of weapons testing in the fall of 1961, the Nevada Operations Office

(NV) was established in Las Vegas on March 6, 1962. NV was assigned the AEC's responsibilities
for nuclear detonation programs at the NTS, as well as at all other United States test sites.

The Nevada Operations Office is now a part of the Energy Research and Development Administration.

Since the establishment of tHeFNeVada.Test Site in 1951 up until the beginning of January
1977, there have been 472 announced nuclear tests conducted at the Nevada Test Site. All
atmospheric tests and Plowshare program tests conducted at the Nevada Test Site have been
announced. Underground nuclear tests that may cause significant ground motion are
announced in advance to news media as a safety precaution, éo that pérsons in communities
nearby may avoid being in a hazardous location at the time of detonation. Other tests are

announced after they have been conducted. Some tests with low yields are not announced.

o
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Eighty-four of the 472 announced tests were atmospheric detonations conducted before the signing
of the Limited Test Ban Treaty (LTBT) in August 1963. If cratering experiments are excluded,
all but four (sma11 surface tests) of the atmospheric detonations occurred prior to the 1958
moratoriuh. The first full-scale nuclear detonation, which was designed to contain all radio-
activity underground, was fired at the Nevada Test Site in 1957 in a sealed tunnel. Since late

1962, the United States has conducted all of its nuclear weapons tests underground.

A nuc]éar cratering device, code named DANNY BOY, was detonated on Buckboard Mesa on the
western portion of the test site in 1962 as a military experiment for the Department of
Defense. Three of the four small atmospheric (surface) tests mentioned above were also
conducted on the flats just to the east of Buckboard Mesa and one, SMALL BOY, was conducted
in Frenchman Flat for the DOD in 1962. Thereafter, nuclear cratering tests were conducted
as part of the peaceful applications (Plowshare) program. There have been six such
experiments (Reference 7), three of which are mentioned here. The first and largest was
SEDAN, a 100-kiloton explosion on July 6, 1962, which created a huge crater in the alluvium
of Area 10 roughly 340 meters (1,115 feet) across and 98 meters (320 feet) deep. The BUGGY
experiment, conducted to the south of Buckboard Mesa in Area 30 in 1968, employed five nuclear
devices, each having a yield of about one kiloton, fired simultaneously to produce a ditch
(simulated canal) 77 meters (254 feet) across, 261 meters (855 feet) long, and 20 meters
(65 feet) deep. One small device (SULKY) with a yield equivalent to 92 tons of TNT (not

kilotons), buried 90 feet in basalt, failed to produce a crater.

Except for the atmospheric tests and the cratering tests such as those mentioned above, the
remaining announced tests have all been designed to be contained underground in tunnels and
drilled holes (see Section III.A.1.). These have been detonated for a variety of reasons.

Three have been detonated in support of the Vela Uniform program”to improve Tong-range seismic
detection techniques. Six were jointly conducted US-UK tests of United Kingdom devices.
Fourteen have been device development tests for potential peaceful applications (Plowshare
program). Some were for research to collect scientific data to better understand the physical
principles involved in nuclear explosions. New and untried designs for a given weapon concept
have been explored. More advanced development has occurred, such as determining the interaction
between two or more demonstrated components. Proof testing of actual warhead designs has been

carried out to determine the reliability before such designs are added to the national stockpile.
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Safety tests were conducted on certain designs to test the vulnerability to possible accidents.
Weapons effects tests have been conducted for the Department of Defense (for the.most part in
tunnels) to determine the effects produced by spgcific weapon outputs upon various military
systems and components. Often, one nuclear expefiment can be designed to serve two or more
purposes. The broad scope of the nuclear experiments conducted in the past typified the character

of the necessary research, development, and proof testing program.

Although the major effort at the Nevada Test Site has been in nuclear weapons-related
testing, the activities have included a variety of both nuclear and nonnuclear projects,
wherein the ERDA Taboratories, ERDA contractors, as well as other government agenéies and
their contractors have taken advantage of the facilities available, the climate, the
remoteness, and the controlled access of the test site. Many of these programs are

continuing and will be described further in Section III.

The 465 meters (1,527 feet) BREN‘(Bare Reactor Experiment--Nevada) Tower located in Area 28

at the NTS comprises a flexible radiation study facility where a variety of experiments have
been performed since 1§62. The facility consists of a guyed, open-framed steel tower, and is
used to position a radiation source for use in studies done for the AEC's Divisioﬁ of Biology
and Medicine (now ERDA's Division of Biomedical and Environmental Research). This facility has
been used to conduct neutron and gamma ray interactions over a variety of geometric configurations
in air, ground, shie]ding materials, shielded vehicles; and with tissue equivalent simulations, .
electronic components, and 1ive organisms. A 14-MeV neutron generator was once mounted on the
side of the BREN Tower. It was capable of being hoisted to seven different levels where power
and control cable hookup stations are located. A control bunker housed the accelerator controls
and instrumentation for the various experiments. Access to the upper levels of the tower is
provided by a two-man personnel cage on an eight-ton capacity freight elevator. In the past,
meteorological sensors have been installed at various elevations in support of both operational
and research act}vities. The tower also has been the site of laser scintillation experiments,
small missile launch tests, and a complex series of sonic boom experiments. The Air Force
Cambridge Research Laboratories have calibrated acoustic sounding equipment by comparison with
weather instrumentation mounted on the BREN Tower. This experimental acoustic sounder would

remotely measure low-level atmospheric parameters.

o
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As a part of the program to develop methods for predicting building response to ground motion,
two identical four-story reinforced concrete test structﬁres were constructed in Area 1.
Between 1966 and 1973, structural response measurements were recorded for 42 underground
nuclear experiments. These structures were also subjected to a series of low-amplitude
dynamic tests for gathering engineering data on the response of structures to ground motion
both with and without nonstructural infill walls and partitions (References 8, 9, 10, and 11).
By 1973, after sufficient low-amplitude data had been accumulated, high-amplitude,
destructive-level testing was conducted on one of these structures. These tests were carried

out in 1974 and the results published in Reference 12.

A herd of range cattle has been maintained onsite since the mid-1950's and an experimental
dairy farm in Area 15 has been operated since the early 1960's. Levels of radionuclides in
these experimental herds are monitored as part of the routine radiological surveillance
program. Data from experiments with animals taken from these herds are being used to improve
human-dose prediction models and to furnish information on the effectiveness of protective
actions which may be taken tb reduce the amounts of radionuclides getting into human food

under various contaminating situations.

In addition to its other responsibilities, beginning in FY 1974, the Nevada Operations Office
became responsible for the custody and administration of the geographical area and the
facilities at the former Nuclear Rocket Development Station (NRDS) which had been
administered by the Joint NASA-AEC Space Nuclear Sysfems O0fficé. ~The NRDS occupied the
southwest corner of the Nevada Test Site, and is now known as Area 25. (See'Figdre 11-3).
Area 25 contains some $140 million of specialized facilities: (1) nuclear reactor/
engine/nuclear furnace test stands (known as ETS-1, Téét Cell C, and Test Cell A),

(2) engine maintenance, assembly, and disassembly building (knOwn:aséE—MAD), (3) reactor
maintenance, assembly, and disassembly building (knowh as ‘R-MAD), (4)“fqdioactive material

storage facility (known as RMSF), and (5) other support facilities.

Twenty experimental reactor/nuclear engine/nuclear furnace tests have been conducted in this

area since 1959, A more complete description of the test history, the facilities, and the
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. environmental considerations is given in the environmental statement for NRDS (WASH-1508)

(Reference 13). The program aétivity under NASA terminated in 1973.

Residual and partially expended nuclear fuel elements from the NRDS test program were
part of the inventory that was turned over to the custody of the Nevada Operations Office,
in addition to the radiocactive waste storage areas. The nuclear rocket engine test
program was terminated and no future engine tests are contemplated. The primary
activities in Area 25 accomplished by the Nevada Operations Office included the
disassembly of residual reactors, nuclear engines, and the preparation of fuel

elements for shipment to the Idaho Nuclear Engineering Laboratory (INEL).

In Area 26 (also known as Area 401), the Lawrence Livermore Laboratory conducted six

experimental tgsts involving development of a nuclear reactor for a ramjet engine as a part

of Project Pluto. Between 1961 and 1964, four tests of the so-called Tory II-A and two tests

of the Tory II-C nuclear reactors were conducted. A radioactive leach field was constructed
adjacent to the disassembly building to handle radiocactive liquids resulting from these tests.
This field is some 250 feet by 260 feet. occupying an area of about 6,300 square meters, and
appropriately fenced and marked. Some remaining materials from these tests are currently

stored in the E-MAD and R-MAD buildings in Area 25. The radioactive fuel elements are to be
shipped to the Idaho Nuclear Engineering Laboratory. This effort will extend into FY 1978 and is

further mentioned in Sectiop III.

Those facilities not being used for the expended fuel recovery program are presently held in
caretaker status, pending determination of future use. Section III of this environmental state-

ment includes three such proposed uses for these facilities.

e
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D.  THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

1. Surrounding Environs

a.

Popu]ationvDistribution

Figure II-5 indicates the populations in and around the cities, towns, and settlements
Surrounding the NTS. The population fiqures used herein are 1975 estimates based

unén earlier censuses. With the exception of Las Vegas and vicinity, there are no

major population centers within 300 kilometers (186 miles) of the site. There are about
540,000 people 1living within the total area described by a 300 kilometer radius,
including parts of California; about three-fifths of these live in the Las Vegas greater
metropolitan area. If greater lLas Vegas is not considered in determining popuiation

density, there are about 0.7 people per square kilometer (1.8 people per square mile)

within the 300-kilometer radius of the NTS Control Point. For comparison, the United

States (50 states) has a population density of 22 people per square kilometer and the

overall Nevada average is 1.5 people per square kilometer (3.9 people per square mile).

The closest offsite areas within about 80 kilometers (50 miles) of the NTS are predominantly
rural. A number of small communities are located within this area, the three largest

being Indian Springs, Beatty, and Pahrump Valley. Pahrump Valley is a rural community

with an estimated population of about 3,500 and is located about 72 ki]ometeré (45 miles)
south of the NTS. Indian Springs, with a population of 1,800, is located on Highway

95 near Indian Springs Air Force Auxiliary Field and is only 24 kilometers (15 miles)

from the nearest border of the NTS. Beatty, with a population of about 500, is located
about 30 kilometers (18 miles) west of the NTS boundary. (Beatty Township has a

population of about 1,100.)

In the adjacent states, the Mojave Desert of California, which includes Death Valley
National Monument, lies along the southwestern border of Nevada. The population within

the Monument boundaries varies considerably from season to season, with fewer than

.
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200 permanent residents and tourists in the area during any given period in the summer
months. However, during the winter, as many as 12,000 tourists and campers can be in the
area on any particular day during the major holiday periods. The largest town in this
general area is Barstow, California, located 233 kilometers (145 miles) south-southwest
of the NTS, with a population of about 18,200. Baker, California, with a population of
about 500, lies directly south of NTS, about 160 kilometers (100 miles). The Owens
Valley, where numerous small towns are located, Ties about 100 kilometers (60 miles) west
of Death Valley. The largest town in Owens Valley is Bishop, California, located 225

kilometers (140 miles) west-northwest of the NTS, with a population of about 3,600.

The extreme southwestern region of Utah is more developed than the adjacent part of Nevada.
The largest town, in that area, Cedar City, with a population of approximately 9,900, is
located 265 kilometers (165 mijes) east-northeast of the NTS. St. George, located 217

kilometers (135 miles) east of the NTS, has a population of about 8,000.

The extreme northwestern region of Arizona is mostly undeveloped range land, with the
exception of that'portion in the Lake Mead National Recreational Area. The Hoover Dam/Lake

Mead complex is about 160 kilometers (100 miles) southeast of the NTS. Several small

retirement communities are found south along the Colorado River below Hoover Dam within
the Lake Mead Recreational Area, primarily at Lake Mojave. The largest town in the area
is Kingman, located 265 kilometers (165 miles) southeast of the NTS, with a population of

about 7,500.

Anticipated Population Growth

The Clark County Regional Planning Coﬁhci], using data frbm‘a variety of state and local
sources, hés made brojections for the popu]atioh growth of Clark County to the year 2000.
The Nevada Sfate éngineer's office has made simf]ar projections for other counties in
Nevada in the Water Planning Report (Reference 14). The projections for the counties

closest to the Nevada Tést Site are shown in the following table:
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POPULATION PROJECTIONS

1975 1980 1990
Clark County . 374,000 435,000 600,000
Esmeralda County 629 700 750
Lincoln County 2,500 2,700 2,800
Nye.County 5,600 7,000 8,500

Clark Couﬁty is expected to show continuing, rapid growth. Some have estimated

a million people by the year 2000. The principal area of growth within Clark County
is known as the Las Vegas Valley, which comprises Las Vegas ftseif, North Las Vegas,
and Henderson, along with some of the intervening unincorporated areas. Another area
of substantial estimated population growth (23,000 people by the year 2000) is
Searchlight Township, which 1ies southward along the Colorado River, below Hoover Dam.

The Boulder City area is expected to double in size to 15,000 people by the year 2000.
Land Use of NTS Environs (Reference 15)

Figure II-6 is a map showing general land use. A wide variety of uses, such as farming,

grazing, mining, camping, fishing, and hunting, exist due to the varied terrain.

“For example; within a 300-kilometer- {(186-mile)-radius west of the NTS, elevations range

from below sea level in Death Valley to 4,420 meters (14,500 feet) above mean sea level
in the Sierra Nevada Range (Mount whitney). Additionally, parts of two valleys of
major agricultural importance (the Owens and San Joaquin) are included. The areas south
of the NTS are more uniform since the Mojave Desert (midlatitude desert)

comprises most of this portion of Nevada, Ca]ifbrnia, and Arfzona. The areas east of

the NTS primarily Tie in the Basin and Range physiographic province, with some of the

older river va]leys,'such as the Virgin River Valley, supporting small-scale but

intensive farming and producing a variety of crops by irrigation. Grazing is also

common in this area, particularly to the northeast. The area north of the NTS is also
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Basin-Range. desert where the major agricultural-related activity is grazing of both
cattle and sheep. Only areas of minor agricultural importance, primarily for
production of alfalfa hay, are found north of the NTS in this portion of Nevada within

a distance of 300 kilometers (186 miles).

In theisummer of 1974, a brief survey of home gardens in areas surrounding the NTS found
that a major portion of the local residents grow or have access to locally grown fruits
and vegetables. Approximately two dozen of the surveyed gardens within 30 kilometers
(18 miles) of the NTS were selected for sampling. These gardens produce a variety of
‘root, leaf, seed, and fruit crops. The Amargosa Farm area has a population of about

300 and is located about 50 kilometers (30 miles) southwest of the center of the NTS.
The Spring Meadows Farm area is a relatively new development consisting of approximately
40 square kilometers (15 square miles) with a population of somewhat more than 60.

This area is about 55 kilometers (34 miles) south-southwest of the NTS.

‘Dairy farming is not extensive within the 300-kilometer radius area under discussion.

From a survey of milk cows in the area, made during 1975, a total of 12,721 dairy cows

and 1,174 family cows were located. The family cows are found in a11_directions around

the test site. With reference to the NTS, dairy cows are primarily located (1) southeast
(Moapa River Valley, Nevada; Virgin River Valley, Nevada; and Las Vegas, Nevada); (2) north-
east (Hiko and Alamo, Nevada, area); (3) west-northwest (near Bishop, California); and

(4) southwest (near Barstow, California).

The major body of water located 160 kilometers (100 miles) southeast of the NTS is Lake
Mead, a man-made lake supplied with water by the Colorado River. Lake Mead is .

the source for about 40 percent of the water used locally for domestic énd industrial
purposes in the Las Vegas Valley. The Southern Nevada Water System utilizes a pumping
and treatment facility at Lake Mead in addition to an extensive underground distribution
system throughout Las Vegas Valley. The remaining water comes from local wells. Lake

Mead is also the source for a portion .of the water used by Southern California.

C
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Smaller reservoirs and lakes located in the area are primarily for irrigation and for
livestock. In California, 130 .kilometers (80 miles) to the west, the Owens River
feeds into the Los Angeles Aqueduct, a major source of domestic water for the Los

Angeles area.
Industrial Complexes

The nearest industrial enterprises which might be classified as a major industrial
complex are at Henderson, Nevada, some 110 kilometers (68 miles) to the southeast.
There are several chemical processing plants located in an industrial park at Henderson
which riormally employ about 1,000 workers (the number varies), largely for the chemical

refining of metals.

It must be borne in mind, however, that in Las Vegas, the gaming and resort hotel businesses
are considered major industries. There are, of course, a considerable number of associated
commercial activities including small manufacturing in the Las Vegas Valley area.

The gaming and resort structures in Las Vegas iﬁc1ude a number of high-rise buildings.

Ground motijon associated with underground nuclear tests induces a response motion in high-

rise structures in the same way that earthquakes do. At the beginning of 1976, there were
36 separate high-rise building complexes (nine through 29 stories). Many have two or more
towers, resulting in a total of 57 high-rise towers. A conservative growth projection

over the next few years suggests that with additions to existing buildings and new building
complexes, the number of high-rise towers will increase to about 70 in 1978 and continue

to grow at a rate near five per year. Some new buildings probably will be higher than now
exist. The total replacement value of existing high-rise buildings is in excess of a

billion dollars.

It has been estimated that there are about 85,000 Tow-rise residential and commercial

buildings within a radius of 200 kilometers (125 miles) of the test site. About
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74,000 of these are located in the Las Vegas Valley and the balance in smaller
communities including Tonopah, Beatty, Goldfield, Lathrop Wells, Indian Springs, and
Alamo, Nevada. The normal projected growth rate in Las Vegas is 550 units per year.
The replacement value of existing Tow-rise buildings in Las Vegas is between 2.5 and
3.0 billion dollars. The total replacement value in the smaller communities is placed

at 200 million dollars.

There are 25 active mines within 300 kilometers (186 miles) of the NTS. The majority

of the mining operations involve less than 10 workers per mine aﬁd at several of the
smaller mines, the work force consists of one or two men. However, a few operations
employ up to 150 workers. A new mill to process high-grade tungsten ore is being built
at the site of the old mining town of Tempiute. It is expected the mill will employ about
200 people who will commute to the mill daily, mainly from the surrounding towns. The
Kennecott Copper Corporation operates 1ts large open-pit mine near Ely in White Pine
County just at the periphery of the 300-kilometer circle. Kennecott's ore-processing
plant is at McGill. The combined operations employ over 1,000 people. There are 14
mines situated within 50 kilometers (31 miles) of the test site boundaries. Of these,
five are worked on a regular or continuous basis and the others are worked intermittently
in response to the mineral market. Of the five active mines, three are now or will®

soon be open-pit operations.
e. Recreational Areas (see Figure I1I-6)
The use of both national and state recreational facilities within a 300-kilometer radius

of the NTS (186 miles) has increased significantly during the past decade. The more

popular of these sites are briefly described below.
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(1)

(2)

Hoover Dam/Lake Mead

Hoover Dam is one of the world's largest hydroelectric installations and began
commercial operation on October 26, 1936. More than 36 billion cubic meters

(27 million acre-feet) of water, three years of average annual Colorado River
flow, are stored behind the dam and released in a reqgulated, year-round flow to
farms, homes, and factories downstream. Passing through the turbines, the water
generates low-cost electricity which is distributed to markets in Nevada, Arizona,
and California. (Hoover Dam was the first of the Bureau of Reclamation's present-

day, large, multiple-purpose developments.)

Lake Mead, the largest man-made body of water in the western hemisphere, extends
175 kilometers (110 miles) upstream into the Tower end of Grand Canyon and has a
shoreline of 880 kilometers (550 miles). A 12-month season attracts more than

4.5 million visitors each year for swimming, boating, water skiing, fishing, and
camping. The lake and surrounding area are administered by the National Park
Service as part'of the Lake Mead National Recreational Area. This area also
includes Lake Mojave, which extends from the tailrace of Hoover Dam 110 kilometers

(67 miles) downstream to Davis Dam.

Valiey of Fire

The Valley of Fire State Park {(Nevada's oldest state park, dedicated in 1935) is
the largest state park in southern Nevada and encompasses 138 square kilometers

(53 square miles) of 1and‘aréa.ﬁfltzfs Jocated “adjacent to .and just west of the
upper arm 6f Lake Mead. fThis récreaiionaT?and geological area derives its name
from -the many brilliant red sahdsfone;formatfons:which were formed from shifting
sand dunes during the Jurassic Period, 150 million yéars ago.  Complex upiifting
and faulting of the region, followed by extensive erosion, have created the present

topography and other exposed geologic features including petrified Togs.
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(3)

(4)

~ The Mount Charleston area, about 32 kilometers (20 miles) southeast of the NTS, is

2-28

Prehistoric Indian rock art (petroglyphs) may be viewed at several locations in

the park.

The Pueblo Grande Nevada-lost City Museum of Archaeology, located in nearby
Overton, houses displays of artifacts and reconstructions of the original pit

dwellings and pueblos found in the Moapa Valley.

Red Rock Canyon

Located 32 kilometers (20 miles) west of Las Vegas, the 1,340 square kilometers

(517 square miles) Red Rock Canyon Recreation Area is jointly managed by the

state and the Bureau of Land Management. The beauty and grandeur of the muiticolored
rock formations ére the primary attractions of this area. The Nevada State Park
Service administers the northern 73 square kilometers (28 square miles) with

improved roads and recently completed public use facilities.

About eight kilometers (5 miles) to the south the Nevada State Park Service has
recently opened the Spring Mountain Ranch facilities to the public for recreational
use. Dating back to 1867, there is an unusual atmosphere and considerable historical
lore associated with the ranch. The project is partially funded by the Bureau

of Qutdoor Recreation as well as by the state.

Charleston Park/Lee Canyon

part of the Toiyabe National Forest, and administered by the Las Vegas Ranger Dis-

trict. This popular recreational area is heavily used by local residents throughout

the year. Charleston Peak, at an elevation of 3.633 meters (11,918 feet), is the

™~
central focus of a scenic location for various summer and winter outdoor activities. Q




)

IT.D.

1.

2-29

THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

Surrounding Environs - e. (4) (Cont.)

Charleston Peak comprises an area used for picnicking, camping, and hiking.

Nearby Lee Canyon is southern Nevada's only winter sports area. Recently installed
ski resort facilities include a 900-meter (3,000-foot) double chairlift. Homesites
and cabins occupy privately owned holdings along the main valley floors, and a
small community exists at Charleston Park, which supports an elementary school

and fire protection services.

Death Valley National Monument

Death Valley National Monument, established in 1933 and administered by the National
Park Service, is the closest major recreational area to the NTS, i.e., about

19 kilometers (12 miles) air distance west.

The monument covers almost 7,700 square kilometers (3,000 square miles) and is
located in the rugged desert region east of the Sierra Nevada Range in eastern
California and southwestern Nevada. The va]]ey itself is about 225 kilometers

(140 miles) long and ranges from 6 to 48 kilometers (4 to 30 miles) in width.

Nearly 1,400 square kilometers (550 square miles) of the valley floor are below

sea level; the lowest land in the western hemisphere is in the vicinity of Badwater,

86 meters (282 feet) below sea level.

Death Yalley National Monument is open to travei all year; however, the

. regular season is from late October to early May when the valley climate is usually

very pleasant. Most of the recreational and visitation facilities are clustered in
the central portion of the monument, with Death Valley Scotty's Ranch and Castle
(northwest of Beatty) being the major exception. The recorded history of Death
Valley dates from the gold-rush days of 1849. Considerable prospecting followed,
leading to the large-scale recovery of borax freighted over the desert in huge

high-wheeled wagons drawn by 20-mule teams.
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An isolated 16-hectare (40-acre) tract in Nevada, administered as part of the
Death Valley National Monument, includes Devils Hole, a sinkhole habitat for the
endangered desert-pupfish species "Cyprinodon diabolis." The site, which is about
38 kilometers (24 miles) southwest of Mercury, is visited infrequently, mainly

by scientists and National Park Service personnel interested in protecting this

~ small pupfish.

Ghost mining camps in the vicinity include Panamint, Skidoo, Harrisburg, Keane,

Wonder, and Leadfield in California, and Rhyolite and Bulifrog in Nevada.

Desert National Wildlife Range/Desert Wilderness Area

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USF&W) administers the Desert

National Wildlife Range which was established in 1936 primarily for the protection
and breservatibn of the resident population of desert bighorn sheep. The range,
one of the largest wildlife conservation areas in the United States, now comprises
6,430 square kilometers (2,480 square miles) of land extending from close to the
city limits of Las Vegas northwestward to the eastern edge of the Nevada Test Site.
Part of the Nellis Air Force Range overlaps the Wildlife Range and is jointly used.
(By agréement, U.S. Air Force and ERDA activities on the Wildlife Range are

coordinated with USF&W authorities.)

Land elevations vary from 730 meters (2,400 feet) to nearly 3,000 meters (10,000 feet),
and both the climate and vegetation vary with the elevation. Ih addition to the
estimated 1,000 desert bighorn sheep on the Wildlife Range, a wide variety of

other wildlife species is supported. The Sheep Range Mﬁuntains located within the

Range contain a well-developed coniferous forest and one of the four bristlecone

'pine forests in the state. The Desert National Wildlife Range administrative

headquarters is in Las Vegas; with a field statidh.at Corn Creek Springs, 37

kilometers (23 miles) northwest of Las Vegas.

C
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Because of the extreme sensitivity of desert bighorn sheep to any disturbance

to their natural habitat, most of the Wildlife Range (5,840 square kilometers

or 2,250 square miles) has been proposed for designation as a unit of the National
Wilderness Preservation System. The proposed Desert Wilderness Area consists of
seven separate wilderness units varying from 166 to 1,780 square kilometers

(64 to 690 square miles) in size. (An environmental impact statement has been
filed by the Department of Interior concerning this proposal, but no Congressional
action has taken place. If the Range should be designated as a Wilderness Area
pursuant to the National Wilderness Act of 1964, a number of restrictions will be
effected; for example, a mineral study will be required, and vehicular use of roads

and trails by the public will be greatly curtailed.)

Contiguous to and at the northeastern corner of the Desert National Wildlife Range is
the relatively small Pahranagat National Wildlife Refuge in Pahranagat Valley. It was
established in 1964 and contains approximately 22 square kilometers (8.4 square miles).

The name "Pahranagat" given the valley by early Indians, means "many waters."

National forest lands around the NTS in addition to the nearby Mount Charleston area
include elements of the Toiyabe National Forest to the north, the Inyo National Forest to
the west, Humboldt National Forest to the northeast, and Dixie National Foreét in southwestern

Utah to the east.

In addition to those recreational areas noted:above, there are a number of other state-
sponsored projects,» Lincoln Copnty contains five state parks or recreation areas--Cathedral
Gorge, Kershaw-Ryan, Beaver Dam,:Echo-Canypn; and .Spring Valley--all of which are northeast
of the NTS. To the north of tﬁéiéest.sitenin-Nye County is the Berlin-Ichthyosaur State

Park where fossil remains-are on di§p1ay.’vThese include mammoth sea reptiles from prehistoric
times, some of which weighed ove? 45 metric toris (50 tons). There are two state-managed
wildlife refuges--the Wayne-Kirch Wildlife Management Area at Adams-McGill Reservoir in
eastefn Nye County and the Overton Wildlife Management Area in Clark County just east of

the Valley of Fire State Park. The Ward Charcoal Ovens Historic State Monument in White

Pine County is the site of six excellently constructed ovens used during the 1870°'s-80's
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to make charcoal for use in the smelters of nearby mines. Similar kilns, the Tybo Charcoal

Kilns, are located in Hot Creek Valley north of the Nellis Air Force Range.

Airspace Control

The airspace above the Nevada Test Site lies within what is identified as Special Use
Airspace by Federal Aviation Authority regulations (see. Reference 16). The airspace above
the Nevada Test Site has been designated R-4808 and is contiguous with restricted

airspace designations R-4806, R-4807, and R-4809 which cover all of the Nellis Air Force

“Range and the Tonopah Test Range. This entire-airspace is a restricted area over which

the flight of aircraft, while not wholly prohibited, is subject to limitations. Clear-
ance must be obtained from the controlling agency. Agencies having a requirement to
overfly 6r pénetrate R-4808 are required to éontact the ERDA Operations Coordination
Center (0CC), at the NTS Control Point (CP), providing the type of aircraft, organization,
and the purbose of the flight penetration. The OCC approves or denies the request
depending upon the éctivitiés pfogrammed at the time on the NTS. The Air Operations
Center (AOC), which is manned and operated by Air Force personnel under an ERDA-Air Force
agreement, assists the OCC in obtaining clearances from controlling agencies and in
coordinating flighfs associated with the Nellis Air Force Range and the Tonopah Test

Range.
Air Transportation (see Figure I1I1-5)

There are a total of 38 airports in the four-county region surrounding the Nevada Test
Site. These range from smail, unpaved landing strips at ranches and other remote
locations, up to the size of McCarran International Airport. Most of the airports
are unpaved with few or no facilities or services. The table below lists those closest

to the site and the most favorable landing strips in the NTS-lLas Vegas area.

.




/

IT. D.

2-33

THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

1. Surrounding Environs - g. (Cont.)

Air
Distance Current
From NTS No. of

Boundary Annual

km mi Operations ~ Remarks
Desert Rock ' Onsite 1,300 ERDA Control
Yucca Lake Onsite 36 ERDA Control
Pahute Strip Onsite None ERDA Control
Lathrop Wells 5 3 100 General Public
Indian Springs AFAF 27 17 180 Air Force Control
Beatty 31 19 120 General Public
North Las Vegas 85 53 170,000 General Public
McCarran International 95 59 265,000 Commercial

Nellis AFB 98 61 64,000 Air Force Control

The Yucca Lake landing strip has a capability to handle C-54's. The Desert Rock
airstrip has a capability for dual tandem wheel loads of 8,500 pounds. Both of these
airstrips.are primarily used in support of the Nevada Test Site. The Yucca Lake
airstrip is used only for special shipments, while Desert Rock has regularly scheduled
government chafter flights ahd may be used by private aircraft. Desert Rock is an

open field lying just outside (south) of Restricted Airspace R-4808.

The nearest offsite airstrip at Lathrop Wells is also designated as an open field
(there are no attendants). It is an old, abandoned military auxiliary field and can
accommodate C-54 aircraft. Itﬁisbpresently utilized for daylight operations of private

aircraft (no lighting available).

The airport near Beatty is a civil airdrome équipped with navigational aids, including
a rotating beacon. Its 91-meter (300-foot) wide asphalt runway is 1,700 meters
{5,500 feet) long and is equ1pped w1th runway and tax1 strip 11ght1ng The airport

will support C- ]30 or equ1va1ent a1rcraft

i

Indian Springs AFAF is an auxiliary airfier assigned to Nellis AFB, which, in turn is
a major installation assigned to the Tactica]yAir Commarid of the USAF. Indian Springs
has three paved runways, the longest of which is 2,330 meters (7,650 feet) Tong and

has a capability for C-141's. It is used primarily as an auxiliary landing strip for
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operational and training missions over the Nellis Air Force Range. In addition to the
number of fixed-wing aircraft operations shown in the table, helicopters are staged

out of Indian Springs in support of the ERDA underground testing programs at the

Nevada Test Site. It is closed to civilian tréffic. Nellis AFB, located 72 kilometers
(45 miles) from Indian Springs, has virtually an unlimited capabi]ity for aircraft.

The number of oberatioqs shown for Nellis AFB and Indian Springs AFAF in the above table

does not include touch-and-go trajhing flights.

The North Las Vegas Airport has a capability for DC~3's. It is priméri]y used for
general aviation. The McCarran International Airport is the air traffic center used by

major and trunk airlines.

Detailed information concerning these airports and others in the area may be found in

the Airman's Information Manual (see Reference 17).

h.  Highways

U.S. Highway 95 from Las Vegas to Tonopah (Figure II-5) essentially forms the boundary for
the small part of the Nevada Test Site south of Mercury, and skirts both the southern
boundary of the test site through Lathrop Wells and the western boundary of the Nellis Air
Force Range. There are three entrances to the Nevada Test Site from Highway 95; the

main entrance, most frequently used, is the entrance into Mercury. Five kilometers
(three/mi]es) west is the turnoff to the Jackass Flats road which is presently

barricaded. Another 34 kilometers (21 miles) west is the entrance to the Lathrop Wells
road leading to Area 25. Highway 95 is a four-Tane, dual highway from,Las Vegas to

the Jackass Flats turnoff, beyond which it becomes a two-lane highway.

U.S. Highway 93, a two-lane highway from Las Vegas to Ely, Nevada, and points north, lies
just east of the Desert Game Range some 75 kilometers (46 miles) from the test site

boundary. State Highway 25 from Hiko, Nevada, to Warm Springs through Diablo lies

C
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and Rainier Mesa, 2,345 meters (7,694 feet) above sea level. The lowest elevations are in
Frenchman Flat and Jackass FTat, bpth at approximately 910 meters (3,000 feet) above sea level.
These are near the extremes; a 1arge portion of tHe Nevada Test Site is better described as
ranging from about 910 to 1,370 meters (3,000 to 4,500 feet) in the valleys to the south and
éast, rising to 1,700 to 2,100 meters (5,500 to 6,900 feet) in the high country toward the
norfhern and western boundaries. The slopes on the upland surfaces are steep and dissected,
whereas the slopes on the lower surfaces are gentle and alluviated with rock debris from the

adjacent highlands.

There are three principal va11eys.w1thin the test site: (1) Yucca Flat, a north-south elongated
closed basin with a dry lake (playa) at the southern end, (2) Frenchman Fiat, an oval-shaped
closed bésin with‘a playa at the center, and (3) Jackass Flats, a valley that drains off

the test site at its southwest corner. Pahute Mesa, Rainier Mesa, Timber Mountain, and

Shoshone Mountain are prominent highland areas that dominate the test site landscape.

The principal effect upon the terrain from past nuclear testing has been the creation of
numerous craters. A few craters have been caused from tests conducted on or near the surface
during‘the past days of atmospheric testing. There have been tests buried at shallow depths
deliberately designed to produce throw-out craters, such as some of the Plowshare tests
mentioned earlier. Most underground nuclear tests designed to be contained normally produce
subsidence craters caused when the cverburden above the nuclear cavity collapses or
“chimneys" to the surface. -This is particularly common in the Yucca Flat, where most of

the underground testing has occurred. Figure II-8 shows a view of Yucca Flat. The
“pockmarks" are subsidence craters. In the past, the astronauts have used the test site for

training missions prior to their journeys to the moon.
3. Climate and Meteorology
The climate varies significantly over short distances in response to complex orographic

influences and with pronounced variations from one year to the next. Extremes of climate

are exemplified by conditions on the high plateaus in contrast to the dry lake beds.
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northeast of the test site about 34 kilometers (22 miles) away. The northern entrance
to the test site is accessible from this hoghway (Figure II-2 and II-3). North of
the Nevada Test Site, Highway 6 from Tonopah through Warm Springs passes within about

89 kilometers_(55 miles) of the test site boundary.

The major interstate highway, I~15; passing through Las Vegas from Salt Lake City to
Southern California has its closest approach distance of about 90 kilometers (56 miles)

to the east.
i. Railroads

The closest mainline railroad is the Union Pacific which serves Las Vegas, connecting

southern California with points east (see Figure Ii—6).

There is a short, nine-mile, standard guage railroad within Area 25.  That facility was
equipped so that theﬁro1]ing’stock could-be remotely operated. It served to interconnect

the facilities located in this area when the NRDS was in operation.

The construction of a raifroad spu; has been proposed to interconnect both Area 25
‘and Mercury with the Union Pacific Railroad. The recommended rail spur route, most
likely to enjoy pub]iﬁ acceptance, avoids the city of Las Vegas and ties into the
existing rail lines at the Dike Siding located 16 kilometers (10 miles) northeast of

Las Vegas.
2. Topography (see Figure II-7)

The topography of the Nevada Test Site is typical of much of the Basin and Range physiographic
province in Nevada, Arizona, and Utah. There are numerous north-south trending, linear,
rugged mountain ranges separated by broad, flat-floored and gentle-sloped valleys. On the

test site the higher elevations are on Pahute Mesa, approximately 2,205 meters (7,235 feet)
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Annual precipitation depends mainly on elevation and varies on the average from about

0 centimeters (4 inches) at an elevation of 910 meters (3,000 feet) in Frenchman Flat to
abuat 30 centimeters (12 inches) at an elevation of 2,150 meters (7,000 feet) on Pahute
Mesa. The annual precipitation cycle displays a double maximum, with the primary maximum

in winter and a secondary maximum in summer; Winter precipitation often falls as snow at
“the higher elevations; however, snow cover is intermittent and seldom persists for more

than a few weeks at one time. Suﬁmer precipitation occurs in association with thunderstorms

which are intense enough at times to produce 1oca1fzed flash flooding.

Temperature over the valley floors is characterized by a large daily range. Average
temperatures for the warmest and coldest hours in Frenchmén Flat in January are 12° and
minus 3° C. (53° and 26° F.). Corresponding temperatures in July are 36° and 17° C.

(97° and 62° F.). The daily temperature oscillation on the high plateaus contrasts with
that of the dry lake beds. Data on Rainier Mesa show corresponding temperatures of 3°

and minus 3° C. (37° and 27° F.) in January and 25° and 16° C. (77° and 61° F.) in July.
Temperature extremes of minus 34° and 46° C. (minus 30° and 115° F.) have been observed

on the NTS. Nocturnal air drainage has a pronounced influence on nighttime temperatures.
Average daily minimum temperatures on sloping terrain are from 3-6 degrees (on the Celsius scale)
warmer than on the valley floors with a corresponding reducfibh.in the average daily range.
A more detailed description of the climate of the NTS has been published in ESSA Technical

Memorandum, ERLTM-ARL-7 (Reference 18).
4. Geology

Investigations of the geology of the Nevada Test Site, including detailed studies of numerous
drill holes and tunnels, have been iﬁibkbgreééﬁby~€héfh.si“6eological‘éﬁfvey and other
organizations since 1951, shortly aftér'tﬁe.téé% éite was estaBTishéH.‘ The geologic studies
were expanded in the late ]950'5 and early 1960's as underground tests became the established
mode for testing nuclear explosives. In the early 1970's, geologic investigations were

intensified at all underground explosion sites as part of the determined effort to better
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understand and effect the cqntainment of all puclear explosions beneath the ground. It
is probably correct to describe the Nevada Test Site as the geologically best-known large

area”within the United States (see References 19 and 20).

The génera] geology (see Figures II-9 and II-10) of the test sife can be simply described
as being comprised of three‘major rock units--(1) complexly folded and faulted sedimentary
rocks of Pa]eozqi; age ovef]ain at many p]aces.by (2) volcanic tuffs and lavas of Tertiary
age;hwhich in the valleys are eovered by (3) alluvium of late Tertiary and Quaternary

age, which was derived from erbsion of the nearby hills of Tertiary and Paleozoic rocks.
The volcanic rocks in the valleys are downdroppgd and tilted along steeply dipping normal
faults of late Tertiary age; the alluvium is rageiy faulted. Compared to the Pa1eqzoic

rocks, the Tertiary rocks are relatively undeformed and dips generally are gentle.

The sedimentary rocks of Paleozoic age are many thousands of feet thick and comprise mainly
carbonate rocks (dolomite and limestone) in the upper and lower parts, separated by a middle

section of clastic rocks (shale and quartzite).

The volcanic rocks‘of Tgrtiqry age are predominantly tuffs which erupted from various volcanic
centers, and lavas, mostly of rhyolitic composition. The aggregate thickness of the volcanic
rocks 1is many‘th?usands of feet, but at most places the total thickness of the section is far
1ess because of erosion or nondeposition. These mqteria]s erupted before the collapse of
large volcanic centers known as calderas. The Timber Mountain caldera near the west-central
border of the test site, and the Silent Canyon caldera, now buried beneath Pahute Mesa, are two

of the better studied calderas on the test site (Figure II-9).

Alluvial materials fill the intermontane valleys and cover the adjacent slopes. They attain
thicknesses of 600 to 900 meters (2,000 to 3,000 feet) in the central portions of the valleys.
The alluvium in Yucca Flat is vertically offset along the prominent north-south-trending

Yucca fault. The geologically recent offset along the Yucca fault is marked by a conspicuous 4;;L/

“topographic scarp in northern and central Yucca Flat.
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When an underground nuclear explosive is detonated, the energy release almost instantaneously
produces extremely high temperature and pressure that vaporizes the nuclear device and
surrounding rock. Within a fraction of a second after detonation, a generally spherical
cavity is formed at the emplacement position. As the hot gases chill, a lining of

molten rock forms over‘the cavity walls and puddles at the cavity bottom. Figure II-11

shows the wall of a tunnel dug into the vicinity of the cavity of an underground nuclear
explosion. The dark areas (arroWs) are injected melt that has been quenched in cracks

within cold country rock.

After a period of minutes to hours, as the gases in the cayity cool, the pressure subsides,
and the weight of the overburden causes the cavity roof to collapse producing a vertical,

rubble-filled column known as a rubble chimney. This sequence is illustrated in Figure II-12.

Commonly the rubble chimney extends to thevground surface forming a subsidence crater.
Numerous subsidence craters are present at the test site. Subsidence craters generally

are bowl-shaped depressions with a diameter ranging from about 60 to 600 meters (200 to 2,000
feet), and a depth ranging from a few to 60 meters (200 feet) depending upon the depth of

burial and the explosive energy yield.

Some deeply buried explosions of low yield form cavities that do not collapse to the
surface and consequentTy do not create subsidence craters. Formation of a sufficiently
strong arch is required to prevent collapse to the surface. In the case of the GNOME
detonation at Carlsbad, New Mexico, in 1961, chimney collapse did not reach the surface.
Entry to the cavity was made five months later as shown in Figure II-13. The man standing

on the rubble pile indicates the scale.

Past underground nuclear tests in Yucca Flat and Pahute Mesa have fractured the ground
surface above the explosions and have caused displacement of the surface along preexisting
faults adjacent to explosion sites. Figure II-14 shows typical surface effects at the

U2bs (Starwort) site. STARWORT was an 85-kiloton device detonated in April 1973. At most
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subsurface nuclear explosions, the ground surface is cracked within the subsidence crater
and for several tens of meters outside the crater rim; these cracks are radial and
circumferential and are related to uplift of the ground surface at the .time of the

explosion and to the subsequent collapse forming the subsidence crater (Reference 21).

Underground nuclear explosions adjacent to preexisting faults generally cause minor
displacements of the réqks along the faults. The prominent Yucca fault in Yucca Flat has
ground-shock-induced displacement by nuclear explosions along most of its length of 25
kilometers (15 miles). The vertical displacement of the Yucca fault at the ground surface
is mostly Jess than 0.3 meters (one foot), but at a few places it is displaced as much as
0.46 meter (1 1/2 feet). The largest resultant vertical displacement is along the Carpetbag
fault in northwest Yucca Flat where the vertical afsp1acement is about 2 1/2 meters (eight
feet) along a distance of about a hundred meters (325 feet). Preexisting faults on Pahute
Mesa charactéristically exhibit displacement from nuclear explosions, resulting in vertical
offsets of about 0.3 meter (one foot) or less for distances along the fault of as much as
five kilometers (three miles). The chéractéristic subsidence and the radial and
circumferential fracture pattern developed in the alluvial surface for Yucca Flat explosions
are not observed for Pahute Mesa explosions, because there is well-consolidated volcanic
rock 1hstead of alluvium at the surface on Pahute Mesa. None of the displacements along
reactivated faults has extended beyond the boundaries of the test site and none has produced
any. significant environmental effect insofar as present or foreseeable uses of the test

site are concerned.
Hydrology

The hydrology of NTS has been studied intensively since the mid-1950's, and water quality

in and around the site has been monitored since underground nuclear testing began. The

U.S. Geological Survey, the Environmental Protection Agency (formerly the U.S. Public Health
Service), and the Desert Research Institute of the University of Nevada have conducted

most of these studies. Recently, LASL and LLL have participated actively in studies of

radionuclide content and mobility in groundwater.
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Surface Water

Precipitation on NTS results in surface-water runoff only during unusually intense or
persistent»storms. Rainfall typically infiltrates quickly into the moisture-deficient soil
or runs off in normally dry channels, where it seeps into permeable sands and gravels.
During extreme conditions, however, flash floods may occur. Runoff in the eastern half of
NTS ulitimately collects in the lake beds (playas) of the closed basins, Yucca Flat and
Frenchman Flat, shown in Figure I1I-15. Typically, this water stands on the playas for a
few days to a few weeks before it is lost, mainly by evaporation. Similar playas in
Kawich Valley and Gold Flat collect and dissipate the runoff from the northern part of

Pahute Mesa.

The western half and southernmost part of NTS have integrated channel systems which carry
runoff beyond NTS boundaries during infrequent, very intense storms. Fortymile Canyon

is the.largest of these systems, originating on Pahute Mesa in the northwestern part of
NTS and draining into the normally dry Amargosa River channel about 32 kilometers (20
miles) southwest of NTS. Death Va]ley; California, is the ultimate destination of the
Amargosa River channel. Within NTS, the Fortymile Canyon channel and its tributaries are
restricted to well-incised canyons, but in the Amargosa Desert, the channel splits into
several tributaries. Like the AMéfgosa River, these channels are typically dry- for

many months at a time.

The other major NTS ﬁributarfes to the Amarébéa:RivéF are Topopah Wash, which runs southwesterly
from Jackass Divide in south-central NTS -into thé:Amargosa,Desert near Lathrop Wells,

and Rock Valley, which drains frﬁm“southerﬁmpstiNTS_westward and then southward to Ash

Meadows in east-central Amargosa ﬁesent: Bothﬁare similar to Fortymile Canyon in

hydrologic aspects.
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Timber Mountain (see Figure II-17). The top of the fiow system, the water table, has an
irregular configuration with higher surfaces coinciding with the higher elevations, the

local sources of recharging water.

Depths to groundwater beneath NTS vary from about 200 meters (660 feet) beneath valleys in
the southern part of the test site to more than 500 meters (1,640 feet) beneath part of
Pahute Mesa. The water table depth and configuration are best known in central Yucca Flat
‘and Pahute Mesa where extensive drilling has provided a large number of known levels.
Elsewhere within and around the test site, data are relatively scarce, and features of the
water table are estimated by various methods. The latest such technique begins with the
concept that above certain elevations, preeipitation and recharge to groundwater increase
with altitude. In addition the relatively Tow vertical transmissivity of the underground
media retards the flow of groundwater beneath the higher elevations. For these reasons, the
water table is higher in altitude beneath uplands than beneath valleys. A computer program
has been developed which subdues the land-surface contours and‘adjusts the contours to match
known points on the water table. Figure 11-17 shows the surface resulting from a recent
application of this technique to the NTS area by the Desert Research Institute (Reference 25).
At the centers of the recharging areas, highs on the water tabie, water tends to flow
vertically downward chang1ng to 1atera1 flow w1th depth. Away from centers of recharge,
water 1mmed1ately be]ow the water table tends to flow in the direction of the water table
gradient, parallel tO;the water table.

In eastern NTS, “the water tab]e occurs general]y Ain a]]uv1um and volcanic rocks above the
regional carbonate aqu1fer The flow’ 1n the sha]]owerAperts of the groundwater body is
generally toward the maJor va]]eys (Yucca Flat and Frenchman Flat), where it defiects
downward to join the reg1ona1 dra1nage in the carbonate aquifer to the southwest. In the
Pahute Mesa system, howaver, there is no deep]y under1y1ng aquifer similar to the carbonate
aquifer. The strata beneath the mesa consist of a complex series of interbedded volcanic
rocks with extreme contrasts in hydraulic conductiyity both laterally and vertically. Much
of the water beneath Pahute Mesa is laterally moving underflow from recharge regions to the

north through interconnected zones of high hydraulic conductivity.
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Groundwater

The Amargosa Desert is also the direction of drainage for the two regional groundwater
systems present beneath NTS. The eastern two-thirds of NTS are within the Ash Meadows
groundwater system, which also drains a vast area to the north and east (Figure II-16).
Groundwater in this system generally moves downward through alluvium and volcanic rocks to
the Paleozoic carbonate rocks, in which it then flows generally southwestward to discharge
at the large springs in Ash Meadows, about 40 kilometers (25 miles) southwest of Mercury

(Reference 22).

The Pahute Mesa groundwater system encompasses the western one-third of NTS as well as an
extensive area to the west and north. Water in this system in part moves southward beneath
Pahute Mesa, Fortymile Canyon, and Crater Flat (west of NTS) toward the Amargosa Desert,

and in part flows southwestward to Oasis Valley near Beatty. Groundwater in Oasis Valley
moves southward into the Amargosa Desert through gravels and sands of the ancestral Amargosa

River channels and probably also through the underlying fractured rocks (Reference 23).

Most of the annual discharge from the two groundwater systems--about 21 million cubic
meters (17,000 acre-feet) from the Ash Meadows system and 12 million cubic meters (10,000
acre-feet) from the Pahute Mesa system--is transpired by plants or evaporated from soil and
playas in the Amargosa Desert (Reference 24). Less than one million cubic meters ( a few
hundred acre-feet) yearly may continue southward through the Amargosa channel deposits,
while as much as 6 million cubic meters (5,000 acre-feet) yearly may flow westward from

the Amargosa Desert to discharge at springs in Death Valley.

The water recharging the NTS region ultimately flows toward the southwest in the regional
groundwater flow systems. The flow system extends from the water table to a depth where
the hydraulic conductivity of the rocks is extremely small. That depth is perhaps in excess
of 1,500 meters (5,000 feet) in the area of the NTS. Recharge to the regional systems tends

to be localized in the areas of higher elevation such as Pahute Mesa, the Belted Range, and
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Flow in both regional groundwater systems occurs mainly through fractures in the massive
carbonate and volcanic rocks. The relative volume of fracture openings (fracture porosity)
in fractured aquifers is difficult to measure or even to estimate, and calculations of
groundwater velocity are extremely sensitive to this elusive parameter. Average groundwater
velocity (v) within the lower carbonate aquifer beneath central Yucca Fiat was estimated
through use of the standard equation: v = Q/A*P. Of the variables, the volume of flow through
the aquifer, Q, and the cross-sectional area of flow, A, are reasonably well known. However,
the magnitude of the effective porosity, P, may be as large as one or two percent or as Tow
as 0.01 percent. Thus, a two order of magnitude variation is possible. The area of
underflow used in the equation was assumed to be 16 kilometers (10 miles) wide and 1,500
meters (5,000 feet) thick. The quantity of water moving through the lower carbonate aquifer
probably is less than 430,000 cubic meters (350 acre-feet) per year. Utilizing the

cited values, the estimated_average velocity in central Yucca Flat ranges from 2 to 180
meters (6 to 600 feet) per year (Reference 22). Although the exact stratigraﬁhic positions
of the two sampling points are not known, carbon-T4 analyses of water from Well 2, a

primary industrial supply well in northern Yucca Flat, and from Well C-1, a primary potable
water supply well in southern Yucca Flat, suggest a velocity near the Tower value (Reference
26). Using even the higher value as an average veiocity, however, the transit time for water

to reach Frenchman Flat from central Yucca Flat is more than a century.

Similar calculations for the much greater discharge through a restricted section of the
carbonate aquifer in western Mercury Valléy result in velocities from 180 to 18,000

meters (600 to 60,000-feet) per year. Such high velocities are unlikely to prevail for more
than the very short distances in which fhe;aquifer~is-Jatgrally restrictgd by older clastic,
less permeable rocks. Beneath Frenchman Flat and Mercufy Valley, the discharge of the Ash
Meadows system is.enhanced by mixing w%th flow from'theveast,_and groundwater velocity is

intermediate between the values cited above for Yucca Flat and western Mercury Valley.

\<"> Vertical flow through the volcanic rocks beneath Yucca Flat and Frenchman Flat is retarded

by the bedded and zeolitized tuffs, which have interstitial hydraulic conductivities of less
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than 0.0002 meter per day (0.0007 foot per day) as determined from laboratory tests on cores.

‘*These confining beds limit downward flow to rates of less than 0.05 meter (0.2 foot) per year

(Reference 22). Assuming that the tuff aquitard beneath Yucca Flat has an average saturated

“thickness of 305 meters (1,000 feet), the fastest time for water to move vertically from the

top to the bottom of the tuff aquitard is about 6,000 years.

" Groundwater vé]oéity beneath Pahute Mesa was estimated using the same equation that was

applied to flow in the carbonate aquifer beneath Yucca Flat. The area of underflow {A) used

in the computaiion was 24 kilometers (15 miles) wide and 1,070 meters (3,500 feet) thick. The
quantity of water (Q) moving through this area was estimated at 9.9 million cubic meters

(8,000 acre-feet) per year. For effective poroéities (P) ranging from 0.5 to 20 percent,

the estimated velocities beneath the mesa ranged from 2 to 76 meters (7 to 250 feet) per year.
Low-permeability blocks between fractures may result in velocities that vary as much as two

or three orders of magnitude over short distances. A median value of 10 percent porosity
probably is the most acceptable value, assuming that most groundwater movement occurs along
interconnected fractures with less movement through interstices. Computations using this value

of porosity yield velocities of about 5 meters (15 feet) per year (Reference 23).

These calculations indicate that water from some explosion sites on Pahute Mesa could travel
to the boundary of the NTS in about 20 years if a maximum possible rate of travel is assumed
everywhere. However, it would require a century or more before the groundwater could move
from the contiguous government-controlled land of the Nellis Air Force Range. At the more
probable groundwater velocities for the area, water from sites of Pahute Mesa tests could not

leave government-controiled land for more than 1,000 years.

Preliminary data from a single well tracer test {a new technique being developed) using
Well J-12 at Jackass Flats suggest a groundwater velocity of about 52 meters (170 feet) per
year. - This is consistent with velocities calculated by Blankennagel and Weir (Reference 23)

for similar fracture tuffs beneath Pahute Mesa.
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Water Supply

Groundwater from as many as 17 wells has supplied the demands of NTS operations. Since 1961,
wells in Yucca Flat, Frenchman Flat, and Mercury Valley have produced a total of about

1.2 million cubic meters (1,000 acre-feet) annually from the Ash Meadows groundwater system
(Reference 27). Withdrawals from the Pahute Mesa system are less well known, but pumping
from Wells J-12 and J-13 in western Jackass Flats is estimated to have provided between
370,000 and 680,000 cubic meters (300 and 550 acre-feet) annually to the Nuclear Rocket
Development Station during the 1960's. Pumping from Pahute Mesa supply wells probably peaked
in 1967, when 420,000 cubic meters (342 acre-feet) were pumped in addition to the production

in Jackass Flats.

The quality of water available to NTS is generally good for most purposes. Wells producing

from the Pahute Mesa system yield water containing between 150 and 200 milligrams of dissolved
solids per liter. Somewhat higher values, between 275 and 450 milligrams per liter, characterize
most water from the Ash Meadows groundwater system. Water from Wells C and C-1 in southern

Yucca Flat slightly exéeeds recommended Timits (500 milligrams per liter) for dissolved solids,
having about 650 milligrams per liter. About half of the wells throughout NTS will produce

water having fluoride concentrations that are approximately at or exceed guidelines for
continuous-use supplies (Reference 22). These water supplies are used by an adult population

and only on an intermittent basis. ' Therefore, fluoride-caused tooth discoloration is not

considered of serious concern.

Effects of Past Nuclear Tests

The pressure of cavity 'growth during an-undérground nuclear explosion compresses the rocks
surrounding the exﬁ]osion site and raises the Tand surface over a wide area. If these

rocks are saturated with water, the loss of -porosity by compaction causes a fluid-pressure mound
centered on the explosion site. With the collapse of the rubble chimney, however, the new

void space in the rubble is initially lacking in or devoid of water. Consequently, the
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early postexplosion hydraulic condition at the site of an event beneath the water table
includes a pressure mound around the explosion site with a pressure depression in the center
causing groundwater flow toward and into the unsaturated rubble and the interstitial spaces
within thé rubble chimney. For periods ranging from about 1 year to more than 10 years,
groundwater moves toward the cavity and chimney from all directions until equilibrium is
reached. Until equilibrium occurs, waterborne radioactivity cannot leave the rubble
chimney. In comparison with the long times required for groundwater at NTS to move beyond

Federally controlled lands, the period of chimney filling is of minor significance.

Permanent physical effects immediately surrounding the detonated device are porosity changes
in the rock media and minor increases in groundwater infiltration due to the entrapment

of surface runoff by the subsidence sink (if a sink is formed). There has been no evidence
of open, explosion-produced fractures extending further than a few cavity radii that might
increase water-transport velocities in the tuff aquitard. More than 300 records of water-
level and water-pressure response to explosions at NTS have been collected from dozens of
observation wells. Beyond a distance of ten kilometers (six miles) from even the largest
of NTS evénts, only transient (hydroseismic) changes have been observed. However, pressure
changes that were sustained for periods of days to weeks occurred in three wells within
eight kilometers (five miles) of the Handley event, a 1970 test with a yield of about one
megaton. These changes were mainly pressure increases and apparently resulted from closing

of pre-existing fractures under the test-produced compfessive stress .(Reference 28).

Investigations have been carried out since 1957 to define the hydrology of NTS and to evaluate
the effects of nuclear testing on the hydrologic system. Particular emphasis has been directed
toward determining if radionuclides have been introduced into fhe groundwater systems. The
primary source of radiocactivity at the NTS is the combination of fission products, neutron-
1nduced'radioactivity in surrounding matéria]s, and unburned nuclear fuel remaining from each

underground test. This creates a large, buried radicactive waste inventory at each detonation

.
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site, which is--in the practical sense--irretrievable and which requires long-term surveillance.
This surveillance has included the sampling and analysis of water from drill holes completed

in the sites of explosions beneath the water table, from test wells drilled and pumped in

an attempt to draw water from nearby explosion sites, from water-supply wells and springs
throughout the test site and adjacent areas, and from water-producing holes driljed for other

purposes.

After ratification of the Limited Test Ban Treaty in August 1963, which prohibited atmospheric
testing, and in the early days of underground testing which followed, there was emphasis on
learning about contamination of the Paleozoic carbonate aquifer beneath Yucca Flat. In
September 1963, the BILBY event was detonated in tuffs below the water table but close enough
to the Paleozoic interface to cause concern. Subsequently, a monitoring hole (U3cn5) was
drilled immediately adjacent to the rubble chimney and completed- in the underlying Paleozoic
carbonate aquifer about 100 meters (328 feet) below the explosion cavity. Its purpose was

to determine if contamination had occurred. During the following decade, approximately 300,000
cubic meters (80 million gallons) of water were pumped from the aquifer without producing
detectable explosion-produced radioactivity. No waterborne nuclides, not even tritium,

could be induced to penetrate downward from the cavity into the Paleozoic aquifer.

Four other similar Ghderg}ound‘events have been detonated near the water table: CUP

(1965) detonated in-tuff just ébove the water table and estimated to be close to the

Paleozoic interface; CORDUROY (1965) detonated below the water tablein bedded tuff, again
close to the Paleozoic interface; NASH and BOURBON (1967) both detonated within the Paleozoics

(dolomite and limestone, respectively) above but close to the water table. Since 1971,
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there have been no nuclear events detonated (1) within the Paleozoics less than a cavity
radius above the water table, or (2) below the water table Tess than a cavity radius

above the Paleozoic interface.

Water has been recovered from drill holes completed at the sites of events where the cavity
formed extended below the water table. Analyses have shown the most abundant radionuclides
identified in the water fromvthese sites have been tritium (hydrogen-3) and decay

products (such as strontium-90 and cesium-137) of radioactive gases producad during nuclear

detonations.

The FAULTLESS event was conducted in tuffaceous sediments and zeolitized nonwelded tuffs in
Hot Creek Valley in Central Nevada at a depth of 975 meters (3,200 feet) on January 19, 1968.
Sheared casing in the reentry hole prevents direct access to chimney water but the cased hole
serves as a standpipe to measure the water level and to provide samples of water entering

the chimney as it fills. Although water level fluctuations occurred, continuously increasing
levels did not begin until Septémber 1974--almost seven- years éfter the event. By November
1976, the water level had risen to 562 meters (1,843 feet), still about 400 meters (1,300 feet)
below the preevent level. Tritium concentrations, measured in August 1976; varied with '
depth of sample from 920,000 pCi/ml (920 RCG)* at 789 meters (2,590 feet) to 2.2 pCi/ml
(0.002 RCG) at 576 meters (1,890 feet). It is expected that for FAULTLESS, radionuclides
will not leave the immediate site area until preevent equilibrium has been reestablished--

now estimated on the basis of cavity fill rates to take at least 20 years.

*One picocurie (pCi) is one milljonth of one millionth of a curie (107!2 curie). One curie is that

amount of radioactivity decaying at a rate of 3.7 x 10!° disintegrations per second (dps). The

Radiation Concentration Guide (RCG) used for tritium was 1,000 pCi/mi as taken from ERDAM 0524 N
(Reference 29). ERDAM 0524 details the radiation protection standards used by ERDA, which in turn

are based upon the radiation concentration guides (RCG) recommended by the National Council on

Radjation Protection and Measurements (NCRP) and other agencies.
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The CANNIKIN event was detonated November 6, 1971, on Amchitka Island, Alaska, at a depth
of 1,791 meters (5,875 feet) below the land surface in submarine and subaerially deposited
clastic rocks of volcanic origin. The CANNIKIN cavity/chimney complex filled in about one
year by partly capturing water flow from a surface stream. The maximum amount of radio-

activity found in water samples taken from the cavity was (Reference 30):

Gross Alpha 100 picocuries per liter (10 RCG)*
Gross Beta 2,900 picocuries per liter (29 RCG)*
Tritium 2,400 microcuries per liter (2,400 RCG)**

The STARWORT event was conducted at 562 meters (1,845 feet) below Yucca Flats, NTS, in
April 1973. By May 1974, water had risen in the chimney to 655 meters (2,150 feet} and
remained essentially at this level until the well was destroyed by a nearby nuclear detonation

in December 1975. Analyses of water samples taken from the cavity region showed (Reference 31):

Gross Alpha 4 picocuries per liter (0.4 RCG)
Gross Beta 6,800 picocuries per liter (68 RCG)
Tritium 290 microcuries per liter (290 RCG)

Water samples taken at selected horizons from the chimney of the CAMBRIC event, a 1965 nuclear

detonation in the alluvium of Frenchman Flat, have shown the following concentrations:

¢

Strontium=-90 3 x 10 g microcuries per milliliter (30 RCG)***
Cesium-137 1 x 10 ~ microcuries per milliliter (0.05 RCG)***
Tritium 6,000 microcuries. per liter {6,000 RCG)

RCG taken as 10 picocuries per liter (pC1/1) for gross a]pha and 100 picocuries per liter
for gross beta (ERDAM 0524). : ‘

*k R ; .
One microcurie (uCi) is one millionth of a curie (1076 curie).

**RCG for strontijum-90 taken as 1 x 10-7 uCi/ml. RCG for cesium-137 taken as 2.0 x 1075 uCi/ml

*
\) (ERDAM 0524).
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The total quantity of tritium remaining at this site indicates that little, if any outflow

has ‘occurred even though hydraulic equilibrium may have been reestablished several years ago.
As a part of this study, an attempt is under way to pump contaminated water from a second

well (RNM-2s) drilled 91 meters (300 feet) from the explosion site. The first breakthrough

of tritium activity was detected in September 1976. By the end of November about 681,374

cubic meters (180 million gallons) of water had been pumped from the well, and the breakthrough
of tritium was confirmed. Pumping in-RNM2s started in October 1975. - Note that it required
about a year of pumping to move tritium a distance of 91 meters (300 feet) under an induced

hydrologic gradient many hundreds of times the natural hydrologic gradient. The pumping

7 microcuries

has continued and, as of June 1977, the highest level observed was 3.6 x 10
per milliliter. No explosion-related radiocactivity other than tritium has been detected thus

far.

Another event, code-name ALMENDRO, was detonated at a depth of 1,064 meters (3,490 feet)
in igneous rock on Pahute Mesa in June 1973. The cavity has remained too hot to obtain
a reliable bottom-hole temperature, strongly indicating that filling by groundwater

is progressing very slowly.

The above studies, although not definitive in documenting the rate at which radionuclides can
be induced to migrate in groundwater, suggest that the radioactive nuclides remain in the

vicinity of the explosion site.

However, the presence of tritium, at levels above those occurring naturally, has been found
in groundwater of the tuff and alluvium beneath Area 2 in northwestern Yucca Flat. Tritium
was first found by LLL 1n‘groundwater inflow to a chamber mined in partly we]déd tuff beneath
Area 2 in April 1974 (Reference 32). The level of tritium activity in the water rose to

1.1 x ]0'2 microcurigs»per.mi]]i]iter by September 1974. The chamber was expended in nuclear
testing shortly thereaftef. The maximum tritium level exceeded fhe RCG for public drinking

water by about a factor of eleven. No gamma-emitting isotopes were detected in
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the one sample that was checked. Therefore, it is presumed that soluble nuclides such as
cesium-137, antimony-125, and ruthenium-106 were retarded in flow toward the chamber, by

sorption processes, so that they had not yet reached the sampling point.

Liquid samples bailed from an exploratory hole, about 1,000 meters (3,300 feet) south of the
chamber cited above, were obtained in May 1975. These were found to have tritium levels
less than the RCG but well in excess of the naturally occurring tritium concentration of

Yucca Flat water.

Each of the holes from which these samples were taken were within the range of 360 and 770
mgtgrs (1,200 and 2,600 feet) of two past nuclear events detonated below the water table in

volcanic rock.

The presence of tritium also has been observed below the water table in ground water
samples taken from the Paleozoic rocks in Area 2. The most likely source is from a
nuclear device expended in January 1967. The tritium was observed in water pumped from an
exploratory hole in May 1977. The exploratory hole had been drilled some 600 feet away

from the expended device. The highest level of tritium observed was 180 pCi/m1 (0.18 RCG).

Tritium has also-been found:below:the water table in tuff in Area 4 in April 1977.

3 .Ci/ml

The highest level observed just at the $tatjc_water level was 4.5 x 107
(4.5 RCG). The closest nuclear device-expended in that yicinity was one detonated in

February 1974 740 feet away in tuff.

[
5

The effects expected from this migration.of tritium are discussed in Section IV.A.4.
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A Long-Term Hydrologic Monitoring Program for the Nevada Test Site and vicinity (Reference 33)
has been designed to provide surveillance at points of public use, at "early warning"
locations close to and down gradient from the centers of testing, and at points of groundwater
exit from the Nevada Test Site. Saﬁp]ing points were selected which are representative of

the various components of the grqundwater flow systems and where care can be exercised so

that samples are free from contamination by surface water and atmospheric fallout. The
groundwater sampling points are differentiated on the basis of sampling frequency into two
networks--one is sampled monthly and one semiannually. Twelve stations (a1l deep wells) are
sampled monthly and 20 stations (3 springs and 17 wells) are sampled semiannually forming

a combined network of 32 stations (Figure II-18). Except for those wells mentioned in

the preceding paragraphs, which were de]iberate]y‘drf11ed into or near nuclear chimneys, the
levels of radioactivity are Tow--up to 1.5 x 10'8 microcuries of tritium per milliter. Two
wells in Area 6 used earlier in a tritium-migration study do produce water having about

1.5 x 10'7 microcuries per milliliter, or 0.00015 of the RCG for public drinking water.

A computer flagging system to detect anomalous analytical results and make appropriate
notification is operational on a routine basis. Incoming analytical results are compared
by computer with historical results. In the event that one or more of the programmed
parameter limits is exceeded, the computer prints all existing information on that sample

point including all previous analytical results.

The Desert Research Institute has recently initiated studies to investigate water movement and
contamination transport through the unsaturated zone. The unsaturated zone, the region between
the ground surface and the water table, is made up of three zones: -the capillary zone, the
intermediate zone, and the soil moisture zone. Under certain saturation and infiltration
conditions, transport through the unsaturated zone may take place at a higher velocity, with a
higher concentration of radionuclides in the water than through the saturated zone. Eighty-five
percent of all nuclear testing on NTS has taken place in this zone. Radioactivity from testing
in the unsaturated zone and any contamination from waste storage or disposal on NTS would have.

to migrate downward through this unsaturated zone before it could enter the groundwater systems.

-
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Another study concerns what méy Beﬁa consiaerab1e quantity of direct recharge through the
unsaturated zone. The southern part of Yucca Flat is a playa having a fiat bed of clay-sized
sediment. In 1961 and again in 1969 the playa developed cracks about two kilometers 1on§

and up to three meters wide at the surface. These features are believed not to be related

to nuc]eaf testing since traces of cracks appear on earlier (pre-testing) aerial photographs
of the lake bed. After moderatelto intense precipitation, water on the playa pours into

the open 1969 crack at rates of several thousand Titers per minute. A measurement system

was installed and has been operational since 1974 to measure this amount of recharge.

At various times in the past, claims have been made by private, municipal, and industrial
owners fhat their water wells have been damaged by explosions at NTS. Investigations of these
claims can only rére]y be conclusive, but in most cases, allegations of declining yield or
deteriorating quality appear to correlate better with areas in which overdevelopment has

dewatered the freshest and most productive aquifers.

Sudden failures of casing in some wells in Las Vegas Valley and elsewhere similarly seem more
related to land subsidence cqused by overdraft pumping. Detailed field experiments between
1968 and 1972 confirmed that fluid-pressure oscillations caused by seismic waves do result in
surging of water into and out of wells, often causing temporary increases in turbidity of

the water. Wells so affected, however, pump measurably turbid water under normal cohditions,
indicating improper screening in unconsolidated deposits. Experience with the 17 supply wells
at NTS, some of which have been subjected to the severe effects of explosions less than 1.6
kilometers (1 mile) away without damage, indicates that properly constructed wells are not

damaged by effects of distant explosions alone.
Ground Motion and Structural Response
An unavoidable consequence of underground nuclear testing is the generation of ground motion.

In 1963, concern over the possible effects this might have on communities located near the test <

site and especially on structures within those communities prompted the AEC to initiate an
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extensive program to document and analyze ground motion and the response of structures to
that motion. The objectives have been to develop theories and methods to accurately predict
the ground motion expected from a detonation and the response of structures to the seismic

Toad.

When a nuclear explosion occurs underground, most of the explosion energy is expended in the
formation of a cavity. The sequence of phenomena resulting from this is discussed in IV.A.l.a.
Early in the explosion history, a strong compressional shock wave is formed and moves outward
from the explosion, vaporizing and melting the rocks during the Tate stages of cavity growth.
When the available energy has diminished to a level where cavity Qrowth ceases, the shock

wave breaks away from the cavity wall and continues to move outward in all directions. The
“energy, now less than 5 percent of the total explosion energy, is rapidly dissipated in crushing
the rocks out to a distance of several cavity radii. By now, fhe shock wave has decayed to

a longitudinal elastic wave (P) containing less than one percent of the explosion energy.

As the P wave encounters discrete geologic interfaces within the earth, a shear component of
motion (S) is added through the processes of reflection and refraction. At the free surface,
these same'processes cause the transformation of some of the P and S wave energy into surface

waves (Rayleigh and Love) which will be propagated only at the surface.

Thus, the initial compression-rarefaction shock wave is altered into a complex elastic wave
train which at distances beyond 50 kilometers (30 miles) will resemble a natural earthquake.
For a more comprehensivye discdssioh of the generation of seismic signals, see Reference 34.
The amplitudes-of the freeréuﬁface motions -attenuate rapidly with increasing distance from
the explosion site. Theifree surface motions are resolved into threé,orthogona]vcomponents
by seismic-instruments and the.strength of the motion 1is typified by the obseryed peak

particle acceleration, velocity, and displacement.

By carefully measuring and analyzing the seismic motions from a large number of tests, it has
been possible to identify those parameters which influence the characteristics of the ground

motion. The geologic environment in which a nuclear explosion is emplaced has a major
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influence on the strength of the resulting seismic signal. In general, a dense, hard rock

is more efficient in coupling energy into the ground than a porous material. Coupling
efficiency is enhanced in porous media if they are saturated with water. The depth of burial
of the explosion influences the distribution of the available seismic energy into the various
wave modes of the signal. An explosion that is very deeply buried will enhance the high-

frequency components more than the low-frequency components.

Because the elastic waves were initially propagated in all directions away from the explosion,
there are an infinite number of paths along which the energy is transmitted. Each path is
different from all the others owing to the Tocal and regional geology encountered and
consequently, the seismic signal will be slightly different in terms of frequency and
amplitude characteristics along each path. Furthermore, at a given point on the earth's
surface the total seismic signal is made up of a combination of waves which have traveled
along a variety of pathé including those following the earth's surface. it is necessary to
use statistical analysis of observed data to develop methods for predicting ground motion

as a function of yield, burst location, and range. It is also known that the local geology
at any point on the earth's surface will influence the ground:motion -characteristics at that
point which in turn may impact on any facility located there. A loose, poorly consolidated
alluvium layer at the surface will amplify the ground motion in selective frequencies, 5

depending upon the thickness of the layer, and will 1ncreasé the duration of ground shaking.

Research conducted on these variables of explosion-generated ground motion by the Computer
Sciences Corporation (formerly the Environmental Research Co}poration) has resulted in
procedures and techniques for accurately predicting median values and statistical variations
of frequency spectra and amplitudes of ground motion observed at stations around the NTS for

underground nuclear tests (Reference 35).

Ground motion effects in terms of acceleration amplitudes, expressed in units of gravity (g), ;;

can be broadly ordered as follows:*

*In determining actual ground motion effects, acceleration, velocity, and displacement each must be
taken into consideration.
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0.00005 g--imperceptible except to seismic instruments
0.0005 g -~human perception on high-rise building
0.005 g --human perception on ground

0.05 g --slight damage to structures

0.59¢ --severe damage to structures

These levels are not precise owing to the subjective nature of human perception of motion
and the wide variety of types of structures encountered. The manner in which the structural
elements and materials are arranged and connected, and the height of the structure above

ground level, determines the nature of the building response and whether damage may occur.

Ground motion from tests in the megaton yield range can be perceived by persons a few hundred

kilometers distant--particularly by persons on the upper floors of high-rise buildings

where ground motions generally will be amplified by the structure itself. Slight response
motions have been instrumentally recorded in high-rise buildings in San Francisco from

events of this yield range on the NTS.

When the base of a structure is suddenly moved, the aboveground portion will not respond
immediately but will lag behind because of the inertia and the flexibility of the structure.
Flexibility is related to the engineering design; the construction materials used, and how
the materials are fastened together. These factors, along with other physical paramters
parameters such as the dimensions of the base and the height, determine the fundamental
period free vib?atjon at Which_the’§tr0cture will-oscillate in response to ground motion.

The amplitude of the sfrﬁcturaT response motion“ﬁé dependent upon the spectral composition
and duration of the ground motion. 'Whén“a'talf'structure is subjected to seismic motions, it
exhibits a resonating behavior and the displacement amplitude at the roof is several times
greater than the displacement amplitude at the ground level. For example, an event in the
one-megaton yield rahge produced a horizontal displacement amplitude of 0.5 centimeters at the

base of a 250-foot-high Las Vegas hotel; the roof was dynamically displaced 1.24 centimeters.
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Structural response research over the past decade by URS/John A. Blume & Associates, Engineers,
a NV contractor, has led to the development of techniques for predicting the amount and
character of building response motions, the amount and kind of architectural damage that

may result, and the maximum Tevels of motion to which a building may be subjected before

structural damage occurs (Reference 36).

Actually the damage caused in surrounding communities due to ground motion has not been an
acute problem. Experience has shown that damage to engineered structures such as dams, bridges,
transmission towers, and surfaced highway facilities has been negligible despite. repeated
exposures to ground motion. Transmission towers and highways on the NTS are relatively
invulnerable to very strong motions. Offsite, there is a small risk of some moderate
architectural damage to a few identified structures near the NTS from tests of yields near

one megaton. These are few in number because of the small number of buildings near the test
site and because offsite motion is not sufficiently severe to damage most structures.
Occasionally, special precautions are exercised at some old stone or adobe buildings. For
example, the Exchange Club at Beatty, Nevada, a two-story adobe-wood structure, has been

cleared of persons for several large tests although no damage has ever been obéerved.

Experience has shown that tests above 100 kilotons yield may cause minor architectural damage
in nearby communities. Since the start of the underground nuclear testing program through
December 1976, AEC and ERDA have acknowledged 316 éases of credible damage to offsite
structures and has paid a total of $114,616 in claims. The vast majority of claims are

for nonstructural damage to Tow-rise and residential structures. This damage is principally
in the form of new and aggravated cracks in dry wall and plaster interior walls. Other
damage consists of cracks in stucco and masonry exterior walls, cracked concrete slabs,

cracks in swimming pools, broken windows, broken bric-a-brac, and misalignment of mobile homes.
Minor nonstructural damage has been acknowledged at four high-rise structures in Las Vegas.

The damage consisted of minor cracking in architectural partition walls, cracked sliding glass G 5

doors, cracks in a masonry sun screen, and dislodgment of decorative marble fascia.
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There are 14 metal and nonmetal mines situated within 50 kilometers (31 miles) of the test

site boundaries. Of these, generally about five are worked on a regular or continuous basis

and the others are worked intermittently in response to the mineral market. Three of the mines
are open-pit operations and the rest are underground mines. The damage to mines has been

the subject of a continuing program by the U.S. Bureau of Mines for over a decade. -That program
consists of pre- and postshot detailed examinations of mines within 50 kilometers (31 miles)

to determine the nature and extent of any damage that could result from ground motion produced
by underground nuclear tests. - To date, there has not been a single credible case of damage

to offsite mines.

The Climax Tungsten Mine, Tocated in the northeast corner of the NTS, acquired by the government
after high tungsten prices in 1956 had permitted economic extraction of most of the ore body. An
inspection of that mine in 1964 revealed that an adit on thé mine property had partially
collapsed because the adit was in badly decomposed granite. Another inspection was done

by the USBM on June 28, 1966, following PILE DRIVER, a 56-kiloton test in granite on

June 2, 1966, about 750 meters (2,500 feet) south of the Climax Mine. At that close

range, ground acceleration had been in excess of ten times the acceleration of gravity.

That inspection revealed that the same adit showed additional spalling. For other tests

as close as 5 kilometers (3 miles), there has been no further evidence of spall or other

damage.

Early in the underground nuclear testing program, there was concern about the vulnerability
of Hoover Dam. Because of the distance invo]ved’(approximate]y 210 kiloﬁeters (130 miles)
from Pahute Mesa), the iérgest acceleration measured.at the:dam was 0.0034 g. Early
investigations found that.such small seismic disturbance would have no significant effect
upon the massive structure involved. More recently, concern has been expressed about the
effects test induced ground motion might broduce upon the Southern Nevada Water System.

The System employs pumping stations, treatment plants, tunnels, vertical shafts, storage
reservoirs, surge chambers, and an-extensive underground distribution system. No damage

has been observed at any of these facilities even from the largest underground nuclear test.
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Natural and Stimulated Seismicity

The southern Nevada:-region is generally characterized as an area of moderate seismic activity.

However,'it is influenced by two zones of continuous high seismicity--the San Andreas fault

. system extending along the entire California coast from the Gulf of California to San

Francisco, and a fault system extending from southern California to north-central Nevada
(Reference 37). Because of its proximity to these seismically active zones, the region lies
astride the Zone 2-Zone 3 boundary of the 1969 NOAA Seismic Risk Map (see Figure II-15 in

Reference 38).

There have been some 4,000 earthquakes recorded between 1900 and 1974 within an area of
approximately. 246,000 square kilometers (95,000 square miles), an-approximate 5° grid,
centered about the-NTS'(Reference 39). Most-of these earthquakes were small, inconsequential
events. Only 21 had magnitudes of 5.5 or larger (Figure II-19 and Table II-1) and the
closest event to the test site had a magnitude of 5.6 and occurred about 132 kilometers
(82.miles) to the west on February 11, 1949. The largest event on record was the Owens
Valley earthquake of 1872, The event had a magnitude estimated at 8.3 and the epicenter was

located about 160 kilometers (100 miles) west of -NTS.

The earliest recorded earthquake whose epicenter could be Tocated on the NTS was in January
1935. Durfng the next 26 years to September 1961 (marking the resumption of weapons testing
following the self-imposed moratorium of 1958) there were 23 seismic events located on the
NTS (less than-one event,per. year),-all with magnitudes less than 4.5. From September 1961
to December 1973, there were 390 recorded seismic events located on the NTS. The vast
majority of this activity was the result of nuclear tests and aftershocks related to those

tests. During this period, -there were 322 announced tests conducted at the test site.

It must be realized, however, that prior to Worid War II, there were few, if any seismograph

© stations Tocated in this region and detection of earthquakes for the southwestern United State§;;¥/

was dependent upon a network operating in California. It was not until the early 1960's




2-73

120° H19° 118° Hre 16°

42°- el tani
SEISMIC RISK MAP(AFTER .,
ALGERMISSEN (969)
ZONE 2: MODERATE
DAMAGE MMI vii
20NE 3 :MAJOR DAMAGE
MMI Vil

41 WINNEMUCCA O

SEISMIC RISK i eEISMIC RIS
- ZONE 3 .

q0f |
)
1
o) : AUSTIN
— RENO . Ode—%
FALLON [Tea o
66 7.8
392 ’ ° &8
53
.7.2
3.7

5.5
\ ® TONOPAHO
0 ®
\as\ 5.5

N

38°

BISHOP Q .
[
37°— 56
-1 .df‘j
OWENS VALLEY
1872
362 8.3
o - 50 i
MiES & @@
gheE 50" ° '°°’6l‘6| CAEe
-]
351 xiLOMETERS BARSTOW .

FIGURE TI-19 SEISMIC EVENTS .OF ‘MAGNITUDE GREATER THAN 5.5
'LOCATEDIN THE VICINITY OF THE NTS

14e




2-74

II. D. THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT
7. Natural and Stimulated Seismicity (Cont.)

Tab1e I1-1
MAGNITUDE 5.5 AND LARGER EARTHQUAKES
OCCURRING NEAR THE NTS SINCE 1900%
(WITHIN A 5° GRID)

km Distance

Date Latitude Longitude Magnitude From NTS Center
11/10/16 , 35.5 17.0 6.1 177
12/21/32 38.75 118.0 7.2 208
1/5/33 38.75 118.0 5.7 208
1/30/34 38.0 118.5 6.3 227
5/11/39 38.0 118.0 5.5 190
8/9/43 32 18.2 5.5 217
7/18/46 34.5 116.0 5.7 277
4/10/47 35.0 116.6 6.4 222
2/11/49 37.1 17.75 5.6 132
7/23/52 35.3 118.6 6.1 281
7/29/52 3.3 118.8 6.1 294
7/6/54 39.5 118.4 6.6 336
7/6/54- T 39.0 118.5 5.5 297
7/6/54 39.5 118.5 6.6 341
8/24/54 39.5 118.4 6.8 336
8/31/54 39.5 118.5 5.8 341
9/1/54 39.5 118.5 5.7 341
12/16/54 39.3 118.0 7.8 299
12/16/54 39.3 118.0 6.8 299
12/16/54 39.5 118.0 5.8 318
8/16/66 37.4 114.2 5.6 189

* The Owens Valley earthquake March 26, 1872, was of an estimated magnitude of 8.3.
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that seismograph stations were established in this region--generally in support of the
underground nuclear test program. Therefore, the seismic data of record may not reflect

a true picture of the regional seismicity.

An underground nuclear explosion produces an, initial seismic signal which has characteristics
similar to those of an earthquake and which can be detected worldwide with appropriate
seismometers. In general, an eVent of 20-kiloton yield or less will produce a seismic signal
of body wave magnitude (mp) of 4.8 or less; an event within the range of 20-kiloton to
200-kiloton yield will produce a signal between 4.8 and 5.7 mp; and for an event between

200 kilotons and 1,000 kilotons, the signal will be between 5.7 and 6.3 my.

A11 underground nuclear explosions are followed by a sequence of small earthquakes which

may persist from hours and days upwards to several months. During the period prior to

cavity collapse, most of the seismicity correlates with the deterioration of the explosion
cavity. After collapse occurs,‘the aftershock sequence for smaller-yield events usually ceases
completely. For high-yield events, aftershocks will continue to occur in the media surrounding
the shot point. In such cases, there is an apparent alignment of aftershock hypocenters

with subsurface geologic structures. At one time as many as 34 high-gain seismometers located
on and adjacent to_Pahute»Mesa were utili{ed in the study of the seismicity preceding and
following megaton exp]ogions (Reference -40). The;e stgdies have produced the following

observations:

a. Ninety-five percent of the stimulated earthquake activity is confined to within 14
kilometers (8.7 miles) of ground zqro;and to within 5 kilometers (3 miles) of the

surface.

b. The distribution of aftershocks appears to be controlled by preexisting geologic

structures.
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¢. The aftershock sequence decays to a background level within a period of several
weeks although bursts of activity have occurred several months after some events with
yields of about a megaton. In addition, the strongest aftershock is usually two or

more magnitude units less than the explosion.

A comparison of the seismic signals recorded from large and small explosions indicate that

many intermediate- to high-yield explosions are accompanied by a simultaneous release of

natural tectonic stress (Reference 41 and 42). The energy release is postulated to be in

the form of triggered movement along preexisting faults within the immediate

vicinity of the explosion site. 1In all reported cases of prompt tectonic release, the

magnitude of its seismic signal is much Tess than the madnitude of ‘the signal from the initiating
explosion. Studies on Pahute Mesa subsequent to the higﬁ—yie]d test activity ending in

March 1970 indicated that while the series of megaton range tests had prematurely released
natural tectonic stress; the seismic activity had returned to a level judged to be normal

within two years of the last test--HANDLEY (Reference 37).

The mechanism’by which explosions stimulate earthquake activity is not fully understood

but within the 1imits of testing experience, the regional tectonics beyond the immediate

test location do not appear to be involved. Small strain alterations have been observed

out to distances of about 150 kilometers (93 miles) from most of the low megaton explosions
on Pahute Mesa. However, this does nét appear to have had any effect on naturally active
fault zones which are situated within that range. Beyond 150 kilometers, the observed strain
step i$ comparabie in amplitude to the natural earth tide resulting from the gravitational

attraction of the sun and moon.
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1t had been suggeéted that tests in the one-megaton range affect seismicity at distances

of hundreds of kilometers (Reference 43). To examine this possibi]ity, the USGS

conducted a seismic monitoring program at several areas of known seismic activity located
from 100 to 250 kilometers (62 to 155 miles) from the NTS during fhe execution of
severa1>one-megaton rénge tests. The Fairview Peak area in west-central Nevada located 250
kilometers (155 miles) northwest was monitored during BENHAM; the Silver Peak-Clayton Valley
area located 100 kilometers (62 hi]es) northhest and the Railroad Valley-Grant Range located
100 kilometers (62 miles) northeast were monitored dufing'JORUM (Reference 44).; and the
Fishlake Valley area located 100 kilometers (62 miles) west of the test site, just north

of Death Valley, was monitored during the HANDLEY event (Reference 45). In none of these
cases was there evidence of earthquake stimulation iﬁ the active seismic areas observed,

following the underground tests.

A comprehensive study (see Reference 37) completed in 1974 examined the regional seismicity
and tectonics of the NTS from 1952 through 1973. The results of this study "showed that
the underground nuclear testing program did not produce any detectable influence on the

natural pattern of earthquake activity except in the immediate areas of the shots."
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a. Onsite Radioaotivity

As exp]ainedylater in SectionIiIlD-S: a number of contaminated areas have been created
by programs at the Nevaoa Test Stte Because of this situation, an ennironmental
surve111ance program was estab11shed at the NTS 1n 1955 by the AEC. In 1966, this
program was redef1ned and reconst1tuted to ref]ect the need for data to 1dent1fy,
mon1tor, and evaluate ambient rad1oact1v1ty within the NTS 1n air and water That
1ntens1f1ed program of env1ronmenta1 mon1tor1ng and surve111ance cont1nues today
Background whole= body rad1at1on 1eve1s fron all sources in the southwestern United
States, and outside the NTS, typ1ca11y average 130 m1111rem per year In comparison,
the general NTS background radicactivity from all sources has 1ncreased as a result

of testing since 1951. Even so, the resultant exposure rate generally averages no
more than 250 millirem per year (excluding RADEX* areas). Currently, there are 55
RADEX areas withtn the NTS comprising an esttmated total of about 23 square kilometers
(nine square mi]es). Areas‘having high ptutonium concentrations have been included in
order to minimize the possibilitylof p1utoninm uptake by onsite workers. RADEX areas
are resurveyed on a quarterly basis if they are less than one year old or once per
year if older than one year. This resurvey frequency is maintained so long as radiation

levels of 5 millirem per hour or greater exist.

In 1974, a three-phase program was initiated to investigate more thoroughly the
atmospheric weapons test areas. The first phase was a historical study to assemble
pertinent available information on each event site. The second phase was a preliminary

sampling effort a1ong'the main downwind transects to locate fallout patterns, determine

N
*RADEX areas are "radiation exclusion areas,” fenced to control access by employees. A1l areas where ‘;;;
radiation levels average five millirem per hour or greater have been designated as such.
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the mixture of radionuclides still present, determine plutonium to americium ratios,
delineate the concentkation of plutonium in soil, and examine the depth distribution.
The third phase is planned to more comprehensively samp]é each area and determine
the distribution and inventory of radionuclides présént. The program is completed

through Phase 2, with one area well into Phase 3.

In areas which have been disturbed mechanically, plutonium has been found to depths

of about a meter (3 feet) with the greater plutonium cdncentrations on the order of
one uCi per gram of soil, along with substantial amounts of beta-gamma emitting radio-
nuclides. However, the plutonium in most of the undisturbed areas in on or near the
soil surface; concentrations are in the nanocurie or picocurie per gram range. The
extent of piutonium distribution in most of these areas in only roughly known; the
definition of these distributions still remains to Be determined, and only after
expenditures of considerable money and time will the distribution and inventory be

understood with a reasonable degree of confidence:

Urine bioassay samples from selected NTS workers whose jobs involve a potential for
ingestion or inhalation of radionuclides are routinely collected and analyzed. Sampling
frequencies are based upon a continuing assessment of ‘the exposure potential. Sampling
frequencies vary from annually, quarterly, or monthly to daily in some cases. Urine
samples co]Tected are analyzed for one or more specific radionuclides depending upon

the nature of the radjo]ogica] conditions at the work site. Typical analyses involve

measurement of gross beta-gamma emitting radionuclides, tritium, and plutonium.

Air'éamp]iné.data resu]tfng from the operétion of the onsite surveillance stations
continue to éhoW'fhat the particulate radioactivity collected is primarily due to
natural sourcés and worldwide fallout with the exception of some NTS-related effects in
1971 (residual from BANEBERRY). A network of approximately 23 air sampling stations
\\]I) (Figure II-20) has been operating continuously at the NTS since 1966, primarily at

living and major work sites. Analyses of filter media from these stations, collected on a
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FIGURE II-20 AIR SAMPLING STATION LOCATIONS

Area Sample Station Location

1 Gravel Pit

2 Camp Compound

3 North of Cafeteria

5 Fast of Well 5B Reservoir
Guard, Station 250

6 Maintenance Complex

6 Air Station
Well 3 Complex

9 9-300 Bunker

10 Guard Station 700

11 Guard Station 293

12 Changehouse

Map Code Area Sample Station Location Map Code
la 16 Tunnel Site Maintenance 16a
2a 18 East of Cafeteria 18a
3a North of Cafeteria 18b
5a 19 Echo Peak 19a
5b Stake 19C-10 19b
5¢c 20 West of Aid Station 20a
6a 23 Building 214 23a
6b Health & Safety Buiiding Rooftop 23b
9a 27 West of Dispensary 27a

10a 28 Project HENRE 28a
1a Groom
12a Lake East of Station 1
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weekly basis, have shown no upward trends in particulate radicactive materials and

have remained at Tow levels.

The air sampling stations operate continuously except for a few minutes each week while
the filters are changed at which time they are inspected. They are not inspected more
often unless there is reason to suspect that a release has occurred onsite. Since onsite
activities are under close monitoring at the location of the particular operation, there
is nothing to be gained and considerable expenditures saved by the weekly schedule with-

out any sacrifice in safety.

Figure II-21 graphically portrays the trend of the annual means for 1971 thru 1976
period. Sample activity results are compared with an established "alert level." The
determination of the alert level is based on the Radiation Concentration Guide (RCG) for
unknown radionuclides in air for continuous exposure (168 hours per week) as outlined in

-1

ERDAM 0524. The alert level for beta activity is established at 1.0 x 10 uCi/m1 of

air analyzed after a five-day period, to allow for decay of naturally occurring radionuclides.

Water samples for radiological safety testing purposes have been collected from 66
locations at the NTS .on weekly, monthly, or quarterly schedules to monitor levels of
radioactivity in potab]e water supp]ieé, supply wells, open reservoirs, natural springs,
coqtaminated ponds, and effluent ponds. The Tocation of thése radiological safety sampling
points are shown in Figure 1I1-22. These water samples are to be differentiated from those
samples which are taken to monitor thetradioactivity in g}oundWater,.as mentioned
previously in Section II.D.5.,:Hydrology.g Great -care is'takenfih the sampling of ground-
water to see tﬁat{no surface Qgter orQWor1dwiJe'fa1loutvcan'cohtahinate the Qroundwater
sample. (Most of the water éaﬁp1é§’ana1§iéd for radiological saféety purposes have been

found to be so contaminated.)

Potable water samples have been collected weekly from an average of nine locations within
the NTS. These locations consist of cafeterias, rest rooms, fire stations, and

dispensaries. Figure I11-23 graphically portrays the trend of the data.
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The term "natural springs" encompasses most of the naturally occurring spring-fed
pools located within the NTS. Although these springs may be used occasionally as
drinking water by some indjviduals, they are considered as a separate classification

from potable water sources. In an effort to adequately represent surface water

conditions at the NTS, seven sampling locations have been selected, and all of these

are sampled monthly. A graphic display of the trend of these data is also shown on

Figure II-23.

NTS open reservoir data are also displayed in Figure II-23. Open reservoirs have been
created throughout the NTS to furnish a ready supply of water for various industrial

purposes. Fifteen of these reservoirs have been selected as moth]y sampling locations.

Figure 1I-23 also presents the results of NTS supply well water samples. Seventeen
supply wells were sampled on a monthly basis. Water from these and other wells
throughout the NTS is used for a variety of purposes ranging from sanitary water supply
to drilling mud preparation. The criteria for selecting the particular wells to be

sampled were based upon their potential use for human consumption, and also to indicate

. the possible movement of radioactivity through the groundwater aquifer. Most of these

wells are located in areas where the movement of water in the aquifer is from known
contaminated test areas. To date, the available data have not indicated movement of

contamination through the aquifer.

Figure II-23 also summarizes the latest available data”from contaminated and effiuent
ponds for the shown period. Eighteen locations were sampled to determine the trends

in .the levels of radiocactivity in these storage ponds.

The existing average levels of gross betdvradioaétivity~in‘NTS pbtab]e water samples
are considerably less than the most restrictive radioactivity concentration guides in
ERDAM 0524. The concentration guide for gross radioactivity in potable water and

supply wells is taken as 3 x 1078 uCi/mi.
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In addition to the data discussed above, additional types of samples have been collected
over. the years as part of a routine environmental surveillance program. Since the
sample locations have varied considerably, condensed summaries of these data cannot

be presented. However, the'fesu1ts observed from various soil, vegetation, and ion-
chamber measurements of air samples over the years indicate no radiological hazards to

employees on the NTS.

Tritium s present onsite in tunnel drainage ponds containing water removed from
tunnels where nuclear explosions have taken place.  Tritium concentrations in these
ponds fluctuate, but have decreased approximately 20 percent in the last five years.
Very little test-related contaminated 1iquid has been added to these ponds during this
period; the decrease in levels is due to evaporation, decay, and dilution. Typical
tritium levels in these dfainage tunnel ponds are less than 10'3 uCi/ml. (The Radia-
tion Concentration Guides (ERDAM 0524) for tritium for an average of samples from water

suitable for the general public is 1 X 10~3uCi/ml.)

Trifium levels in drinking water from wells at the NTS are similar to tritium levels
in public water supplies throughout the United States and are less than 0.01 percent

. of the Radiation Concentration Guides (ERDAM 0524). The highest level of airborne tritium

concentrations at the NTS is much less than 1 percent of this concentration guide.

The vast preponderance of the radiocactivity resulting from nuclear tests at the Nevada
Test Site remains in deep underground locations. Subsequent to device detonation,

one or more reentry holes are usually drilled back into the underground radioactive
debris formed by the explosion. -Samples of the debris are brought to the surface

for radiochemical analysis to determine the device yield. During this sample recovery,
small quantities of volatile radionuclides are brought to the surface along with the
debris sample. Several hundred curies of radioactive noble gases (primarily xenon-133)

have been released per year in the past during routine drillback operations and tunnel

.
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ventilations. To minimize the release of the volatile radicactivity to the atmosphere,
the testing laboratories have developed effluent control equipment which either forces
the gases back down into the ground or filters the gases through high-efficiency filters
and activated charcoal systems to trap particulate debris and radioiodine before the
gases.are released to the atmosphere. When radiocactive gases are detected in a tunnel
following a tunnel detonation, a comparable system of filters is used when the tunnel is
ventilated for safety purposes prior to reentry. Over the past two years, the concentra-

tions detected offsite have been less than 0.01 percent of the Radiation Protection Guide.

The amounts of noble gases, and particularly of krypton-85, environmentally present
worldwide have been increasing steadily due to a variety of sources. (The present world _
inventory-of airborne krypton-85 is estimated at about 100 mega-curies.) Diffusion-type
seepage of noble gases from past underground test sites is making a relatively small
contribution to this inventory. While radioactive noble gases are detectable in air
within and around the NTS; those levels are not statistically different from levels
reported from eisewhere throughout the United States (about 17 pCi/m3). In turn, these

- worldwide concentrations are low compared to the Radiation Protection Guides and, although
not considered a health hazard, they are monitored by the Environmental Protection Agency
and others.

,“ .

Government vehicles and facilities are surveyed on a quarterly .basis supplemented
by spot checks using_portable radiation detection instruments: ~A1ert:1evéls have
been estab]ished’for fixed.beta-gamma emitters at 0.4 m1111rad per ‘hour, as measured
with Geiger Mueller-type.instruments with a detector window thickness of: less than

© seven milligrams pér cmz. For fixed alpha emitters, the alert level is set at 1,000

disintegrations. per mjnute (DPM)* over 100 cm2 of surface. Dry swipes are collected

%1,000 dpm is equal to 450 picocuries (pCi).
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for loose contaminants and the alert levels are established at 1,000 dpm for beta-

gamma emitters and 100 dpm for alpha emitters for'100 cm2 of area swiped.

Residual radiocactivity also exists at the Area 25 facilities as a result of past
nuclear rocket engine testing programs. In total, there are 14 fenced areas which
are identified and marked in Area 25. These are controlled in the same manner as the

RADEX areas already identified on other parts of the NTS.

b. Safety Tests

Safety tests have Been performed since 1955 to determine the behavior of nuclear

weapons in conventional explosive accidents during handling, storage, and transport
operations. Plutonium or uranium and mixtures of the two are the major elements utilized
in these tests. The major purpose of most of these safety tests is to ensure that

if nuclear weapons afe involved in an accident, they will not produce nuclear

explosions as a result. Before 1963, the tests were done at or near ground

.surfaCe at locations within government-controlled land on the NTS, the Nellis

Air Force Range, and the Tonopah Test Range.

Prior to 1963 there were also safety tests to determine the size and distribution of
plutonium particles which might result from fires and conventional explosive accidents
involving nuclear weapons. Associated with some of these safety tests were experimehts
to determine biological uptake of plutonium by various species of animals positioned
downwind frdm locations at which plutonium particles were dispersed; These biological
experiments were intended to study the health physics aspecfs of dispersed plutonium
oxide. Another series of experiments, which was designed to examine rapid physical
changes in various plutonium configurations subjected to chemical explosions, led to

the dispersal of small quantities of plutonium.
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The areas where the early safety tests were performed are unique in that the contamina-
tion which remains there is for the most part plutonium and uranium with very little
contribution from fission products. Americium and other transuranic elements are also
present. Fission products are present in some areas due to the fact that some of the
safety experiments were intended to establish benchmarks between non-nuclear explosive
accidents and accidents in which some nuclear explosive energy was released. Some
safety tests in the latter category did produce small amounts of fission. Fallout from
atmospheric weapons tests conducted on other parts of the test site during the atmos-
pheric testing days and worldwide fallout. also contribute to the fission product
inventory. Following is a brief description of the testing done in the five safety

shot areas as depicted on Flgure 11-24:

In the GMX area, 22 experiments, each utilizing'relativelyvsmall quantities of
plutonium, were conducted during 1962." These experiments were s0- called "equation-
of-state" studies where “instantaneous" changes in the physical properties of
‘plutonium materials subjected to detonations from conventional explosives were
measured.- These experlments were conducted on or<very near one place so that

essentially the source can be considered to be at one site.

In Area 115 Plutonium Valley17contam1nat10n resulted from four safety tests in 1956

[

at sites separated by a- few hundred feet but with considerable overlap of "fallout"

from the. tests among the test sites The quantities of plutonium and uranium

S

deposited .there" were typlcal of nuclear weapons and hence -were' large, with from one
to ten k1lograms of plutonium dlspersed by each test
Contamination 1n Area l3 was deposited by one test in 1957. A relatively large

amount of pluton1um was used for the test

Tests at'the Roller Coaster sites on and near the Tonopah Test Range each utilized

moderately high amounts of plutonium or plutonium combined with uranium. There
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were four tests, each consisting'of one event: Double Track and Clean Slates 1, 2,
and 3. The Clean Slate sites are separated from each other;by several hundred
feet, and the Double Track site is several miles from those sites, so that these can

be considered four separate sites.

Safety tests were also conducted in Areas 3, 7, and 9 in 1957 and 1958, resulting
in some plutonium contamination in these areas. Contamination from plutonium and
ofhér radionuclides a]SO'péFSists in other areas bn the Névada Teét Sife where

Vatmospheric weapons tests and near-surface Plowshare tésts‘have been conducted in

the past.

Safety tests are no 1ongér conducted aboveground; all tests, including those for
determining safefy,'are detonated underground in emplacements that are designed so
that the maximum yields that could conceivably be expected will be contained, and so

that radioactive materials w111 not reach abovegrouhd environments.
C. Eco]bgica] Studies of Plutonium and Other ﬁadionuc]ides

The aboveground areas where safety experiments have been conducted in the past offer
unique sites for stud1es of the behav1or of plutonium in the natural desert environment.
Recognizing this, the Nevada Operat1ons 0ff1ce 1ntent1ona11y has preserved these sites.
Since_1970, there have been interdisciplinary studies of the behavior of plutonium in
thelNTS environment. That'interdis£1p1inary studies program is conducted by the Nevada

Applied Ecology Group (NAEG), which includes principal investigators from 16 organizations:

1
Env1ronmenta] Protect1on Agency s Env1ronmenta] Mon1tor1ng and Support Laboratory
University of California.:atslLos- Ange]es “ ‘ _

Oak Ridge National Laboratory

University of Nevada, Las Vegas

Reynolds Electrical & Engineering Co., Inc.

LFE Environmental

EG&G
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McClellan Central Laboratory {(McClellan AFB)
- Eberline Instrument Corporation

_Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory

- Lawrence Livermore Laboratory

Battelle Northwest Laboratories

Battelle Columbus Laboratories

Air Resources Laboratory

Desert Research Institute

Holmes & Narver

Détai]s of the studies of this interdisciplinary group and related information have
been presented elsewhere (References 46 through 51). However, a brief summarization
of information from these studies follows. Also, such topics as "Onsite Radioactivity"
(Section 11.D.8.a), "Offsite Radiocactivity" (Section 11.D.8.e), and “"Bioenvironment"
(Section II.D.9) in this Environmental Statement are related closely to these ecological
studies, and results from all of these efforts are incorporated into evaluations of

distribution, movements, and impact of radionuclides on and near NTS.

The studies on the surface safety-shot areas are designed to provide data on the move-
ment of p]qtonium and other radionuclides through living and nonliving components in
varied sites in Mojave and Great Basin desert environments on NTS. These sites have

been exposed to natural environments and weathering processes for 13-20 years.

An intensive soil sampling prqgram has been done in some of the areas referred to pre-
viously. As‘an example of the results, Table II1-2 gives inventories of plutonium in soil
based on surface soil samples (top 5 cm) and on random profile samples. Figure I1-25,
showing radioactivity contour estimates for a close-in area at Area 13, is an example of

the characteristic decrease of plutonium deposition with distance from ground zero.

Another area of study has been the transport of plutonium through entrainment or
“resuspension” in air. Throughout the world small amounts of radioactive materials,
including particulate plutonium, are found suspended in the air. At the NTS, resuspension
measurements of radioactive materials iﬁ the air show thaf on the average extremely Tow
quantities (on the ofder of a billionth) of these surface materials are being resuspended

in air above the study sites.. The techniques and instrumentation used in these

9
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TABLE II-2
INVENTORIES OF PLUTONIUM IN SOIL

Concentrations
Area of Study Sites Estimated Pu* Near Ground Zeros
Site (Hectares  (Acres) {furies pa 1o) (pCj/m2 A 1o)
DOUBLE TRACK 30.1 74.3 5.0 £ 1.4 2,800 ¥ 1,000
CLEAN SLATE I 22.2 54.8 5.2% 1.6 120 * 39
CLEAN SLATE II 79.4 196.1 29 6.2 260 ¥ 65
CLEAN SLATE III 136.4 337.1 30 a9 370 ¥ 190
AREA 13 362.6  896.0 a4 *g.8 820 % 340
AREA 11 483.1  1,193.7 39 I 6,200 = 2,800
GMX 24.3 60.0 2.5 7% 0.3 4.6 X 1.6
TOTAL 1,138.1  2,812.0  154.7

* One Curie equals 16 grams of plutonium 239.
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measurements are discussed in References 46 and 47, in articles prepared by P. L. Phelps
and L. R. Anspaugh, respectively. Possibly these levels are particularly low because the
areas are vegetated and have stable soil surfaces, thus‘a]iowing little soil erosion by
wind, even at high wind speeds. Concentrations of radioisotopes in dir decrease by orders
of magnitude within a few thousand feet, as the suspended particulate settles to the ground.
(Figure 11-27 is an example of the decrease at one study area). For most places on

the NTS and for all offsite locations, air concentrations are close to worldwide

levels.  Offsite meaéurements show no radioisotope concentrations which are statistically
above those measured for many years, These observations appear to indicate that no
detectable quantities of radioactive material now are leaving the site via atmospheric
resuspension (see Section I1.D.8.e, "Offsite Radicactivity"). Biota residing in the

study areas and being measured for fadionuc]ide concentrations include vegetation,
microorganisms, and large and small vertebrates. Radionuclide levels in and on vege-
tation correlate relatively well with levels in soil (compare, for example, Figure

11-26 with Figure 1I-25). The greatest amount of radionuclides measured for vegetation

is contributed by radioactive dust on the vegetation ratﬁer than by radioisotopes

taken up into the plants thfough the roots. The discrimination ratio against plutonium
being absorbed into the plants by yay of rootluptake,‘for instance, is of the order

of 10'5 as compared to the amount in the soil. uRadioéct1v1ty Tevels on various

species of plant surfa;éﬁ can véry'byﬂ?dUr‘6;3§rs of magnitude, depending mainly on

the ability of externa{ su%facesnaf the p1ant§fﬁo retain particles.v The inventory

of plutonium for plaﬁpsu1n4;hg study aréas, 1n'é;mparison”to‘the inventory for soils,

is very small. For ék&mp]é;'fhe 1nvento;y>of piutoniuﬂ,fo? E]qn;§ in Area 13 is only

0.00264 curies, compgred'with'thé Area 13 soi1 inventory of 44 curies.

Microorganisms appear capable of aﬁsbrb1ng§ra&féﬁhc33deé to relatively high levels.

Spores of soil fungus, Aspergillue niger, accumulated about three times more plutonium

from nitrate and citrate forms of plutonium than from plutonium dioxide. Moreover,

m<ll> concentrations of plutonium in the spores was only about one order of magnitude less

than the concentrations in the culture media, regardless of chemical form or acidity.
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Radioactivity levels in vertebrates vary considerably with species, their habitats, and

residence time on the areas. In general, however, the quantities of radionuclides on

external surfaces (skin and hair) and in the gastrointestina] (GI) tracts correlate
well with the contaminated environments in which the vertebrates reside. Radioactivity
Tevels of plutonium on external surfaces and in the GI tracts are at about the same
level or one order of magnitude less than in the soil (on a dry-weight basis).
Plutonium levels in tissues range from about three to five orders of magnitude less
than the levels in soil. These low levels of p1uton1um 1n4tissues again are explicable
because of the high discrimination against plutonium (and other transuranics of interest
here) being absorbed from lungs or GI tracts.

Correlative experiments with transuranic elements at the ERDA farm‘on the NTS, and
results for a beef herd grazing on Area 18 and for wildlife from NTS, also demonstrate
high discriminations (10'4-10'5) against transuranics.' Figure II-28 illustrates the
high discrimination against plutonium dioxide chronically fed to cattle in a carefully
controlled experiment at.the farm; as shown, all but an extremely small quantity of

the oral dose is excreted rapidly via feces.

Additional discussion of radionuclide distribution around the NTS 1s included in
Section II1.D.8.e, "0ffs1te Radioactivity "

After‘evaluationaof present know]edge of potent1a1 hazards of p]uton1um ‘and other
radionuclides disseminated 1nto the natural’envirgnments examined so far at NTS, the
degree of hazard appears to be extreme1y Jow, in comparison with hazards alleged in
some pub1icat10ns wherein recent sc1entif1c data from actua1 contam1nated environments
were not avai]ab1e. Even so, there shou1d be concerns about re1easing substantial
quantities of radioisotopes 1nto env1ronments especial]y those radioisotopes with

Tong physical half-1ives which will accumulate in environments receiving even

Tow-level chronic inputs of those materials.
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d. Radioactive Wastes

Sources

While by far most of the radiocactivity at.the NTS remains at the locations deep under-

ground where nuclear 'tests have been conducted, there are a variety of sources which

* contribute to radioactive wastes on- the surface, These include:

(1)

(2)

(3)
(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

Radioactivity remaining from atmospheric tests conducted during earlier years,

including that from safety tests mentjoned earlier.

Radioactivity resulting from such activities as drilling back into nuclear

explosion cavities to obtain samples of the radioactive test debris,
Radioactivity removed from equipment and facilities during decontamination.
Radioactive waste generated by radiochemical 1aboratory operations.

Radjoactive waste generated by and rema1n1ng from experiments and projects

conducted at the Nevada Test Site not related to underground nuclear testing,

such as at the NTS Experimental Farm, the Super Kukla reactor, the nuclear rocket

engine testing, and the "P1uto Program."

'Rad1oact1ve materials 1n tailing piles and in debris from postshot tunnel reentry

and rehab111tat1on act1v1t1es and, as mentioned ear11er, rad1oact1ve1y contaminated

water (pr1mar11y tr1t1um) wh1ch has been collected in tunne] dra1nage ponds.

Radioactive materials and wastes generated in small quantities by activities at
certain other ERDA and ERDA contractor locations (also from other government agencies,
such as the Department of Defense and the Environmental Protection Agency) are

sent to the NTS for storage or burial.
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Radicactive Waste Management

1In managing radioactive waste, the burial or storage methods are appropriate to the
types of wastes involved. For example, bulky hardware items which become'activated

or contaminated during their use, are transported to designated storage sites and held
until they can be either decontaminated or.buried. As another example, the tailing
piles and debris resulting from tunnel reentry and tunnel rehabi1%tation activities
primarily contain low-level radioactivity and are accumulated in segregated sites
convenient to the point of mining. Later this material is covered with suitable
amounts of noncontaminated soil. Highly contaminated waste derived from tunnel
reentry operations is not brought out of the tunnels, but, instead, is placed in
posted unused drifts to be sealed off later. Periodically, serviceable unéontaminated

materials are segregated and are reused or sold as surplus property.

Retired Sites

On the NTS there are 27 radioactive waste storage sites identified on the map (Figure 11-29)

which have been retired from use. These sites are fenced with barbed wire and are marked
with appropriate warning signs. Programs are underway to reduce the number of retired

surface storage sites by consolidation of waste at burial locations.

In addition, there are six drilled holes (not shown) ranging\in depth from 15 to 60

meters (50 to 200 feet) so located that the bottoms of the_hoies are_ét least 305

meters (1,000 feet) above the groundwater table. These hq]és are partially steel

cased to diameters of up to 1.4 mgters (54 inches). The wasfes placed into these holes

consists of mixed fission and activation products in the form of.core samples of weapon
~ debris recovered during postshot“drilling. No liquid wastes were placed in these six

waste disposal holes and all are plugged and secured by welded or locked steel covers.

-
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In the past, some radioactive debris resulting from drillback operatiqns was buried

on location a few feet beneath the surface. Many of these Tocations were not recorded
in the past and are not known today. - This practice has been discontinued, and instead,
radioactive wastes are ejther retdrﬁed to tﬁe drill hole from which they came or

transported to designated waste management areas.

Active Waste Management Sites

Liquid transuraﬁic waste generated at the ERDA Experimental Farm in Area 15 is collected
in a 90 cubic meter (24,000-gallon).closed holding tank, transferred to 15 cubic meter

(4,000-gallon) tankers, and transported to Area 8 where it is pumped more than 305 meters

(1,000 feet) down into the underground cavity from an expeﬁded underground nuclear explosion.

Contaminated waste storage and burial sites are surrounded with barbed wire fencing and
are marked with appropriate warning signs. The locations of contamination and of con-

taminated waste areas are recorded on siteAmaps (see Figure 11-29).

A waste treatment facility is located in NTS Area 6. There, heavy construction equip-
ment, critical tolerance instruments, and work clothing are processed to reduce the
Tevel of radipactive contamination. In thé course of removing the contaminants
(primarily by washing with detergents‘and water), the runoff liquids from the laundry
and the decontamination facilities drain into a settling-pond. Contaminated waters
from post-test dri]]back_operations and from tunnel drainage are retained in other
ponds in the operating areas. An onsite environmental monitoring program has contin-
uously obtained water samples from these locations, normally on a monthly basis.
These samples are analyzed for radioactivity and a continuous record is kept of the
results and trends. The ponds are unlined earth excavations within fenced areas
posted with appropriate radiation warning signs. Because evaporation is continuous
~in this low-humidity, high-temperature environment, the residual radioactivity is
concentrated in these ponds. Ultimately, the dried-up evaporation ponds are covered
with the appropriate depth of clean dirt, posted, and protected as other low-level

waste management areas.

<
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Dry wastebcompactors are located at the loading platform of the Area 6 Laundry Facility
and within the Radioactive Materials Control Facility in Mercury. These units compact
approximately 1.13 cubic meters (40 cubic feet) of dry, low-level wastes* into a 55-gallon
metal drum. After each drum is sealed, it is held in aboveground storage until enough
drums are filled to make a truckload. Subsequently, these drums are buried in designated

radioactive waste burial sites.

Low-level liquid radiocactive wastes** are generated at the Radiochemistry Laboratory

at Mercury. These wastes result from preparation of various air, water, bioassay, soil,
vegefafion and other samples submitted to the laboratory for analysis of radioactivity.
Designated sinks within the facility are piped directly to an underground sump which

is further attached to a leach field. Normally, only low-level wastes are handled and
are further diluted with water or chemical solutions before disposal. Periodic samples
are obtained from the sump and analyzed to maintain a record of the activity level of

wastes being discharged into the leach field.

There are four active radicactive waste management sites which have been designated
as burié] sites. In Area 5, 3.6-meter (12 foot x 12-foot) trenches are used. Sealed
drums along with tools, equipment, steel pipe, and assorted hardware are accumulated
in these trenches ahd are ultimately covered with at least three feet of earth. As
contéminafed;Wigié”burial‘trenches are filled and covered; fhey are marked with
appropriate moniinents with metal plagues stating the nature and location of the waste.
In Area 3, an unused, cased emplacement hole with a locked steel cover, designated

" U3fi, is pﬁeseﬁt]y‘beihg used to accumulate cores and contaminated debris resulting

from drillback 6bérat10ns.

*Low-]evel waste in this instance is defined as packaged waste resulting in less than 500 mrem per
hour at the surface of the drum.

**Liquids containing less than 3 x 10-3 uCi/m1 are considered low-level liquid wastes.
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These are placed down the hole to be 1ater‘fil1ed and sealed. In Area 3, the U3ax
subsidence crater is also used to accumulate bulky radioactive debris, and alternate
F]ayers,of waste, and dirt cover are placed in the crater. The Horn Silver mine shaft in
Area 26 is also used to accumulate radioactive wastes from the local area.. It is
classified as a waste burial site primarily because the wastes there are stored under-
ground. The radioactive wastes at these sites are presently classified as nontransuranic
Wastes. Table 1I-3 indicates the amounts of wastes which have been placed in these
_sites over the years.

Beginning in 1974, wastes containing greater than 10 nCi per gram of transuranics

were separated from other lower-level wastes being accumulated, -and these_are being stored
as retrievable transuranic waste. Most of these wastes,are,;higped‘tokthe Nevada Test

Site from the Lawrence Livermore Laboratory and are stored on the surface in sealed drums

_in Area 5. Table II-3 shows the amounts of these wastes which have been stored through 1975.

e. Offsite Radioactivity

Background

~ The Environmental Protection Agency, through its Environmental Monitoring and Support
Laboratory-Las Vegas (EMSL-LV), has performed radiological monitoring in the NTS

~offsite area since 1954. From 1954 to 19587 all such monitoring was specifically test-
series related. Sincé 1958, continuous monitoring has been performed to

determine the levels of radioactivity present. Samples of air, water, and milk

are routinely collected and external gamma exposures are measured at both fixed stations
and for individual residents. SampTe collection frequency has usually been a function

of the type of testing program and anticipated offsite effects. Since 1958, all operating
air sampling stations have operated 24 hours a day. Until 1973, samples were changed
daily. Since then they have been chanaged three times per week. The longer sampling

times are required to detect the lower levels of background radioactivity which now

.
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TABLE II-3

BURIAL OF NONTRANSURANIC WASTES

Period
1961
1962
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
197
1972
1973
1974
1975
TOTALS

* RETRIEVABLE' TRANSURANIC' WASTES ™

1974
1975
TOTALS

g j'l‘%r,ﬁ 356 .

Volume §ft.3)

600
16,000
11,000
5,000
14,000
16,000
117,000
27,000
14,000
14,000
20,000
74,000
14,000
17,000

R

360,000

R oo
SR i

T .,M' L

Curies
0.05
0.2
3.8
0.4
15.3
3.5
1,239.
108.
2,487.
2,003.
5.9
611.
38.

6,524,

na
" 354
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exist. If a release of radioactivity occurs at NTS, samples are collected more frequently.
Milk samples are collected quarterly to maintain current background information. Samples
would be collected more frequently (as often as daily) following a release of radio-
activity to accurately assess radiation doses via the cow-milk pathway to offsite popu-
lations. Prior to 1974, water samples were collected monthly. Based on the results
obtained, offsite samples are now collected semiannually or annually. These samples

have confirmed predictions that no radicactivity is being transported offsite via

groundwater.

Samples of other environmental media are collected during special studies to characterize
the distribution and availability of radioactive materials in the total environment. The
EMSL-LV whole-body counter is periodically used to determine body burdens of gamma-

emitting radionuclides in selected volunteer offsite residents.

A general pattern of steadily decreasing levels of man-made radioactivity has been

observed since the cessation of atmospheric testing. Since early 1971, with several minor
exceptions, the surveillance networks have measured only the expected ambient levels of
radioactivity. On several occasions, low Tevels of airborne radioactive gases, possibly
ofiginating from the NTS, have been detected on the offsite monitoring network. Xenon-133

has been detected offsite during May 1972 at Beatty and Diablo; June 1972 at Hiko;

October 1973 at Las Vegas, Hiko, Diablo, and Death Valley Junction; June 1974 at Beatty;
August 1974 at Beatty; November 1974 at Diablo, Indian Springs, and Las Vegas; and

November 1975 at Diablo and Hiko. As an example, the November 1974 increased readings

of Xenon-133 occurred during a tfme_of a known drillback release at NTS. It is assumed

that the slight increased offsite readings were a result of this drillback release.

However, at other times, increased levels of Xenon detected offsite could not be attri-

buted to any NTS activity and may have been the result of foreign nuclear testing or
industrial releases. Foreign nuclear testing has occasionally resdlted in short-term N
increases in the observed airborne concentrations of radionuclides. The existing state 04:;;;

environmental radioactivity is described in more detail in the following discussion.
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External Exposures

A widespread dosimetry network around the NTS employs ‘gamma exposure rate recorders to
document exposure rate versus time and thermoluminescent dosimeters (TLD) to record total
exposure doses. In‘genera1, the annual exposures off the NTS are below 110 millirem per
year, while the typical average value for the southwestern states is 130. For the
areas to the north-northwest and northeast of the NTS, the annual exposures do reach
approkimate]y 130 millirem per -year. The slightly higher levels in these areas are
believed to'be/due to a combination of higher natural background in those mountainous
areas and higher levels of close-in residual fallout. It hes been observed that
exposures measured at offsite stations nearest to the NTS are decreasing with time.
(Reference 15.) This decrease is believed to result from radioactive decay of fallout
deposited mainly during periods of atmospheric testing and to a lesser extent from

releases from previous underground tests.

Plutonium in Soil

Plutonium is present'in small quantities off the NTS, both on the Nellis Air Force Range

and on the public domain beyond the Range. The EPA has sampled both the vertical
and areal distrtbution of plutonium in soil within the area be]ieved to have been
affected. VerttEalrprotile sampling has shown that for 86 percent of the locations

samp]ed 90 percent or more of the plutonium burden resides within the top 3 cm of

" soils., Samp11ng to def1ne area] d1str1but1on has shown that the current d1str1but1on

of p]uton1um rem51ns nhere 1t was deposited as immediate fa]]out The h1ghest plu-

- tonium va]ue reported from a 5-cm deep surface sample taken from the pub]1c domain

/
near the northeast boundary of NTS was 96 nanocuries per square meter (nC1/m ).* The

normal background'from WOrldwide fallout plutonium is from one to two nCi/m . The
highest value deteétednwithin the controlled area of the Nellis Air Force Range is 570

nCi/mz, exclusive of those areas where safety tests have been conducted as discussed

‘earlier. The results of the entire survey are best illustrated by two overlapping log-

*One nanocurie (nCi) is equal to one billionth of a curie (]0'9 curie). One square meter equals
1.196 square yards.
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normal distributions whose means are 3.5 nCi/m2 and 41 nCi/mz (see References 52 and
53). The former distribution is derived from 86 percent of the data; the latter from
14 percent; indicating that the majority of sample results are very near the ambient

plutonium background of approximately one to two nCi/m2 for the southwest United

States.

Analyses for plutonium have been performed on a number of air filter samples collected
around the NTS to assess the potential hazard due to airborne resuspension of fallout
plutonium. To date, any resuspension has been of such a Tow level that none has been

detected.

Special soil sampling programs have been conducted‘in‘three areas around NTS to
determine the extent, if any, of hydraulic movement of fallout plutonium by surface
runoff. The areas studied were a mountain valley southeast of Frenchman Flat, a
canyon area northeast of NTS, and the delta at the mouth of Fortymile Canyon which
drains the western part of NTS. In no case was any signiffcant increase noted in the
lower elevations or areas receiving drainage which would indicate any movement of

plutonium by runoff water.

Airborne Radioactivity

Continuous samplers monitor for radioactive particulates, gaseous iodines, noble gases,

and tritium in the atmosphere. The only particulate or iodine radioactivity detected

above ambient levels since the BANEBERRY event of December 1970 resulted from

atmospheric nuclear tests conducted by the People's Republic of China. Due to radio-

active decay and scavenging from the Stratospheric reservoir, the average ambient
concentration (background level) of particq]ate radioactivity has decreased to about

0.05 picocuries per cubic meter (pCi/m3) of air (gross beta).* As a result of the decreass
in airborne radioactivity, gamma-emitting radionuclides were below detectable levels “"’

during 1975.

*One picocurie (pCi) is equal to one millionth of a curie (10']2 curie).
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Because of continuing releases of krypton-85 from nuclear fuels from worldwide
reactors, the atmospheric concentration is gradually increasing. At present, the
concentration averages about 17 picocuries per cubic meter (bCi/m3)* with an observed
range of about 10 to 25 pCi/m3.' During the four years of monitoring for noble gas
radicactivity, no evidence of krypton785 related to the NTS had been found until
December 1975. During that month, samples containing up to 30 pCi/m3 of krypton-

85 were collected offsite and up to 38 pCi/m3 onsite. The maximum value observed

was equal to 0.038 percent of the Radiation Concentration Guide set forth in the ERDAM
0524. These increases during the middle two weeks of December possibly resulted from
trapped krypton being released by the ground motion from several high-yield tests
conducted during the end of 1975. Another noble gas, xenon-133, with a theoretical

ambient concentration near zero, has been observed in a few samples above the

detection 1imit of about five pCi/m3. The positive samples were apparently related

85

to the NTS activities, although it is conceivable that the ““Kr may have originated

from releases from reactor fuels unrelated to NTS activities.

Monitoring for atmospheric tritium (T) is designed to measure the concentrations in
three chemical forms as water vapor (HTO), hydrogen gas (HT), and methane (CH3T).

On only a few‘occasions has tritium as methane been above the detection limit of five
pCi/m3 of air. There is—no 1hdication that these detectable concentrations resulted
from NTS activitiess. The -average concentration as-hydrogensié about 2 pCi/m3 of air
with maximum observed concentrations on tﬁe order -of 10 pCi/m3. No indications of
increased concentrations of tritium as hydrogen as a result. of NTS activities have

been observed. Ambient concentrations of tritium as HTO‘(water) in the NTS offsite

- area -average about 0.5 pCi per milliliter .(pCi/m1) of water with a range of from less

than 0.2 pCi/ml to about 1.5:pCi/ml. Because .of the -variability of humidity, the
observed range in-the atmosphere concentration of -tritium as HTO is from less than

0.25 pCi/m3 of air to about 6 pCi/m3. The Radiation Concentration Guide for tritium

*One picocurie (pCi) is equal to one millionth of a curie (10'12‘curie).
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in air is 67,000 pCi/m3. .0n several occasions, tritium concentrations above the expected
range in water vapor have been measured. In general, however, the associated airborne

concentration has been within fhe;range expected.

Radicactivity in Milk

Milk samples are periodiéa]]y collected ffom family cows and producing dairies in the vi-
cinity of NTS. The samples are analyzed for gamma-emitting‘radionuc]ides, strontium-89
and-90, and, in some cases, tritium. ,Bgcause of the dry desertAenQironment, observed
concentrations of. fission products are generally lower than those found in milk produced in
other parts of the United States. Because of its relatively short half-life, strontium-89

is currently below the detection limit of two picocuries per liter* (pCi/1) of milk.
Strontium-90 concentrations range from.less than one pCi/l1. to about five pCi/1 of milk, with
the average at about 1.5 pCi/1. Concentrations éf.tritium reflect the concentrations observed
in atmospheric moisture and fall in arange of from less than 200 pCi/11of milk to about

1,000 pCi/1.

Radioactivity in Water

Groundwater samples are collected at a number. of locations offsite, with emphasis on those
areas identified by the U.S. Geological Survey as being down-gradient from the underground
test areas. No evidence of transport of test-related radioactivity from the NTS has been
found. The only‘radionuclides-positive]y identified have been ones which occur naturally.

(See Hydrology, Section II.D.5.)

Population Body Burdens

Offsite residents from 14 locations around the NTS participate in a program of whole-body
radioactivity counting at the EMSL-LV.. The only fission product radiocactivity identified

by gamma spectroscopy has been cesium-137. The measured concentrations range from less

*One liter equals 1,000 milliliters (m1) or 1.057 quarts.

-
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than 5 x 1077 microcuries per gram {uCi/g)* to about 5 X 1078 uCi/g of body weight,

with an average for those with measurable amounts of about 1.4 X 10_8

"uCi/g. Essentially
the same results have been reported for other groups measured at other locations in the
country. The range of concentrations are randomly distributed around the NTS and do

not appear to be related to such factors as old fallout patterns from atmospheric tests.

Biocenvironment

The forward test area of NTS contains- vast desert vistas and a surprising amount of

vegetation and wildlife (seevFIGURE 11-30).

The fact that the NTS spans a section of the transition zone between the northern edge
of the Mojave Desert and the southern portion of the”Great’BasinvDesert makes it a natural
laboratory of great interest to ecologists; ft is in such transitiona] zones that the
effects of environmental faﬁtors fnf1uencing biotic communities are often most readily

identified and investigated.

0'Farrell and Emery (Reference 54) have summarized the results of ecological studies
carried out at NTS to date, based on published research papers and reports; they list 334
such publications. Many of these deal with the‘effects of nuclear tests on biota, but a
considerable number are deVbtedito desckibing thé cqmposition and dynamics of natural

biotic communities, or communities disturbed in one way or another by testing operations.

* -
One microcurie is equal to one millionth of a curie (10 6 curie).
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Environmental Determinants

Many factors interact to determine the distribution and composition of the plant communities
of NTS. Vegetation, in turn, has an important role in determining the composition, density,
and distribution of faunal populations. The most important determinants influencing plant
communities are precipitation (total amount and seasonal distribution), temperature, and

soil characteristics.

The pattern of seasonal distribution of precipitation plays a major role in growth cycles
of desert Vegetation, especially at the Tower elevations, where rainfall is lowest. The
wide f]uctuations in fhe amount of precipitation, from year to year and from place to
place {within the NTS), impose severe stresses on desert plants and on the aminals that

depend on them for subsistence.

Two of the valley basins on the Nevada Test Site, Frenchman Flat, and Yucca Flat, have no

external drainage. Each contains a dry lake bed, or playa, which is occasionally water

covered for short perjods after heavy rains and is characterized by the lack of vegetation
cover. In these closed basins, nighttime air temperatures just above the valley floor,

i.e., where they exert an effect on the low-growing shrub vegetation, 'are considerably

Tower than would be anticipated on the basis of elevation alone (see Section II.D.3.,
“Climatology"). Beatley (References 55 and 56) has concluded that there is a relationship
between the phenomenon of drainage of colder air into the closed basins, and the dfstribution

of certain plant associations, in the transition desert zone.
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The soils of NTS form a mosaic of great complexity, but all are alluvial in nature, and
cqmprise the valley floors and the bajadas, washes, and alluvial fans that slope downward

from the mountains and mesas. Water transport-of the alluvium from higher to lower elevations
results in a sorting process, leaving coarser materials (cobbles and gravel) nearer the
mountains where the slopes are steeper, and carrying the finer materials (sand, silt, and
clay) farther out onto the valley floor. Hardpans of varying degrees-of permeability are
found in many areas, but may be absent locally, as in washes. Carbonate caliche is usually
present at a depth of 30 to 70 centimeters (12 to 28 inches) when the parent material is

calcareous, as at the base of limestone mountains.

An important feature of the soils in the desert shrub associations, which cover a large

part of the test site, is the difference in soil properties under shrubs or shrub clumps,

as compared to bare areas between the shrubs (see Reference 57). Soils beneath shrubs
generally have better-developed uppermost. horizons, higher levels of organic matter,

nitrogen, phosphorus, and soluble salts. The pH of soils in bare areas between shrubs is
generally 8.0 to 9.0, while under shrubs it may be as low as 7.5 to 8.0. Hardpans may be
partially broken down beneath shrubs, and there is usually an accumulation of wind-transported

fine material (1oéss) around the bases of the shrubs.

Vegetation

A total of 706 taxa of vascu]ar_p]ants, distributed among 67 families, has been collected
within or near the boundaries of NTS. About one-third of the species are accounted for by

three families: Compositae or sunflower family; Gramineae or grass family, and Polygonaceae

or buckwheat family (Reference 54).
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The greater part of NTS is vegetated by various associations of desert shrubs, representative
of the Mojave or Great Basin Deserts, or the zone of transition desert between these. At
higher elevations, especially in the northern and western parts of the test site, there

are areas of desert woodland (pinyon-juniper). But even there, typical Great Basin shrubs,
principally sagebrushes (4Artemisia spp.)}, are a conspicuous component of the vegetation, so
this type of cover might bettef»be described as desert shrub/woodland. Beatley (References
55, 56, and 58) has provided the most detailed analysis available to date of the plant
associations of NTS, as well as annotated checklists of the vascular flora. Figure II-31,

a generalized map of the most important plant associations, is adapted from Beatley

(Reference 55).

Typically, desert shrub.associations consist of scattered individual plants or, more often,
clumps of plants? with large areas of bare_soil or rock (“desert pavement" in some cases)
between. The shrub“c]uhps commonly consist of two or more species growing intermingled

so as to appear as a single plant. Coverage of the soil surface by shrubs rarely exceeds
50 percent, and is more aften'in'the range of 15-30 percent. Percent coverage by shrubs
varies directly with precipitation, and spesiés composition of the cover also changes with

change in total precipitation (Reference 55).

Although shrubs, or shrubs and sma11 trees are,the, omlnant forms that determine the
aspect of all und1sturbed p]ant assoc1at1ons on thertest site, herbaceous plants are well
represented 1n the f1ora and play an Important role in support1ng an1ma1 life. Herbaceous
plants are predom1nant1y w1nter annua]s or perenn1als Most of them are associated with
shrub clumps, which afford a favorab]e microhabitat " But when gr0wiﬁg'conditions are
favorable, the usually bare areas between c]umps may support dense populations of herbaceous

forms.
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In Mojave Desert associations, precipitation between late September and early December is
the most important factor controlling growth and productivity (Reference 58). Relatively
heavy and general rainfall during this period is followed by vigorous vegetative growth
and reproduction by shrubs and herbaceous species during winter and spring. In general,
for Mojave and Transitional zone plants, physiological activity is greatest during fall,
winter, and spring, while summer is a period of dormancy for most species. However,
Wallace and Romney (Reference 60) show that temperatures interact with precipitation to
cause marked shifts in onset of growth from year to year. And the normal summer dormancy

of some species can be broken in seasons-of high summer rainfall.

Primary production in shrub associations is contributed mainly by the shrub component, but
herbaceous winter annuals can -make a significant contribution, especially in Mojave and
Transitional types, when favorable moisture and temperature conditions combine to produce

a flush of growth. 1In Rock Valley (Mojave Desert shrub vegetation), a thfee-year study
showed wide variations in the relative amounts of primary production by shrubs and herbaceous
species, as well as in total production (Reference 39). In 1965-1966 and 1967-1968, when
fall/winter precipitation was high, herbaceous production made up 27 percent and 36 percent,
respectively, of the total annual productions of 672 and 678 kilograms per hectare (600 and
605 pounds/acre}. But in 1966-1967, when total precipitation was low, and especially

during fall/winter, herba;eous production made up only 13 percent of the total. The total

in this season amounted to only 350 kilograms per hectare (312 pounds/acre).

Biomass production by winter annuals, th6ﬁgh relatively less than that of shrubs, neverthe-
Tess is an important factor for desert animal populations supported, by the shrub associations.
Beatley (Reference g1) concluded, on the basis of a five-year study at NTS, that reproductive
success in desert rodent populations was correlated with winter annual production. When
critical rains failed to come and production of winter annuals was negligible, reproduction

in rodent populations was sharply reduced.
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‘Fauna
The diverse habitats of NTS are occupied by a wide variety of animal species, represénting

faunal elements from both Mojave and Great Basin Deserts. Most animals on the NTS are small,

secretive {often nocturnal in habit), and hence not often seen by casual observers.

Sport hunting is not permitted on NTS, so that at the present time most animal populations

- are generally affected by human activity only to the extent that some areas of habitat are

disturbed by test operations, or that small numbers of individuals are collected by

scientists in the course of their investigations. During the ear]fer period of atmospheric
testing, some popy]ations were subjected to ionizing radiation, and some controlled experi-
ments on the effects of radiation on wild animal populations are still in progress in the
Rock Valley area of the test site. Only a limited amount of pest control effort is practiced
in areas regularly occupied by NTS workers. So over much of NTS, faunal populations are
regulated only by the natural controls imposed by their environment, including normal

predator/prey relationships.

- 0'Farrell and Emery (Reference 54) have summarized the number of species of different

faunal groups now known from NTS, as follows:




>
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Table 11-4
NTS Faunal Groups

Invertebrates
Group(s) No. of Species
Crustaceans 2
Centipedes and Millipedes 10
Spiders, Scorpions, Sun Spiders, and
Harvestmen 135
Mites and Ticks 67
Insects 814
Total 1,028
Vertebrates
Group No. of Species
Fish 1 (introduced by workers into
reservoirs)
Reptiles 32 (including 3 species of poisonous
snakes)
Birds 188 (mostly migrants or seasonal
residents)
Mammals . _45 (includes feral horses, burros,
and domestic cattle)
Total 266

The species 1ists for vertebrates are probably complete or nearly so, but the invertebrate
fauna of the NTS is still faf from adeduately knoﬁh. For taxonomic groups that have been
collected and studied intensively, numerous species new to science have been identified.
Discovery of many other heretofore unknown species can be expected as other groups are

investigated in depth.

Biotic Communities

Allred, Beck, and Jorgensen (Reference 62) developed a classification scheme for NTS plant
‘communities somewhat Tike that cof Beatley {(see Figure II-31) as a basis for describing the
distribution of fauna on the test site. Their breakdown, which emphasizes general habitat
characteristics rather than the fine structure of plant associations; is used here to show

distribution of vertebrate fauna by "biotic communities." Their classification, with
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additional descriptive notes, follows:

Larrea~Franseria* (Creosote Bush-Burrobush. See Larrea type of Figure 11-31.)

This community belongs to the Mojave Desert flora. It covers wide areés in Frenchman
and Jackass Flats, Rock Valley, and Mercury Valley, and corresponds to the Larrea
vegetation type of Figure II-31. Within this extensive area, creosote bush is found

in association with a number of other desert shrub species and a wide variety of

annual and perennial herbaceous plants. Beatley (Reference 58) says that "Larrea
communities, especially those on the bajadas below the limestone ranges, ‘are those of
the greatest floristic diversity in the region." This type of cover ranges in elevation
from about 910 meters (3,000 feet) on valley floors up to 1,220 meters (4,000 feet)

on the upper bajadas.
Grayia-Lycium (Spiny Hop Sage-Lyciwm spp.)

This community is assigned by Beatley (Reference 55) to the Transitional Desert type

of vegetation. It occurs in a wide zone on the bajadas around Yucca Flat, generally

at elevations of 1,220-1,370 meters {~4,000-4,500 feet).

Coleogyne (Blackbrush)

Nearly pure stands of blackbrush occupy large areas in Mid-Valley and the lower slopes
of mountains and mesas in the north-central part of NTS, at elevations of 1,220 to
1,520 meters (4,000 to 5,000 feet). Blackbrush often occurs in association with
Mojave Desert species (i.e., Larrea) or Great Basin Desert types (4rtemisia spp.). It

is designated as a Transitional Desert type.

*Ambrosia in current nomenclature.

C
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Atriplex-Kochia (Saltbush-Red Molly; Atriplex type of Figure 1I1-31)

- Pure stands of saltbush, or saltbush in association with red molly or winterfat
(Furotia lanata), are found around the playas in the closed basins of Frenchman and
Yucca Flats. Species of saltbush (Atriplex canescens and A. confertifolia also occur
with other shrubs as dominants or co-dominants on saline or calcareous soil, at eleva-
tions up to >1,520 meters (5,000 feet). Atriplex associations belong to the Great

Basin Desert floristic unit.

Pinyon-duniper (Pinus moncphylla-Juniperus osteosperma; includes part of Artemisia

type of Figure I1I1-31)

This community is better identified as "Artemisia Pinyon-Juniper" (Reference 58).
Sagebrush  (mainly Artemisia arbuscula or A. tridentata) become important dominants

“in shrub associations above 1,520 meters (5,000 feet), with pinyon and juniper
occurring only sparingly. Above 1,830 meters (6,000 feet), the desert woodland aspect
“is more'evident, but sagebrushes continue as important components of the shrub under,

"story, along with botterbrush (Purshia spp.) and cliff rose (Cowania mexicana).

The Artemisia-Pinyon-Juniper community is a Great Basin Desert type. Smith and Giles
(Reference 63) show that this type of cover is an importaht habitat for mule deer
(Odoéoileus?hemiénué)a;LAnaIysiéﬁoflrgmen»chtehts?of mule deér collected from the NTS
mesa showed “that' bitterbrush’ (stéms -aid 12avés) comprised Gver-Gne-half of the dietary
components -during late spking,’summeréfand’ééfﬁy'félla C1iff rose (stems and leaves)

made up almost™thé entire-dietary“intake during” the’ winter.
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Other Habitats (Mixed)

Several disparate habitat types are grouped under this catch-all category: "mountainous
areas, natural springs, reservoirs, and playas." Exclusive of the "mountainous areas,"
which were not sampled intensively (Reference 62), the one feature common to these
habitat types is the presence of surface water during all or part of the year, an

important determinant of faunal distribution in the desert environment of NTS.
Salsola (Russian Thistle or Tumbleweed)

Salsola spp. as well as certain grasses and other herbaceous forms, are the primary
invaders of disturbed areas, especially where ground motion or subsidence has cracked
and Tloosened the soil, or where the native shrub vegetation has been destroyed.
Salsola spp. usually germinate during late spring to early summer, and grow through
summer and fall. Under favorable conditions, Salsola may produce large, dense stands
on disturbed soils. As Beatley (Reference 64) points out, the Salsola community

» identifiéd By Allred, Beck, and Jorgensen (Reference 62) 1is limited to highly
disturbed areas in Yucca flat, and the animal populations found to be associated
with it are not greatly different from those occurring in native desert shrub associa-

tions in the same area.

Table I1-5 shows the distribution, by community type, of the vertebrate species that
Allred, Beck, and Jorgensen (Reference 62) identify as "predominant species," although
that term is not precisely defined by the authors. (For lists of invertebrates given

the same designation, the referenced source may be consulted.)

Previous Habjtat Disturbances

N
Since the NTS was established in 1951, the then existing habitats have been modified to <

a considerable degree by construction activities, nuclear testing, and by a few extensive
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TABLE 1I-5

Predominant Vertibrate Species

Plant Community (as defined in footnote*)

La-Fr Gr-Ly Co At-Ko Pi-Ju Mixed

Sa

REPTILES

SNAKES

Chionactis oceipitalis
(Western Shovel-nosed Snake)

LIZARDS

BIRDS

Callisaurus draconoides
(Zebra-tailed Lizard)

Cnemidophorus tigris
(Western Whiptail)

Phrynosoma platyrhinos
(Desert Horned Lizard)

Sceloporus occidentalis
(Western Fence Lizard)

Uta stansburiana
(S8ide-blotched Lizard)

Alectoris chukar
(Chukar)

Amphispiza belli
(Sage Sparrow)

A. bilineata
(Black-throated Sparrow)
Carpodacus mexicanus

(House Finch)

Erimophila alpestris
(Horned Lark)

Gymnorhinus cyanocéphala
(Pinyon Jay)

Junco oreganus
(Oregon Junco)

Zenaidura macroura .
(Mourning Dove)
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Predominant Vertibrate Species

Plant Community*

La-Fr Gr-Ly Co At-Ko Pi-Ju Mixed

Sa

MAMY L3

RODENTS

Ammospermophilus leucurus
(White-tailed Antelope Squirrel)

[
|
<
>
>
4

Dipodomys merriami
(Merriam's Kangaroo Rat)

]
| >t
14
>4
|4

]
1>
]
14

B
1>4

D. ﬁicrops
(Great Basin Kangaroo Rat)

D. ordii X X X X
(Ord Kangaroo Rat)

Eutamias dorsalis X X
(Cliff Chipmunk) :

Peromyscus maniculatus X X X X X X
(Deer Mouse) - -

Perognathus formosus X X X X X X
(Long-tailed Pocket Mouse)

[ES
|4
>4

b
|4

P. longimembris
(Little Pocket Mouse)

RABBITS

154
e
1<
>
>

Lepus' californicus X
(Black~tailed Jackrabbit)

DEER

1=

Odocoileus hemionus X
(Mule Deer)

CARNIVORES

Canie latrans X X X X X
(Coyote)

Vulpes macrotis X X X X
(Kit Fox)

Distribution of "predominant" vertebrate species among plant communities of NTS.
*La~Fr = Larrea-Franseria; Gr-Ly = Grayia-Lycium; Co = Coleogyne; At-Ko = Atriplex-

Kochia; Pi-Ju = Pinyon-Juniper, Mixed = "mountainous areas, springs, reservoirs, aud
playas'"; Sa = Salsola.

1>

e

1>

[k

X in community column means species is found there; X means species 1s found there in

relatively high abundance.
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brush fires (most of them due to natural causes). Atmospheric testing above the desert
surface also burned the surrounding vegetation, damaged vegetation by way of airblast, caused
some scouring of surface soils, and subjected the soils and vegetation to high initial
fluences of radiation as well as subsequent, high levels of residual radiation from fission
products, induced radioactivity, and unburned nué]ear fuels from the nuclear explosives.

The foregoing discussion of the environmental setting is concerned largely with the natural
biotic communities, and thus does not truly describe the setting as it is at the start of

the actions proposed in this statement.

Disturbed Plant Cover

The roads, power and communication lines, and other permanent installations built to

support testing activities are described in Section 11.D.11. They account for about 70
square kilometers (27 square miles), or about 2 percent of the total area of the test site.
This amount of habitat can be considered as essentially removed from production of vegetation
or use by wildlife. Some additional amount of plant cover has been less severely disturbed
in a diffuse pattern by off-road vehicular traffic. On the other hand, construction of
surface reservoirs* and improvement of springs have made water available to animals, partic-
ularly wide-ranging mammals and birds, in areas where only ephemeral water supplies existed
before. This type of modification is considered an improvement of habitat for certain faunal

populations.

Some indication of the‘ex;ent of the pisturbénces dikect]y attributable to nuclear testing can
be seen in Figure 1178,_which‘shows;awpontjon'of~Yucca_Flatpwhere_both‘atmospheric and under-

ground testing has been intensives. ...  ..iv - .

N RN
Lo

A total of 84 atmospheric tests wépe"Earried out in the early years of .the test program. These

tests, principally airdrops, tower, or balloon shots, were done mainly in Yucca Flat, over areas

*A total of 18, widely dispersed, in Frenchman and Yucca Flats, on Pahute Mesa, and in Area 25.




II.

9.

D.

2-126

THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

Bioenvironment (Cont.)

covered with desert shrub vegetation. Typically, an atmospheric test completely denuded
an area of about 2 square kilometers (0.75 square miles), centered on ground zero, and
caused varying degrees of damage to plants over an additional area of 2.5 to 5 square

" kilometers (one to two square miles) (Reference 65). No good estimate of the total area
disturbed by atmospheric testing can be computed from these data, since affected areés

often overlapped, and, in many instances, the same areas were used for more than one test.

In areas wholly denuded of vegetation, there has been 1ittle recovery of the shrub component
of the plant community. Such areas have instead been revegetated by annual and perennial
grasses and forbs. Shrub seedlings have been.observed on the formerly denuded sites, but
these generally have failed to survive browsing by rabbits and rodents. In zones where
shrubs weré not entirely killed, there has been some recovery of the shrubs by crown

sprouting (Reference 66).

Underground testing has further disturbed the terrain and plant cover of the NTS. Most

underground tests have been conducted in Yucca Flat, many on sites previously impacted

by atmospheric tests. They have added to the intensity of disturbance, and have also

increased to some extent the total area of disturbed habitat. A number of the underground

tests were conducted on Pahute Mesa, under Rainier Mesa, and in Shoshone Mountain (Area 16)
~ at sites not affected by thé"atmospheric testing. Several hundred subsidence craters from

deep underground tests, and throw-out craters from Plowshare shots, now dot Yucca Flat and,

in a more dispersed pattern, Frenchman Flat and Pahute and Buckboard Mesas.

Close-in areas around cratering shots were completely denuded, or the vegetation was smothered
under ejegta from the crater. In Yucca Flat, revegetation in such areas has followed much
the same pattern as that in areas denuded by atmospheric shots, i.e., annual and perennial
forbs and grasses have largely replaced the native shrub cover. For cratering tests on

Pahute Mesa, the initial revegetation pattern has been similar to that observed in Yucca

Flat. But native shrubs are reestablishing themselves on even the most disturbed areas,

a fact that probably presages an eventual return to the original shrub or shrub wood]and

cover (Reference 66).

-
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Habitat disturbance from deep underground tests has resulted both from preshot operations
{site preparation, drilling, etc.) and from postshot subsidence. In some instances, e.g.,

for tests on Pahute Mesa, ground motion from the detonation has caused localized damage

to plants through rockfalls or root shearing along fault lines. Habitat disturbance by
underground nuclear testing is estimated to have affected about 8 to 26 hectares (20-65 acres)
per test from all causes. The type and rate of recovery of plant cover has varied with the
degree of disturbance, and has generally followed much the same course as that described for

sites distrubed by atmospheric or cratering tests.

Brushfires, many of them lightning-set, are known to have modified the plant cover over
sizable areas of NTS, since the test site was first used by AEC/ERDA. The most extensive
recent fire damage occurred during a period of severe thunderstorm activity, between June 18
and July 1, 1959. Five separate fires, the largest of which were on Shoshone Mountain and
Buckboard Mesa, burned over about 65 square kilometers (25 square miles) of habitat.*
Smaller brushfires are known to have occurred in widely scattered areas on the test site,
but no complete record of these is available. Burned-over areas in desert shrub or
Artemisia-Pinyon-Juniper.communities were initially revegetated as grass communities.
Nonindigenous winter and -annual grasses, Bromus rubens or B. tectorum, were the principal
invading species, and the dense stands of these grasses created a strong potential for
reburning, with cohsequent hazards to adjacent unburned vegetation (Reference 67 ). With
time, perennial grasses and, uitimately, native shrubs or shrubs and trees will become

reestablished in the community (Reference 68 }.

rxﬂl) *Personal communication, L. V. Martin, Fire Chief, NTS
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Effects on Fauna

There is no clear-cut evidence that the various types of habitat disturbance described above
have had significant effects on any faunal populations, although this question has not been
studied intensivé]y, As Table II-5 shows, vertebrate species on NTS are generally found in

-more than one, often in several, types of habitat, i.e., the populations are well dispersed.
Any effects resulting from a single nuclear test would be localized, affecting only a small
fraction of a widely scattered population, and therefore would likely be transient. Plant
cover on disturbed areas, while differing in species composition from the native cover it
has replaced, -is believed:to provide almost as much biomass production to support animal

life as did the original vegetation.

Endangered* and Threatened** Species

a. Plants

On July 1, 1975, the Director of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) pub1ished in

the Federal Register a 1list of vascular plants considered to .be possibly endangered or

threatened within the United States (Reference 69). The list, based on a report submitted to the

U.S. Congress by the Smithsonian Institution, comprised over 3,000 species, 21 of which (9 1isted

*
Endangered Species

The term "endangered species' means any species which is 1ikely to become an endangered species
with n the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its range (pest
insects excluded). ‘

*k .
Threaiened Species

The ‘erm "threatened species" means any species which is Tikely to become an endangered species
within the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its range.
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as endangered and 12 as threatened) were believed to occur on NTS. The list published in
Reference 69 was not final. It was intended to alert the public, the scientific community,
commercial interests, and any other persons that these plants were being considered for
addition to the lists of endangered and threatened speéieS'under the Endangered Species Act
of 1973 (P.L. 93-205), and to seek from such persons any data, advice, opinions, or other

information relevant to the listing.

On ‘June 16, 1976, the Director of FWS published in the Federal Register a proposed rule that
would designate approximately 1,700 native U.S. plant taxa as endangered species (Reference 70).
(The question of species to be designated as threatened was presumably reserved for later
consideration). The taxa included in this 1ist were selected on the basis of comments

received by FWS from the scientific community, various states, Federal agencies, industry
groups, other special intefest groups, and the general public. Again, the 1list was not

final, and Reference 70 solicited comments and suggestions from all who might be interested.
Nine of the plant species listed as candidates for designation as endangered occur, or have

occurred in the past, on NTS (or, in one instance, very close to the NTS boundary).

In the spring of 1976, before publication of Reference 7, ERDA initiated a survey of the
status of those species on NTS listed in ReferenCE'GQvas-endahgered-oﬁ threatened. The

survey was intended to update and augment existing knowledge concerning NTS species tentatively
proposed for protection ‘under the provisions offéhe'Endangered Species Act of 1973. Pending
final action by fhé"Department of the Interior on-the-list:proposéd in Reference 70, ERDA
proposes to treat those species that appeared‘oﬁ*the‘list'aéAgghﬁgggg_eﬁdangered species.
Neverfhe]eés,iinithé“discussibh that follows, recommendations will be presented for considering
two of the listed species as threatened rather than endangered, and for adding two taxa to the
proposed endangered speties list. These recommendations are based on the survey that started
in the spring of 1976 mentioned above, and which continued. Results are reported in

detail in Reference 72.
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For seven of the plant taxa involved, a Tocation on NTS represents the "type locality" for
the species or -subspecies, i.e., the site from which the first specimens for taxonomic
identification were collected. Populations growing in a type locality are of more than

ordinary interest to the taxonomist and ecologist.

Those plants that occur on NTS and have been proposed -for endangered status are listed below,
with descriptions of their known distributions on and near the test site. As indicated, only
seven. are species whose "type.locality" is on the NIS. The map in Figure 1I-32 and accompanying
descriptions further indicate where they occur (information on distributions is drawn from

References 71 and 72). Numerals refer to the species-Tisted below.

1.  Astragalus.beatleyae; a perennial found as scattered plants in Artemisia nova, north

and east Pahute Mesa, 1,860-2,070 meters (6,100-6,800 feet). (type locality).

2. A. nyensis; a rare and local annual, found on-calcareous gravel knolls, below 1,370 meters
(4,500 feet) (type Tocality is in the Spotted Range toward Frenchman Flat). The type
locality fer this species, now believed extirpated from NTS, was not described with
sufficient precision to permit showing more than an approximate area. The plant has not

been found on the NTS since 1941.

. 3. Lathyrus hitchcockianus; a perennial, not known .to occur on NTS, but reported from a site
below Yucca mountain, about.2.2 kilometers (1.4 miles) west of the NTS western boundary.
In Artemisia tridentata or lower Artemisia-Pinyon-Juniper, 1,370-1,580 meters (4,500-
5,200 feet). Also in central Bullfrog Hills, (the type locality) some 42 kilometers
(26 miles) west of NTS.*

*A1though this species was not found on NTS during the 1976 survey, it is considered
possible that it may occur within the western boundary of NTS near the site of the
earlier off-NTS collection (Reference 71).
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4. Trifoliwn andersonii Spp. beatleyae; a locally common to abundant perennial, around
volcanic flatrock areas and washes in Artemisia nova and Artemisia-Pinyon-Juniper, south
and east slopes of Shoshone Mountain (type locality, Tippipah Spring); Eleana Range (near
Capt. Jaclepring); and southeast rim of Pahute Mesa, where it occurs over many acres,

1,770-2,225 meters (5,800-7,300 feet) (also found below White Blotch Spring, off NTS).

5. Fragera pahutensis; a perennial occurring in an]arge population near southeast rim of
Pahute Mesa, in Artemisia—Pinyon-Juniber, 2,200-2,230 meters (7,200-7,300 feet) (type
Tocality). ’

6. Phacelia beatleyae; a winter annual, Tocally abundant along certain washes and nearby
loose tulus below French Peak (north Frenchman Flat), in Atriplex hymenelytra, 1,220-
1,370 meters .(4,000-4,500 feet) (type locality), on Skull Mountain, and west of NTS in

Lincoln County.

7.  Phacelia parighii; a winter annual, first collected onwhat is now NTS in May 1941, below
west Spotted Range (Mercury Ridge) near playa of south Frenchman Flat, 936 meters
(3,200 feet), and until recently, known only at NTS from that first collection
(Reference‘71). In 1976, populations of this species were found at a number of locations

on NTS, in eastern Rocky Valley and southwestern Frenchman Flat (Reference 72).*

8. Camissonia megalantha; a spring-germinating annual, occasional to locally common on soils
derived from volcanic rock in two areas of west and north Frenchman Flat; bare soil of
- seepage slope near Cane Spring (type locality), and washes and talus slopes of canyons

of French Peak, 1,220-1,340 meters (4,000-4,400 feet). Because of the possibility that

*Not listed in Reference 70Q. Recommended for designation as an endangered species, on the
basis of what is known about its distribution and degree of endangerment (Reference 72).

q
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this species may be determined as a synonym for (. heterochroma, a widespread species not
threatened, these NTS populations might later be removed from the endangered 1list

(Reference 72)."

Arctomecon merriamii; a perennial, occasional populations in Larrea-Ambrosia and Atriplex,
often on ground terraces and sometimes as a weed of disturbed soils, Specter Range, west
Spotted Range (including Mercury Ridge), Ranger Mountains, 670-1,460 meters

(2,200-4,800 feet). Also found off NTS in mountains on east side of Stewart Valley, and

in Ash Meadows).*

Galium hilendiae, SSP. kingetonense; a perennial, found on south Belted Range (cliff at
head of Butte Wash below Oak Spring Butte) in Artemisia-Pinyon-Juniper, 1,880 meters

(5,600 feet).**

Penstemon pahutensie; a perennial, common in areas of occurrence, in Artemisia-Pinyon- -
Juniper, canyons  of South Shoshone Mountain, Eleana Range, south Belted Range, south
Pahute Mesa (type locality below northwest face of Rainier Mesa) 1,770-2,290.meters
(5,800-7,500 feet) (also found off NTS, on Stonewall Mountain, in western Nye County).*

It is being recommended to FWS that these species be removed from consideration as
endangered species, and be designated instead as threaténed  (Reference 72): The
recommendation is based on the size and distribution of populations of the species,
and the lack of significant endangerment. =~ * ’ ‘ ’

.. S s

*k R . . s
Listed in Reference 71 as endangered in California, but not so listed for Nevada.
Recommended for designation as an endangered species in Nevada, on the basis of
what is known about its distribution and degree of endangerment (Reference 72).
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As noted above,.a number of plant specieg were proposed by the Smithsonian Institution for
designation.as Wthrégtened §pec1e§.ﬁ The Department of . Interior is presently evaluating the
suitability of thgalist.of candidates for designation as “threatened." Appropriate considera-
tion will be given by ERDA to the status of those plants occurring on the NTS which are on

the Smithsonian 1ist of threatened species. Data on such species will be published after ongoing

) surveys.are_comp]eted,

Detai]gd maps showing known locations of populations of endangered or threatened plant species
candidatgé, and. their critical. habitats when ascertained, will be‘distributed to appropriate
planning and operational péfsonne] of NTS. They will provide information for planning and
carrying out test site operations in a manner designed to avert adverse effects on these

populations and their habitats.
b. Animals

No animals occurring on. the NTS are presently on the.U. S. Department of the Interior list
of endangered or threatened wildlife. However, the State of Nevada, through the State
Board of Fish and Game Commissioners, has placed the -following animals in the protected"

classification under Nevada game. laws (Reference 54): .

Kit Fox; Spotted Bat; all Eagles, Falcons, Hawks, and Owls (14 species in all on NTS);
Osprey; Turkey Vulture; Belted Kingfisher; White Pelican; White-Faced Ibis; Common

Nighthawk; Lesser Nighthawk; Roadrunner; and Desert Tortoise.

The prohibitionsfagainst sport .huriting on NTS, plus restriction of access to NTS except,
by authorized personnel, probably ensure that these species are moné'gdéquafeTy protected

on NTS than in areas of the state where control of access is not so strict.

Although no specieé of endangered animals are resident on the NTS, ‘the only known surviving

wild population of the endangered Devils Hole pupfish, Cyprinodon diabolis, 1ives in a single,

-
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spring fed, sinkhole pool in Ash Meadows, Nye County, Nevada, between Death Valley and NTS.
This lTocation is about 38 kilometers (24 miles) southwest of Mercury or about 72 kilometers
(5 miles) south-southwest of the center of the nuclear test area in Yucca Flat. Surface
motions from some of the larger underground nuclear tests at NTS have on some occasions
produced transient water level fluctuations (sloshing) of three to six inches in the water

of the Devi]fs Hole pool. The small population (about 200 fish) is threatened by a declining
water level caused by nearby pumping for irrigation (Reference 73). The U.S. Supreme Court
has recently enjoined the irrigators from lowering the water table -below a level to be set by
the Federal District Court in Las Vegas that will ensure adequate water for survival of the

pupfish. (Also see Reference 74.)

The Animal Investigation Program

Since 1955, AEC, and more recently ERDA, has sponsored an "Animal Investigation Program" in
conjunction with nuclear test activities conducted at the NTS. Initially, the program

was conducted by a U.S. Army veterinarian, but in recent years it has been performed for the
Nevada Operations Office by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Environmental
Monitoring and Support Laboratory in Las Vegas. -

The current objectives of this program are:

a. The determination of ‘tissue concentrations of selected radionuclides in biological samples
obtained from cattle grézing on the Nevada Test Site and from cattle grazing off-site

areas when indicated.

b. The development and conduct of wildlife studies on and near the Nevada Test Site in
cooperation with state and Federal wildlife dgencies, particularly to assess the radio-

nuclide burden in tissues collected from various edible wildlife species.
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c¢. The gross and microscopic examination of tissues collected from these domestic and

wild animals for the detection of pathological changes and to ascertain <if such changes

might possibly be due to the presence of radionuclides.
d. The maintenance of veterinary relations with the off-site population.

e. The investigation of alleged damage to domestic animals resulting from the activities

of the Nevada Operations Office of the Energy Research and Development Administration.

The principal activity in this program has centered on maintenance of a beef herd on the NTS
where 75 to 100 head of cattle are allowed to graze freely in areas where nuclear tests were
conducted in the past. - The herd 15 managed in conformance with conventional range conserva-

tion practices in ordef to avoid overgrazing of the native forage.

Twice each year, -the herd is inspected by a veterinarian and six animals are sacrificed for
radiological and histopathological analyses. Four times a year, a mule deer is similarly
sampled; often the samples are obtained from road ki1l accidents. Small numbers of other
species of wild11fe such as rabbit, chukar partridge, and coyote are sampled on a seasonal
or opportunistic basis. Also, a Tong-term cooperative study haé been conducted since 1956
in conjunction with the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service on the Desert National Wildlife
Range 1o;ated to the east of NTS. Each winter, .a controlled sport hunt for desert bighorn
sheep is held on the range. Tissue specimené are taken from hunter kills and analyzed

for radionuclides.

137

Levels of certain radionuclides in animal tissues, such as Cs and 9OSr, are lower than

those found in animals 1iving in wetter climates. Some radionuclides have been observed

C
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in animal tissues that heve_been above normal background concentrations, especially fo11bwing

"Plowshare cratering experiﬁénts " With the exception of some»beta-burns which occurred to

11vestock gra21ng near the test site ‘during atmospher1c test1ng, and to animals intentionally

exposed in exper1ments no test-re]ated effects on an1ma15 have been observed in this progrem

(References 75, 76, and 77)3,_'

The Experimental Farm

The NTS Experimental Farm cbmp]ex is operated for the Nevada Operations Office by EPA/
EMSL-LV. This facility was originally established in 1964 toqstUdy the problem of radio-
iodine in the égricu1ture1 food éhain to man. It has also been used in studies of other
radionuclides in the envirnnment‘and at the present time is being used in a series of

plutonium uptake and:retention experiments. The remote Tocation of the farm (160 kilometers

. northwest of Las Vegas) makes it admirably suited for experiments employing targe doses of

radionuclides, heavy elements, or other toxicants that may be considered too hazardous to

perform near populated .areas.

The farm occupies 12 hectares (30‘acres) 1n Area 15 at the northern end of Yucca Flat (see

Figure II-33). Iticons“' | ctdres (15 acres) under cu1t1vat1on as forage crops; an

irrigatioﬁ*syStem'

(2 acres) of m1croplots and,a greenhouse for contro11ed stud1es of rad1onuc11de movement in
the soil and uptake 1n_vegetab1e-and gra1n crops. Metabolism stalls and a slaughter house
for cattle, equipped to safely handle animals containing radionuclides, along with a fully

contained Tiquid radioactive waste storage system, are also located there.
Archaeological and H1stor1ce1 Values

Human occupation of what is now the NTS has extended from perhaps as early as 10,000 B.C.

to the present time. Early occupation by small hunting and gathering'groups was probably
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sporadic and sparse, and had 1ittle influence on the environment. Various aboriginal

' cultures occupied the area over this extended period as evidenced by the presence of arti-

facté’at many surface sites, and more substantial deposits of cultural material in several
rocksheiters on ﬁhe NTS. The area was occupied by Paiute Indians at the time of the first
known ou;side contact in 1849. " This period of aboriginal océupation was sustained primarily
by a hunting and gathering economy, based on using temporary campsites and shelters. Aside
from the artifactual remains left behind, the preéence of prehistoric man in the area

probably had only a superficial and transient impact on the environment.

The archaeological and historical features of the Nevada Test Site have been investigated.
Working in consultation with the Nevada State Museum, Desert Research Institute of the
Univérs%ty of Nevada, Las Vegas, Dr. Frederick Worman of the Los-Alamos Scientific Labora-
tory (now deceased) identified 17 known archaeoclogical sites on the Nevada Test Site and
has documented these in References 78, 79, and 80. These sites are located on the map

shown in Figure 1I-34.

These documents were‘pdblished and made available to the National Park Service in 1969 in
comp1iahce with Public Law 93-291. These sites have been recorded in the Nevada State
Museum's Site Record'File.f.None of the known sites on the Nequa Test Site is listed in

the National Register ofLHistoric Places.

Neither the Nevada StaﬁeﬁMugédm;-the National Park Service, nor the Nevada State Historical
Preservation Officer:has identified any of these known sites as ﬁeefing the criteria for

nomination for inc]ugion'bn the National Register 1ist.

In his most complete discuséion of these matters in Reference 80 Worman calls attention

to several sites of -historical interest, and 17 sites of archaeological interest. Because
the ready availability of surface wéter wasithe most important single determinant governing
the Tocation of human occupation, historic sites are often associated with prehistoric ones,

both being situated near springs. As a consequence of this superposition of historic
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occupation on the prehistoric, disturbance of certain aboriginal sites by modern man occurred

Tong before use of the area by AEC/ERDA began.

In addition to the archaeological sites discussed above, there are also some sites of
historical interest. The‘pr1ncipa1 ones include: (1) the remains of primitive stone
cabins, with nearby corrals, at Tippipah Spring, Cane Spring, and White Rock Spring; (2) a
natural cave containing prospector’s paraphernalia, in Cat Canyon in Area 30; and (3) crude
remains of early mining and sme]ting activities, e.g., the cinnibar retort on Mine Mountain

Road in Area 6.

Archaeological remains include artifacts found on or just below the surface at campsites
and in natural caves or rockshelters in canyons and cliff faces. The artifacts comprise
flakes and ground stone tools, pottery (mostly shards), and occasionally trade items, such

as glass beads, indicative of postcontact occupation. One rockshelter, located just outside

" the NTS boundary, also yielded fragments of basketry and cordage. Petroglyphs are found in

a few areas, e.g., Cat Canyon.

In addition to the 17 numbered sites, Worman, in Reference 80 1lists 15 "general areas"

on which surface finds of artifacts have been'ma'de‘."j Artifacts in the possession of private
collectors are described and ?1ghfédifh'Reférehcéﬁeo.' Most such collections were made in
the early days of NTS operation, before measures were adopted to protect antiquities. One
private collection has been turned over to the mu;eﬁh:of the Desert Research Institute of

PR

the University of Nevédh,4La§’Vé§aéf?
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As noted above, Sites of both historic égdwaéhfstﬁfié‘bhéﬁpaf%on‘dn NTS are located around
springs, in canyons, or on or neaﬁ‘thérﬁﬁkés“bf mountains and mesas. In contrast, the larger
valleys show 1ittie or no evidence ofgﬂﬁéuhétioh.A:WOfmah, in Reference 80 characterizes
most of NTS operational Areas 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 14, and 25 as "Areas of no
archaeological interest--no building or testing restrictions." These areas together comprise

almost the entire floors of Yucca, Frenchman, and Jackass Flats. Yucca Flat (especially




II.D.

10.

2-142

THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

Archaeological and Historical Values (Cont.)

Areas 2, 3, 7, 9, and 10) was the site of much of the atmospheric testing during the early
days of NTS operation, and of a large percent.of the underground testing carried on since
1961. Thus, testing and associated operational activities have generally been most intense
in those parts of NTS where archaeological and histpric sites are absent. Eyen;sites on
the‘periphery of Yucca Flat, close to the area of repeateq underground testing, seem to have

- been little affected by ground motion from the tests, For example, during a sfte visit in
January 1976, the condition of the stone cabin at Tippipah Spring, 1es§vthan ten miles
from the site of .numerous underground tests, was found to be essentially unchanged as compared

to its condition as shown in a photograph made eight years earlier (shown in Reference 80).

Formal investigation of the archaeological and historical features of NTS has consisted largely
of the reconnaissancé and. spot sampling efforts reported by Worman. Worman also carried out
an officié]1y,authonj;ed salvage investigation, in 1962, of two rockshelters thought to be
potentially threatened by ground motion from proposéd_tynnel shots. The shelters are located
on the south slope of Rainier Me;a, in Area 12. The results of this sa]vage‘operation are
reported in Reference 78. Materials recovered, which were all of the late prehistoric and
postcontact eras, were deposited, with the records, in the Museum of Natura]bHistory at the
University of Ngvada, Las Vegas. Currently, the Desert Research Institute qf the University
of Nevada is:pursuing an investigation to identify and inventory additional archaeological and

“historic cu]tuﬁ§1;sites on NTS. It is expected that this investigation will be conducted over
a number of years.
Guidelines and operating procedures have been developed at the Nevada Tegt Site to protect
known sités of potential archaeological and hisforica] interest in comp]ian;e with the Federal
Antiquities:Act of 1906 (JﬁUSC,Sectionsﬂ43], 432, 433), the Historic Sjtes.AcE of 1935

. (16USC Sections 461 and 467), and the National Historic Preservation Act of»]966 (16USC

. Section 470). Theseﬁpyocedures are established in the standard operating procedure for the
Nevada Test $jte'(NTSQ-6003--Reference 81),‘whjch specifies the reéponéibi]jties and pro-

cedures to be used with regard to preservation of antiquities and historic sitgs‘wjthin

q
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the Nevada Test Site. It also establishes procedures for reporting and confirming new "finds"
of archaeological and historical interest. Sites and locations on the Nevada Test Site that
had been identified as having archaeological or historical interest have been marked with
appropriate signs. As new sites of historical interest are identified, these will be
similarly marked and protected. If necessary, the standard operating procedures will be

modified.

On January 3, 1976, a high-yield event detonated on Pahute Mesa caused concern for National
Park Service properties within Death Valley. The ground motion caused by this event was
distinctly felt at Scotty's Castle and there was concern on the part of the National Park
Service that some damage might also have been caused. Scotty's Castle and the surrounding
Scotty's Ranch are not listed in the National Register of Historical Places, but they are

considered eligible for consideration by the Secretary of the Interior.

The Nevada Operations Offjce has been in contact with the Historic Preservation Coordinator
for the state of California with regard to this incident. In addition, inqdiries have

been made of the Stafe Historic Preservation Officers (SHPQ) of California and Nevada to
ascertain if there are any other historic sites which are eligible for inclusion in the
National Register, and which are' close enbhgh that they might experience adverse effects
from ground motion from NTS activiéieS'(see Figure II-35). Currently, the structural response
contractor, URS/John A. Blume and Assoéiates, is consulting with these SHPOs and other
interested historical entitfes to locate additional historic structures and to assess the
potential effects of grounq mot1;on.~ Historica] ;ités in Utah and Arizona will not be

affected because of the greater distances j‘n_'voul ved.
On-Site Facilities

Onsite facilities at NTS vary from highly specialized test structures to general utility
structures. For the purposes of this statement, an installation or structure is considered
permanent which has been in place for four years and is expected to be'in use for four

additional years.
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At the NTS, there are residential areas, administrative centers, major construction complexes,
as well as various other facilities and installations strategically positioned in the forward
areas. They aré’interconnected by a primary and secondary road net, buried utility systems,
and surfacé-strung high-powerylines. Although normally considered as permanent, roads,

power, and utility nets are oftén constructed and abandoned Tn'response to the needs of the
testing program. . |

At present (1976), there are 705 kilometers (438 miles) of open, paved roads and 111 kilometers

(69 miles) of unpaved secondary roads at NTS. In addition, there are 368 kilometers

(229 miles) of abandoned and permanently barricaded paved and unpaved roads, for a total of
1,184 kilometers (736 mi]és) of roadway at the site. In many instances, uti]fty systems and
power 11nes closely paré11e1 the road networks; therefore, using 50 meters as ‘the average
combined width of these features, 59 square kilometers (23 square'miles) of land are

estimated to be permanently utilized for this purpose.

To féci]itate the genefa] description of the permanent onsite features, the test site has been
divided into six regions as. shown on Figure I1-36. The features range jn use from the major
administrative center at Mercury, with a more or less permanént population of 475, to forward
areas sucH as Pahute Mesa, utilized only for experimental purposes and with 1ittle or no

overnight population (Reference 82).

a. In the Mercury vicinity there are centralized facilities to house and support most of

the activities at the NTS.
B. The Frenchman Flat vicinity is wholly utilized for experimental projects.
c. The Yucca Flat vicinity furnishes the site for most of the underground tests, the

location of the testing Control Point, and the forward location for some test support

activities.
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12.

d. The Rainier Mesa vicinitv is the location of underaround tests for the DoD. There is

also an experimental farm in that vicinity.
e. The Pahute Mesa vicinitvy provides a site for higher vield underground tests.
f. Areas 25 and 28 contain buildings and facilities that remain from former activities.

a. The remaining areas of the NTS have no permanent facilities other than some paved and

unpaved roads.
The general distribution of facilities at the NTS is indicated in Table II-6.

There are 27 numbered areas comprising the Nevada Test Site and 10 of these areas have no
permanent facilities or installations. Thesé ten areas total 1,100 sauare kilometers

(424 sauare miles) and have'an effective permanent usaae factor of zero. In the remainina
17 areas, comprising 2,350 square kilometers (904 square miles), about 70 sauare kilometers
or 27 square miles have been covered with "permanent" construcfions of installations for

a total NTS usaae factor of 3 percent.

Safeguards and Security

No significant amounts of sbedia] nucjear materia]s (SNM) are 1bcated'coﬁiihuous1y at the
Nevada Test Site. - SNM is‘occasiohaﬂ1y‘Sitﬁated’ﬁt_specific locations on a temporary basis
while being prepared for testing. . In accordance with established ERDA guidelines, NTS has

established a Safeguards Security Sygtem;

iy S U S S
a. There are three types of special

Nevada Test Site:
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TABLE 11-6
DISTRIBUTION OF FACILITIES AT NTS

Area Frenchman Yucca Rainier | Pahute

Designations Mercury| Flat Flat Mesa Mesa Other

Areas 22,23 5,26,27 1.2,3, 12,15 18,19,20{ 25,28 14,16,
4,6,7, 17,29,30
8,9,10,
11

Area .

(kilometers?) 92 366 714 104 684 586 954

Airstrip ° () )

Housing ] ° ]

Laboratories . ° (] ] .

Shop Areas () . ° 0

O0ffices . () (] e °

Yards and/or

Warehouses . ] . ' 0
Permanent

Buildings 170 42 na - 32 92
Non-permanent

Buildings* [ . ° . ®
Support

Facilities and

Utilities ° ° (] . .

*
The number of non-permanent structures in an area of the NTS will vary according to the

activities there.
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Safeguards and Security (Cont.)

(1) Nuclear weapons or weapons components which are shipped to NTS to be tested as

part of the underground weapons test program.

(2) Reactor fuel for the Super Kukla reactor; a fast burst reactor used for testing

of weapons components.

(3) Irradiated reactor fuel from the Tory reactor. This fuel is presently in the
process of dissembly for shipment to a reprocessing facility in Idaho for recovery
of the SNM.

The NTS Safeguards and Security Program is generally designed to provide protection in

accordance with, but greater than, required by ERDA Manual Chapters 2401, 2405, and

7401,

b. Safeguards and Security Program

The objective of the NV Safeguards and Security Program are:

(1) To prevent theft of SNM by outsiders. -

(2) To protect against theft or. diversion of SNM by insiders.

(3) To protect against sabotage.

(4) To protect against espionage.: .-
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To accomplish these objectives, NV has designed a system using the traditional elements

of:

* Physical protection.
Personnel clearances.
Material control procedures.

Material accountabilitv systems.‘

The Physical Protection System includes an Early Warning System, an immediate
assessment capability, techniques to delay an attack or intrusion attempt,

and adequate protection forces to respond to such an attempt.

The Protective Security System is designed to allow access to only those persons
havina the appropriate clearance and an operational need, and to detect, assess, and

prevent any attempt at unauthorized entry to SNM areas.

The guard force is the backbone for the security provided for the Nevada Test Site.
Wackenhut Services, Incorporated (WSI), provides this guard force under contract

to the Nevada Operations Office.

The area of the Nevada Test Site is considerably larger than that found at most ERDA
installations, and the operations conducted at the site call for a high degree of
protection. The guard force normally is comprised of from 150 t9 200 guards, and is
necessarily one of the largest contingents of protective personné] to be found at

ERDA installations.

C
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The perimeter of ;he NTS area is not fenced, but is posted as a restricted area, and access
is prohibited other‘than at designated entrances. The buffer zone, provided by the Nellis
Air Force range, further restricts access to NTS, particu]ar]y in the forward areas. Road
access to the Nevada Test Site is restricted by guard stations and barricades. A guard
station exists at the Mercury entrance and at the northern entrance from Highway 25. The
Lathrop Wells road 1eading to the NRDS area is opened only for morning and evening traffic.
The Jackass Flats road is presently barricaded between Highway 95 and the turnoff leading

to Mercury.

A1l personnel on the NTS are required to be badged (identification and film badges).*

Generally, workers at the NTS are required to have a security clearance.

Mobile patrols are one of the more effective methods employed to provide security over

large area. The guard force in a typical year utilizes over a hundred government vehii

and travels over 3 million kilometers (2 million miles).

Certain sensitive areas on the test site call for special security controls. Chain link
fencing, protective alarms, closed-circuit TV, and secure communications systems are
utilized. Teams of heayi]y armed guards are avai]gb]g to respond to emergency situations.
and to escort thg movement of nuclear explosives within the NTS. Such response teams are

equipped with armored vehicles capable of moving cross-country at high speed.

Temporary roadblocks are e§§§b]1§hgqawhen”needgd_@o control access to designated testing
areas in g?qnectjén wjth1t§efqgggﬁgtgob;oftundergrouqd;puclear device;,;'The designated
forward areas usually include a]1 areas north_qf tbg antro] Eoint,,and these areas are
“swept by guard patrols to assure that all personne] have withdrawn to a safe designated
location. Helicopters and light aircraft are avai]ab]é_to the security force and are
normally used to check perimeter barricades and other remote locations 1ﬁ the forward test

areas as part of this sweeping action.

*The film in a "film badge," when developed, indicates the amount of radiation received.
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. Guard personrie] are required to meet rigid physica] standards. The NTS is equipped with

" & modern pistol and rifle range in Area 23 where the guards maintain their proficiency in

the use of weapons. Certain guards used for sensitive assignments are also trained in

thebopération of weapon-eqdipped armored vehicles.

A1l locations on the NTS containing speéia] nuclear material are designated as special
Seéurity'areas‘and_utiIize a combination from among the following to provide_adeqhate
security: |
. Hérdenéd facilities
Security fences
Internal alarms
External alarms
~ Closed circuit television (CCTV)
?“;Gﬁafds o

Response capability

Access Controls

‘The NTS is a controlled access area. Although it does not require a security clearance

to enter ;he site, access is controlled and restricted to those personnel who have been

properly identified and badged.

The seéurity areas onsite have more stringent controls, requiring appropriate security

¢learances and an operational need before unescorted access is allowed. Others having

‘a need for access are escorted.

Personnel Clearances

A1l personnel having access to SNM at NTS must either have security clearance in
accordahée with ERDA regulations or be escorted by personnel who do possess the

proper clearance.
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_contro]s.

[P
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Material Control Procedures

4
A11 SNM is assigned to specific areas, each of which has specific operational and sec@fity

]

-
-

‘A11 SNM at NTS is under a two-man concept; that is, it requires two equally responsib]éif

individuals to enter an area: where SNM is maintained. In the case of weapons, the twohg

individuals must be together in constant attendance. At Super Kukla material, it requ{fgs

two to open the facility. The same two must inventory and close up together. In the 'fsg
of Tory fuel, operating procedures require that no less than two personnel be involved in:
any operations and that any person exiting from the operational area be monitored by :

radiation safety personnel.

A1l vehicles and packages exiting a security area are subject to search by the guards.

Material Accountability

Accountability for material at NTS is under the control of two different organizations.

'Accountability-for,Super‘K:materia]\1s“by‘Lawrente Livermore Laboratory (LLL) of the

University of California underitheﬁcognizanée of- the San Francisco Operations Office.

There have been ho inventory differences in either the weaponS program or the Super Kukla
Program at NTS. There have been inventory differences related to the reactor fuel which

is being disassembled and shfpped*to‘fdéﬁo:fOrVkecovery.f However; this difference has been
determined to be reactor bUknings, experimental loss, loss in disassembly, operating and
measuring difference as a result of,the-differences in the capability of measuring equipment
between the time the reactor fuel was fabricated and the time it was disassembled for

recovery.
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SNM are inventoried monthly, routinely, and upon special request. There have been no

inventory differences for materials except as indicated above.

f. Assessments

The ERDA-HQ Division of Safeguards and Security performs an annual assessment of the NV
Security and Safeguards System. To date, findings and recommendations have been minor and

they have judged NTS to have an adequate Safeguards and Security Program.

13. Economy and Work Force

The average work force employed in Nevada alone by ERDA and its contractors is about 5,500
people. This represents an annual expenditure of about 140 million dollars for salaries

and related expenses, and rates as the fourth largest "industry" in the area. Gaming, the
largest of all local industries, produced a revenue over $845 million in Clark County during
1976. The tourist-convention activity accounts for the next largest industry (comprised of
room accommodations, restaurant expenditures, and nightclub entertainment). There were 9.7

million visitors in 1976.

Nellis Air Force Base and Range is the biggest single employer in the area, currently employing
a total of about 8,500 military and civilian personnel. The combined payroll alone amounts
to nearly $104 million. This compares to a $92 million payroll associated with the Nevada

Test Site.
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Public Information

The Nevada Operations Office conducts a public information program to inform citizens in
areas surrounding the Nevada Test Site of the current aspects of Energy Research and
Development Administration projects carried out by NV. Emphasis is placed on informing

the public of safety measures and environmental effects concerning these projects.

The NV Office of Public Affairs maintains close contact with local, regional, and national
news media to provide prompt release of information on NTS and other ERDA programs that

may be of interest to the public.

Visits to the NTS are conducted for about 1,000 members of the public per year. Included
are news media representatives; state, local, and federal government officials,; and private
citizens. Specia1 public and news media observer programs for nuclear tests are conducted
periodically. A live "countdown" is broadcast on commercial radiostations in Las Vegas

for all underground tests which may cause ground motion that would be felt off the NTS.

Unclassified reports and other publications concerning the underground nuclear testing and

other NTS programs are available at the public reading room in the Nevada Operations Office

at 2753 South Highland Drive in-Las Vegas. Many of these reports and publications describing

other ERDA energy and national security programs are sent to public and university libraries in

Nevada and adjoining states. NV also participates -in an ERDA-wide speakers' bureau and other
informatjon programs designed to give direct response to public requests for information on

all ERDA programs.

A1l information programsvconducted'by‘NV comply Witﬁ the Freedom of Information Act and the

Privacy Act of 1974.
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SECTION III
DESCRIPTION OF PROPQOSED ACTIVITY

A. UNDERGROUND NUCLEAR TESTING

1.

General Description of Testing

As mentioned previously in Section II.(.3, the United States conducts all of its nuclear
weapohs tests underground in accordance with the terms of the Limited Test Ban Treaty.
Hence, complete containment of all nuclear weapons tests is a dominant consideration in

nuclear test operations.

Various techniques are used for emplacing nuclear test weapons so that the explosion will be
contained. The most common method is to emplace a test device at the bottom of a vertically
drilled hole. Another technique is to emplace a test device within a tunnel that has been
mined horizontally to a location that is sufficiently deep to provide containment. The
preparation of such holes and tunnels constitutes a major part of the activity carried on at

the NTS.

There are many considerations which enter into the judgment of acceptability for the selection

of suitable locations. These include:

a. The results from past experience in-the immediate vicinity.

b. The distances to nearby expendéd and open ‘test emplacement sites.

c. The relative 1qcation, strike, and dip offaults and significant surface Tineations.

d. The physical and mechanical properties-of,the~gé0]dgic'medfahas intérpreted from
data collected from-neahby'hdles (e.g.; the porosity, water content, and the degree
of saturation; ‘the gas-%i]ﬂed‘ponoéity;lthewbu1kfand.grain'densities,'sonic
velocities, é]ay content, .and .type). -~ = .7ty T |

e. The proximity of discontinuities in the geologic media which would act as reflecting
surfaces for shock waves.

f. The results available from geophysical logs taken in the vicinity.

g. The likelihood of CO2 production from rocks containing carbonates.
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1.  General Description of Testing (Cont.)

h. The depth of the water table.

A considerable body of information already exists concerning various aspects of containment,

‘and that data continues being developed. In particular, a vast amount of geologic
knowledge ébout the Nevada Test Site has been assembied and is utilized in determining the
best test locations for use. In instances where there is not sufficient data to make

this Jjudgment, exploratory drii]ing is accomplished and observations are made to obtain

such .information.

After suitable sites have been selected, the emplacement holes are drilled. (See

Figure III-1). During the actual drilling operation, well-site geologists monitor the
media properties. This is done by taking representive samples from the geologic

formations being penetrated (core samples) and from drill cuttings or by additional
geophysical logging of the hole. These resu1ts establish a correlation between the

actual and éxpected geologic parameters. Often, but notvq1ways, during the_dri]]ing
operation, the emplacement holes are lined with steel casf%g‘cemented in place. Primarily -
this is done to assure the integrity of the hole, but it also provides for more

convenient access.

Geologists also monitor the mining of. tunnels and tunnel drifts, documenting the physical

and mechanical properties of the penetrated geologic media; however, in the tunnels the

. geologists have the opportunity to observe the geologic matrices in place, so that faults

and other discontinuities are more obvious.

An invenﬁory of drilled holes or partially completed holes is maintained at the
Nevada Test Site to the extent feasible, so that tests can be conducted without hole

preparation delays.

Emplacement of a test device in a drilled hole or tunnel is not accomplished until the

containment design has been reviewed by the Containment Evaluation Panel (see Section
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-FIGURE III-1 ‘EMPLACEMENT*HOLE DRILLING

o L e Tt Tt i

Drill rigs operate continuously at NTS prepaﬁ'ng emplacement holes.
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II1.A.3.a.(1). The usual cqnfiguration for emplacing a test device is within a long

cy]indriqa]véapsdie or’”caniSter”:(see Figure IiI%Z). ‘Diagnostic systems-are usually

s contained’within*the same canisten and, in fact, usua]]y constitute the greatest part of

1ts 1ength The, can1ster can be: 1owered into pos1t1on using -either certified wire rope

_ cables or meta]]urg1ca]]y spec1f1ed dr111 pipe or cas1ng under carefully controlied cond1t1ons
) A cons1derab]e bund]e of e]ectr1ca1 ‘cables is fed 1nto the emp]acement hole dur]ng this
“operatJOn.{ These cables~eonnectvthe firing systems and-the‘d1agnost1c systenis to the

surface instrumentation: -

“al

After the dev1ces and re]ated diagnostic equ1pment are 1owered into the hole or emp]aced

71n “the tunne] in the proper position consistent with the conta1nment design, the

emp]acement ho]e or tunne] is prov1ded with a closure system.

The c]osure system for tests conducted in vert1ca]1y drilled holes normally consists of
backf1]11ng the hole w1th standard mixes of sand and gravel (referred to as "stemming" ) and
from one to thnee.coa] tar epoxy plugs. The stemming and plugs are used as seals against
leakage of/cavity gas to the atmosphere. The plugs also can serve as platforms to keep the

stemming from falling downhole into explosion-produced cavities. All downhole cables passing

through coal tar epoxy plugs are either protected with factory-installed gas b]ocks’or with

gas blocks installed in the field to prevent the cables from acting as conduits from the

explosion-produced cavity to the surface. On rare occasions, a vertically emplaced test may
include a "line-of-sight" pipe, in which-case the normal stemming and plugs are used outside
the pipe as well as appropriate mechanical closures within the pipe, to afford assurance of

containment.

For tests detonated in tunnels, the stemming material will normally ‘consist of rock matching

grout (concrete) emplaced close to the device, backed-up by varying types, amounts, and

combinations of grout and other stemming materials. Tunnel experiments generally include a
horizontal line-of-sight pipe within the mined tunnel. After the detonation occurs, appropriate‘i;;/

mechanical closures block the pipe to prevent gases from entering the open (unstemmed)
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FIGURE 111-2

INSERTION OF TEST DEVICE

An event canister being Towered downhole at Pahute Mesa':
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portions of ;he ﬁunnel. In addition, several large concrete and steel plugs block the tunnel
between the"éxperimentalfarea and the pdrtal_(entrance) to afford added protection against

the possibility of‘gas bypassing the'stemmed.area;

When all is in readiness, the test device is fired by electrical signals sent from a remote
firing location called the Control Point or CP. During and following the test, diagnostic
data are transmitted by cables to trailers and instrumentation shelters located at the surface

outside theiarea of possible surface collapse.

After the test has been fired, there are other engineering operations which may be conducted
relative to specific tests. Those operations and the precautionary procedures which they

require are described in Section III A.3.e.
Areas Used (Land Use)

Currently, underground nuclear tests at the Nevada Test Site are being conducted in undis-
turbed media in areas which have been utilized in the past. As mentioned previously, the
primary users are assigned control of certain testing areas and coordinate the various

activities within their boundaries (see Figure III-3).

For testing in FY 1978 and beyond, it is expected that these same areas in Yucca Flat, Rainier
Mesé, and Pahute Mesa will continue to be utilized for underground tests by the laboratories
and the DoD. In addition, it is anticipated that there may be requirements to utilize other
areas of the NTS for underground nuclear tests.

Normal Operations

a. Test Operations Review and Survey Panels
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(1) The Containment Evaluation Panel

Each prqposed‘underground nuclear tesf will be thoroughly reviewed by a

Containment Eva]uation Panel (CEP). The CEP is composed of individuals with
extensive experience in nuclear testing and associated phenomenology. The CEP
assists the Manager, NV, in the review of proposed nuclear tests to ensure that
each contéihment des%gn is one which will (a) provide reaéonab]e assurance of
satisfactory containment of radioactivity,* or (b) release radioactivity only under
controlled conditions in compliance with all treaty constraints, and under health

and safety guidelines estab]ished'by the Administrator of ERDA.

Panel membership includes individuals from the Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory

(LASL), Lawrence Livermore Laboratory (LLL), Defense Nuclear Agency (DNA), U.S.
Geological Survey (USGS), Sandia Laboratories (SL), and independent consultants.

The Panel examines each factor which may contribute to unwanted escape of radio-
nuclides to the atmosphere during -or after the detonation. Such reviews consider

in detail the device yield, debth of burial, geology; hydrology, medium characteristics,
location of the emplacement site (including the proximity to and the success of

previous test locations), phenomenology, closure methods, stemming design, and the

drilling and construction history.

Establishment of the Containment Evaluation Pane]‘évb]yed after a breach of contain-
ment for the BANEBERRY event detonated on December 18, 1970, resulting in the
prompt venting of about three million curies** of‘radioactivity‘into the atmosphere.
Because of this incident, a test moratorium was imposed. One result of the intense
investigation which followed was that the "Test Evaluation Panel, which had been
charged with evaluating the adequacy of test safety preparation, was reconstituted

as the Containment Evaluation Panel (CEP).

*Satisfactory containment, as defined by the Manager, NV, will result in no radioactivity measurable
offsite by normal monitoring equipment and no unanticipated release of radioactivity onsite.

**The estimate is corrected to 12 hours after the event time.

q
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Among the changes made were the assignments of a USGS representative and consultants
in underground phenomenology and hydrology as permanent members of the Panel.

Increased emphasis was placed upon the physical properties of the geologic media;

more conservative emplacement depths were emphasized; extensive emplacement site

investigations were required to assure suitability of each test for the location
proposed for that test; changes were made in the design and location of containment
mechanisms, such as epoxy plugs and cable gas blocks; and more extensive evaluation

procedures were instituted.

It is the function of the CEP to undertake this comprehensive and thorough review
required by ERDA before approval can be given to proceed with the test. After
reviewing and evaluating the test design, each member of the CEP provides a statement
on the adequacy of the containment design. These statements are not made for public
record, because they-normaliy consist of classified information. The chairman of

the panel then‘summarizes the views of the panel and makes a recommendation to the
Manager, NV, relative to proceeding with his request for detonation authority from
the Division of Military Application, ERDA/HQS, to conduct the test as designed.

After the event, the CEP reviews the effectiveness of the containment design.

Since the advent of the CEP, w1th its heightened attention to test containment, the
nuclear testing program has maintained a sat1sfactory record for containing radioactivity
underground . both during and foi]ow1ng nuc]ear exp1051ons There. have been no dynamic
ventings since BANEBERRY, although there has been one re1ease During the

DIAGONAL LINE event of November 24 1971 about 6,800 curies* of radioactive

gases (primarily xenon 133) seeped to the atmosphere This re]ease was detected in

the atmosphere offsite by very sensitive airborne monitoring systems but was

| undetected offsite by ground monitoring systems

*The 6,800 curie estimate is corrected to 12 hours after event time.
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The Nuclear Explosive Safety Study and Survey Group

Prior to any activity involving a nuclear explosive, a study of the proposed opera-

tton is conduoted in accordance with ERDAM 0560 (Reference 83). The Nuclear Explosive
éafety Study‘and Survey Group, as constituted for that event, reports to the Manager,
N, for nuclear explosive operat10ns at the NTS. Th1s group 1nc]udes personnel

¢from the Energy Research and Development Adm1n1strat10n A]buquerque, New Mexico

(ERDA/AL) Energy Research and Deve]opment Adm1n1strat1on, Oakland, Ca11forn1a
(ERDA/SAN); Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory (LASL), Lawrence Livermore Laboratory

(LLL); Sandia Laboratories (SL); and is chaired by a representative from the ERDA/NV.

Th1s des1gnated group conducts deta11ed safety ana]yses of a]] proposed operations
1nvo]v1ng nuclear exp]os1ves prior to the beg1nn1ng of any 0perat1on These opera-

tions are assemb]y, transportat1on, 1nsert1on, emp]acement, arm1ng, and firing.

The group prepares a report wh1ch may conta1n safety ru1es or recommendations

(3)

pert1nent to the specific operat10n under study These ru1es or recommendat1ons
are based on findings resu1t1ng from the1r safety ana]yses and from the physical
1nspect1on of the facilities and equ1pment to be used The report from this group
is reviewed for approval by the Manager, NV. Any recommendat1ons contained in the
report are reso]ved pr1or to the start of any assoc1ated nuc]ear explosive opera-

t1ons, and the ERDA Headquarters organ1zat1on is so adv1sed

The Test Contro]fer and Advisory Panel

The Test Controller, and ERDA/NV representative desdgnated by the Manager, NV,
assumes operational contro]‘of the:Nevada-TestvSTte and the Nevada Test Site Organi-
zation (the entityfot Nevada Operations Office that supports‘test operations) for

a specifically assigned'test during the:test‘execution period. The Test Controlier
assures that the test is conducted in compliance with the ERDA directives,
instructions, published policy, containment plans, and applicable international

test treaties. An-Advisory Panel is assembled to assist the Test Controller in

matters pertaining to onsite and offsite safety associated with the test.

.
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The Advisory Panel is chaired by a Scientific Advisor from the sponsoring
laboratory, who is familiar with the technical and scientific aspects of the test.
Members of the Panel have combined expertise in the field of underground testing
phenomenology, meteorology, radiation, biological effects, and other subjects

influencing the safety of a specific activity.

The Test Controller and Advisory Panel meet several times in advance of a scheduled
test to review preparations and developing situations. Such reviews are conducted
until test completion. Specifically, on the day before a test, separate briefings
are held regarding (a) containment design and as-built details, (b) experimental
systems, and {c) test readiness (technical, weather, operational, and safety
preparations). The Panel raviews the consequences of an accidental release of
radioactive material as a result of the test and the consequences of offsite ground
motion effects upon mines, buildings, and new construction. After completion of
these reviews, the-Advisory Panel deliberates and through the Scientific Advisor
provides a formal recommendation to the Test Controller either to proceed on

schedule or delay until appropriate readiness is achieved.

On the scheduled test day, the data presented at the previous readiness briefings

are reexamined and the Advisory Panel again de]ibérates and recommends actions through
the Panél Chairman (Scientific Advisor).’ I%'ihe test readiness is satisfactory to

the Advisory Panel and the Test CdntroT1ef, the Test Controller grants the Test

Group Director, assigned by “the sponsoring Taboratory, permfssﬁon to arm the device.
The Test Controller, Advisory Pane],“énd’their supporting staff continﬁe to monitor

weather and readiness developments throughout the execution of the test and beyond.

Postdetonation observations are continued to assure that the test effects are as
predicted or until the Test Controller and Panel believe that workers can safely

return to normal work areas and tasks.
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(4)

(5)

Other Panels

Occasionally, potential problems arise which require specialists with disciplines

~other than those represented by members of the panels described above. In other

cases, a detached judgment is sought from knowledgeable individuals who are
independent from ERDA. "NV calls together a panel of consultants for this purpose
utilizing recognized authorities in such specialties as geophysics, seismology,
hydrology, geology, structural engineering, soil and.rock mechanics, and
radiobiology, as appropriate to the specific problem at hand. Most of the

scientists used as consultants were recommended by the National Academy of

..Sciences. Additional scientists and technical experts acting as consultants can

be obtained, if needed.

-A good example of how such specialists have been used in the past, and may be

needed in the future, is their evaluation of the advisability of detonating

a proposed nuclear device in the Paleozoic rocks which underlie the testing areas,
particularly if the proposed evént is to take place in the proximity of the water
table. The consuitant panel, after reviewing all pertinent data available to
determine the likelihood of contaminating the Paleozoic carbonate aquifer, makes
recommendations either as to precautions which should be taken, or as to

additiqna] geologic and hydrologic information which should be obtained in order

_ for them to make a sound judgment. Any such special panel opinions or

" recommendations are included in the containment and safety considerations

regarding specific tests.

Safety Appraisals

ERDA requires periodic appraisals of certain key areas related to safety of .
operations at the Nevada Test Site. Examples of these are management overview, Q;;;;

health protection, industrial safety and fire protection, occupational medicine,
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environmental protection, emergency preparedness, and nuclear explosives safety.
There are also interim visits between formal appraisals. Members of the group
performing these appraisals are organizationally separate from those who conduct

operations at NTS. Findings and recommendations are presented to the Manager, NV.

b.  Approval Authorities

There are four basic authorizations leading to the execution of nuclear experiments

at the NTS. They are Programmatic Authority; Detonation Authority; Authority to

Move, Emplace, and Stem; and Permission to Fire.

(1)

(2)

Programmatic Authority

The proposed nuclear test series, submitted by the Administrator of ERDA, is
reviewed by an interagency group under the National Security Council. The
President, acting on the group's advice and recommendations, grants programmatic
authority for on underground nuclear -testing series for a given fiscal year.
Further, specific presidentia]'apprdvaf‘is keduired on-a six months' basis for each
test identified by ‘name witﬁfn~fhat series ‘to béfcéhducted*during that semiannual
interval. Programmatic authority is grantea by 'the-President to the Administrator

of ERDA and delegated to the Assistant Administrator for National Security.

Detonation Authority

Before detonation authority is granted, each planned test is extensively
reviewed and evaluated by the CEP, Which advises the Manager, NV, on the
containment aspects of the test. The Manager, NV, further evaluates the test
and if he deems it appropriate, submits a request to ERDA Headquarters for

detonation authority.
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(3)

(4)

Authority to detonate is provided from ERDA Headquarters to the Manager, NV, by
the Director, Division of Military Application, with the concurrence of the

Assistant Administrator for National Security.

Authority to Move, Emplace, and Stem

This authority is granted by the Manager, NV, to the Test Group Director of the
sponsoring laboratory fielding the test. In requesting such approval, the Test
Gfoup Director determines and assures that recommendations from the CEP and from
the Nuclear Explosive Safety Study and Survey Group have been or will be complied
with. Normally, both programmatic and detonation authorities will have been
received before the Manager, NV, will approve the Test Group Director's request

for moving and emplacing the device, and stemming the hole.

Permission to Fire

The Test Controller at the NTS, having been delegated detonation authority from
the Manager, NV, and having been satisfied that all conditions are safe for
execution as recommended by his Advisory Panel, issues_permission to fire to
the laboratory Test Group Director, who initiates the final countdown leading

to detonation.

c. Safety Precautions

(1)

Radiation Guidelines

A1l underground nuclear tests are designed for containment to assure that the
probability of any re]ease of radioactive effluent is minimized. However, since
accidents are always a possibility, the radiation guidelines approved by ERDA for

planning nuclear test detonations are predicated on the postulation that a venting
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could occur and therefore require predictions to be made for the maximum potential
exposure from each test using the most appropriate hypothetical venting model. Thus,
the "as low as practicable” concept for operations involving potential radiation
exposure is governing, but as a safety precaution the accident model is postulated

as a limiting factor. The occupational guidelines for onsite workers as specified in
the Standards for Radiation Protection, ERDAM 0524, are three rem for each quarter
of a year, .or five rem per year, whole-body external exposure. If the predictions
indicate that these exposures might be exceeded, either the test will be delayed or

additional precautions will be taken to see that these guidelines are not exceeded.

Certain parts of the body may exceed these guidelines (e.g., the guideline for the
hands and feet is 75 rem per year; the thyroid, 15 rem per year). Internal exposure

guidelines vary with the internal body organ.

Every effort is made at the NTS to keep occupational exposures to as low as practi-
cable. In the past five years, no one at the NTS has had an exposure to radiation
greater than four.rem total exposure for any year. In 1976, of the 16,827 people
badged on the NTS, 98.7 percent had zero exposure, and of the remaining, there was

no exposure greater than one rem.

The guide]ines for offsite populations for tests at the Nevada Test Site require
consideration of the event day weather conditions and selection of the most
appropriate model for that specific event fo estimate the offsfte exposures that
could result from the most probable venting. . Should such estimates indicate that
there are_offsﬁteupopu1ations in areas where the predicted whole body dose would
exceed. 0.170 fémypegryear and where preventive actions to, reduce whole body doses
are not feasibﬁe;tthe event shall be postponed until more favorable conditions
prevail. In addition, events may only proceed where remedial actions against

uptake of radionuclides in the food chain are practicable and/or indications are
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(2)

that average thyroid doses* to the population will not exceed 0.5 rem per year

(Reference 84 ).

In those areas where trained rad-safe monitors are available, where communications
are effective, where people can be expected to comply with recommended remedial
actions, and wheré remedial actions against uptake of radionuclides in the food
chain are practicable, events may proceed where indications are that indiyiduals in

those areas would not receive whole body and'thyroid doses in excess of 0.5 rem

_per year and 1.5 rem per year, respectively.

Should there be any release of radioactive material which may move offsite, aircraft
and ground radiation monitoring systems, along with offsite ground monitoring systems
which are always operated, will be employed along with detailed meteorological data
to predict radioactive cloud trajectories and potential exposure rates at downwind
Tocations. Based upon these predictions and subsequent radiological monitoring
observations, effort will be made to keep total dose commitments from both internal
and external emitters to the lowest practicable Tevels. Remedial actions which are
compatible with both a coordinated emergency action plan and the basic philosophy

of the FRC Radiation Protection Guidance of July 16, 1964, and May 17, 1965, will

be employed to this end.

Meteorological and Radiation Predictions

Weather and radiation predictions are performed for NV by the National Oceanic and
Atomspheric Administration's Weather Service Nuclear Support Office, Las Vegas,
(NOAA/WSNSO-LV). A representative of NOAA/WSNSO-LV sits. on the Test Controller's

Advisory Panel and provides up-to-date information on these predictions.

4

*See paragraph 5.4, FRC Report No. 1, for discussion on the concept of average dose to a
suitable sample of the exposed population.
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" For an underground nuclear detonation at a depth of burial determined appropriate

for containment, the probability that a significant amount of radioactivity will
escape into the atmosphere is small. Nevertheless, in the interest of safety, the
possibility of an accidental re]ease.of radioactivity is always taken into considera-
tion in planning and conducting an underground nuclear event. Such precautions
include the preshot prediction of the downwind geographical area that would be
affected and an estimate of the maximum radiation exposures which might possibly
occur as a result of an unexpected release of radioactivity to the atmosphere. Before
any nuclear detonation is conducted, there must be assurance that the people in the
predicted downwind sector will not be exposed to radiation exceeding the guidelines
approved for underground nuclear testing operation. Assuming this maximum exposure,
the test will not be conducted if the guidelines enumerated above might be exceeded.
The effectiveness of containment design and evaluation is fef]ected in the fact

that no underground test at the NTS (designed for containment) has resulted in

an exposure to offsite residents which exceeded the established guides.
Meteorological énd radiation prediction methodology is explained in more detail

in Section III.A.3.d. of this statement.

Onsite Controls

The Test Controller institutes controls during the operational period to assure
that only those individuals hecessary to' the completion and safe conduct of the

test are allowed to remain within ‘the’ designated "closed" or “controlled" areas.

"The closed area is usually defined as-that portion of the forward area north of the

CP surrounding the test surface ground zero (s6z) which will be closed at shot time
to all personnel except those assigned to occupy manned stations. An area of the
NTS south of the CP and portions of the Nellis Air Force Range are designated as

the controlled area and act as a buffer zone between the closed and uncontrolled areas.

A limited number of manned stations within the closed area will usually be

established for operations which require continuous attention. The personnel
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at these Tocations will be equipped with two differeqt means of communications, plus
primary and backup transportation. In addition to the personnel operating manned
stations, two NTS security inspectors and a qualified radiation safety monitor with
monitoring equipment and radiation protection gear will also be at each of these
stations. A1l personnel will be briefed on emergency procedures and on the use of

evacuation routes. Evacuation dry runs will be practiced.

The majority of test-related personnel will continue from the CP within the controlled
area and in case of. an inadvertent release of radioactivity or other emergency,

will either take cover at established shelters or evacuate the area if necessary.

\fé,;l.’:

The event operations and security plans approved by the ERDA Test Controller are ™
distributed to all participating organizations. These plans include a schedule »
which specifies when certain areas are to be clear of personnel. Before each nuc]eefe
test, the guard force has the task of clearing the closed and controlled areas of@:;Aew
all but authorized test personnel. The guard force supports this effort by estab$:'
1ishing a muster system as the areas are being cleared. This system provides a

means of accounting for the personnel authorized to remain within the closed area.
Temporary roadblocks and barricades are utilized by the guard force to facilitate

the test area controls. Security interests within the evaeuated teet areas are
monitored by the security control center through use of alarm systems and/or
closed-circuit television. A helicopter air response team of armed guards is in

standby status to respond to any security irregularity monitored in the closed areas.

(4) Offsite Controls

(a) Ground Surveillance

The Environmental Protection Agency's Environmental Monitoring and Support <;;;
Laborétory, Las Vegas, (EPA/EMSL-LV) conducts the public safety program for

ERDA/NV. A representative, experienced in nuclear testing, sits on the Test
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Controller's Advisory Panel. Depending upon the expected device yield, EPA will
initially field approximately 12 to 24 mobile monitors for each nuclear test at the
NTS. Other monitors may be on standby at the EMSL-LV or can be made available on

short notice.

On the day prior to each test, EPA monitors check all roads and possibly inhabited
locations in the near offsite areas predicted to be downwind from ground zero.
During periods of special big horn sheep hunts conducted in areas immediately east
of the NTS, by the Nevada Fish and Game Department, information concerning the
approximate locations and numbers of hunters is obtained from the Department
officials. From this, a safety plan is established which carries with it reasonable

confidence that the locations of people at or shortly after event time are known.

For tests which will produce a level of ground motion expected to be felt at a

range of 80 km (50 miles) from the NTS boundaries, all operators of active mines

are advised by EPA monitors of the status of the test so that workers may be

brought to the surface at the discretion of the operators. For those tests where

the ground motion will be strongly felt, the Test Controller may request EPA monitors
to arrange for evacuation of the mines. In addition, during periods of heavy snow
cover in the Spring Mountain Range south of the NTS, U.S. Forest Service officials
are contacted by EMSL-LV monitors to determine if avalanche conditions exist and if
special safety precautions are necessary-in those areas. For larger tests scheduled
for firing at Pahute-Mesa; one building, the Exchange Club in Beatty, Nevada, is
cleared of occupants just'brior to event time.

The dispatghéd mﬁbi]é mdh%torsVaréitfained~and equipped to make measurements of
exposuré rates and to c6i1é¢t*§amp1es of a variety of environmental media for
laboratory analysis. The activities of the mobile monitors are coordinated by EPA
personnel at the CP through a radio network that provides nearly 100 percent

coverage over southern Nevada and adjacent portions of Utah, Arizona, and California.
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Each monitor is equipped with two portable gamma exposure rate recorders. The
exposure rate recorders cover the range of 0.004 to 40 milliroentgens per hour
(mR/h). The monitors also carry portable, battery-operated air samplers which
collect particulate radioactivity on a primary filter and gaseous radioiodines
on a secondary activated charcoal filter. The detéction limit for individual
radionuclides is about 5 picocuries per cubic meter (pCi/m3). This supplemental
equipment is intended for use in case a massive radioactivity release should .
occur. This has never happened and it is not envisioned as a realistic
possibility; however, if a release should occur, the mobi]e monitors would be
directed by radio where to position themselves. There would be amb]e time

for positioning the monitors in this fashion; hence, there would be no point in
prepositioning the recorders air samplers or in operating that equipment during
every event. The recorders and air samplers can be set up along the trajectory
"hot 1ine" or at populated locations not covered bv routine stations. In
actual use, air samples can be sent for analysis after the completion of a

sample collection operation.

Each monitor is also provided with 10 thermoluminescent dosimeters (TLDs) for
issuance to offsite residents so that actual personnel exposures can be
measured, rather than extrapolated from exposure rate measurements. One
monitor is provided with 100 TLDs which can be used, in the event of a radio-
active release from a prompt (dynamic) venting, tp establish a series of

stations across the predicted trajectory path, for exposure profile documentation.

Having established temporary stations with the gamma exposure rate recorders
and portable air samplers, the monitors are freé,to collect background samples
of water, milk, and vegetation, and to make exposure rate measurements if
required. The variety of portable survey meters carried by the monitors
permits exposure rate measurements from background to 50 roentgens per

hour (R/h).

-
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A mobile road.scanner vehicle can be put into operation if necessary. This
vehicle, equipped with an Nal(T2) crystal detector coupled to an odometer-
driven recorder, rapidly produces a data plot of fallout patterns. ODepending
on the circumstances, one mobile road scannér:mayvrange out to 1,500 km (900
miles) or mbre from the NTS. By comparing the recorder chérts obtained to
background rggorder charts collected along the same roads and on file at the
EMSL-LV, radfation level measurément increases on the order of 1 uR/hr can be
documented. The system is not precisely calibrated, but it can be used to give

an estimate of exposure rate.

The EPA mobile equipment and monitoring teams deployed prior to a planned event

augment the permanent environmental monitoring networks which have been

developed in the past. For example, there are at present 48 active and 73

standby Air Surveillance Network stations located in 21 western states (west

of the Mississippi). In the event that an underground test should release

radioactive material, the EPA could activate by telephone thbse parts of the

air surveillance network appropriately located to measure and track the release.

Each of these is equipped with a primary air filtering device for collecting

particulate 'debris and a secondary.activated charcoal filter for collecting

gaseous effluents. Thirty of these, near the NTS, are also equipped with

gamma exposure rate recbrders. There are seven.offsite and four onsite stations

in the Noble Gas and Tfjiium Network to brovide measurements of the airborne

concentrations of;krypton;.xenon,vandftritium radioisotopes. There are 70
f,nfixed,loqation§ indthe‘DosimetrymNetwérk surrohndihé*the‘NTS which are monitored

continuously with{thekmd]ﬁminesceﬁéhdoSimeters (TLDs) “in addition to 25 volunteers

- from the. local c%tizeﬁhy3wholnbutineﬂy{wear:TLDs; -<The Milk Surveillance
Netwbrk consists of«23kroutine~éampling locations. For more complete information
about these sampling networks, see Reference 15. Any of the various stations
C'.'> described above at appropriate locations would be activated by EPA upon verbal

request from the Test Controller following-a venting.
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Data from all of these networks and from the mobiie monitors can be used to
provide a record of exposure rates and can be integrated to obtain total
exposures if necessary. In the future it can be expected that similar systems

and networks will be operating in close coordination with the activity at NTS.

(b) Aerial Surveillance

Aerial tracking and sampling by EPA of releases of radioactivity from nuclear
testing at the NTS serve two functions, with somewhat overlapping requirements.
The more important of the two is to provide the earliest possible estimate of
radiological impact on the offsite population and to assist in determination of
the probable trajectory so that precautionary measures can be taken if
necessary. The second function is to make cloud measurements and obtain samples
for estimation of the release inventory, primarily for the use of the testing

laboratories for refining their understanding of venting phenomenology.

For each underground test, EPA aircraft will be airborne near ground zero at
event time for use as needed to track and sample a radioactive cloud and to

provide airborne confirmation of predicted weather conditions.

d. Meteorological Methods

The fate of radioactive material which may be accidentally released from the site of
an underground nuclear detonation depends to a large extent on atmospheric conditions.
Should a radioactive cloud be formed, the height to which it ascends is important

to the estimation of possible radiation exposures. Cloud height is determined in

part by the vertiéa] distribution of temperature in the atmosphere. Consequently,
cloud rise estimates depend on the prediétion of the atmospheric temperature structure.
A mathematical procedure developed to preduct cloud rise, in conjunction with empirical

data from past accidental ventings of underground nuclear detonations, has been found

-
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useful for estimating potential cloud heights. In the event of the formation of a
radioactive cloud, the geographic area over which radioactive particles would be
deposited is partly determined by the wind speeds and directions within the cloud layer.
This downwind area, projected in the basis of predicted winds, is called the "fallout
sector." Accurate wind forecasts are essential to the calculation of potential

exposure levels in the downwind areas possibly affected.

The aﬁount of radioactivity created by a given nuclear detonation is required input for
radiation exposure estimates. The total radiocactivity resulting from a nuclear
detonation depends on the device design and on the emplacement methods and medium. The
fission yield, and the induced radjoactivity, in the case of a thermonuclear device, is
required for external gamma exposure calculations. A knowledge of the composition of
the activity is important when large quantities of induced activities aré produced which
can consideréb]y alter the decay characteristics of the composite of gamma-emitting
radionuclides. Information on the amount and composition of activity to be produced

by the nuclear detonation is provided by the nuclear laboratory conducting the experiment.

For each nuclear detonation, the laboratory conducting the experiment provides both a
design yield and a maximum cpedjb]e yield. A source term based upon the maximum
credib]e‘yigld is routine]y.uSed.iﬁ nadiatjon exposure es;imates. .The total amount of
activity produced by a‘nucigar.qefgqationi_Qhen multiplied by an appropriate fallout
fraction, determines the‘soagpg”tgrh;usedtjh.raqioactive fallout exposure estimates.
Fallout fractions assumed for uhdgrground:nuclear’dgtonéﬁiqns are based on past
experience with variousitypes of;dgVicejempiacement configurations and containment
characteristics, - For~example?!u§¢ful,ggtimates_can‘bg m@de of the fraction of the
total actiyitx,ppoduged;in,anqéleéfiexgavétion,experiment which will be deposited

in Tocal fallout. However, fallout fractions for underground detonations designed

to be completely contained are not explicitly employed. For this type of experiment,
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radiation exposure estimates are made on the basis of an assumed maximum credible
venting, employing a well-documented massive-venting experience as an analog. The
fallout fraction used in preparing estimates for a forthcoming event is assumed to be
the same as that observed with the analog. Since the maximum credible yieid and a fall-
out fraction observed in connection with a previous massive-venting experience are

used in these calculations, the subsequent estimates are conservative.

A number of models have been developed for the prediction of local fallout intensities.
They employ similar fundamental considerations and contain varying degrees of sophisti-
cation. The total amount of fallout and the distribution of activity as a function of
‘part1c1e size and height in the initially stabilized radioactive cloud must normally be
specified. The output usually includes a predicted local fallout pattern. A modification
of this approach is currently being employed for underground nuclear testing. This
method provides estimates of fallout centerline radiation intensities required for
operational application. It is a scaling technique'which does not require explicit
definition of the distribution of activity as a function of particle size and height

in the initial cloud. Rather, the assumption is made that an appropriate analog event
can be éhosen whose particle size-activity distribution would closely approximate that
of the event for which estimates are being made. This scaling method consists of a
ratio technique whereby the parameters which determine the centerline exposure rates
and the 1ocaf10ns of these exposure rates in their respective fallout patterns are
related, and then used in conjunction with the empirical results of a previous

event for prediction purposes.

Application of the scaling technique requires specific information onlmeteoro1ogica1
and radiological conditions observed in connection with the analog event. A detailed
ana]ysis'of radiological monitoring data is necessary to establish the downwind

locations and intensities of radioactive contamination. These results are combined Q
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with an analysis of the meteorological conditions existing during the period of cloud
transport and fallout. Data resulting from these analyses dre Utflized as input values
for the analog parameters required by the scaling method. The success of this technique
depends not only on the careful analysis of exposure rate levels, observed meteorological
conditions, and cloud characteristics for the analog event, but aiso the predicted

parameters for the forthcoming detonation.

Radiation exposures considered so far are those that might result from fallout particles
on the ground. There may alsc be some exposure at the ground directly from passage of
the radioactive cloud itself. When a cloud approaches a given point, the radiation
intensity at the ground starts to rise rapidly, reaching a maximum when the cloud is
directly over the point. As the cloud moves awaj, the intensity begins to fall off.
During the cloud passage, some of the radicactivity is deposited on the surface and the
radiation intensity on tHe ground after the cloud has passed is due only to the fallout.
This amount is estimated on the basis of the relative exposures observed for the analog
event. Examination of data from previous massive ventings indicates that, for any
specific point on the surface, the contribution of cloud passage exposure is approximately

equal to half of fhe infinite exposure resulting from fallout.

In addition to external eprsures potentially resulting from fallout and cloud passage,
thyroid exposures are also possible as a result of 1hgestion of contaminated cows' milk
following the deposition of radioiodine on pasture or dry feed. Estimates of potential
thyroid expoSdrés are made utilizing an empifica] relationship observed between fallout

radiation intensities and radioiodine levels measured in milk.

An evaluation has’Béen performed to verify the ability of this séa]ing technique to
reproduce radio]déiéa] data obtained from actual releases of radioactive materials.
Given accurate values of input parameters, required by any fallout model, this

technique performs remarkably well for the series of events examined. The assumptions
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made in the development of the scaling technique appear to account for the major dif-
ferences in radiation levels observed for the series of events. The techqique satisfies
the requirement for an operationally useful exposure estimation method that can be both
rapidly and easily employed. The method requires a minimum of input information and
depends realistically on the empirical results of previous detonations from which

radioactive materials have been released.
Postevent Activities

For all postevent activities at NTS, the ERDA and the laboratories have well-defined
operating procedures. These procedures are provided to preclude industrial or radiation
accidents or incidents to reentry parties who will be collecting postevent data or to

the public if accidental releases of radioactivity should occur.

Onsite postevent data are obtained from a Remote Area Monitoring System (RAMS). This is-
an array of gamma reading instruments set in a specified pattern at and around surface
ground zero (SGZ) to measure radiation in this area of interest. The individual

gamma detectors are connected to readout instruments disb]aying the data in operation
cenfers at the CP. Increases over background readings give an indication of a leak of

radioactivity to the atmosphere.

During the postevent phase, the offsite EPA monitoring positibns along the projected
trajectory are altered to fit the.postevent weather pattern and predictions. As noted
earlier, the monitors, who are prepositioned, are equipped to take various radiation
measurements of the environment; the results of these measurements, negativevas well as
positive, are periodically reported to the CP for assistance on planning the postevent

monitoring operation.

Geophones are operated to obtain recordings of the close-in seismic activity associated

with the event. These geophones are located in the so-called Diagnostic Trailer Park,
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which is offset from ground zero at a distance projected to be outside the expected
subsidence crater (see Figure 111-4). The seismic information is displayed in the
openation center at the CP and is followed closely through the formation of the sub-
sidence crater, whicn.is easily detected byfthese insffuments.f For safety purposes,
the recordings and disp]ays are maintained for at Teast 24 hours after the event if
subsidence has occurred and even if "all is quiet." If no subsidence crater forms, the
monitoring period is extended until tne Test Group Director is satisfied that the area

has stabilized.

After the sunsidence crater is formed, or if no subsidence occurs, after it is deemed
safe, teams will enter thenfest area to’estab]isn’security and safety controls. During
this nadiation survey, c]oee communication betWeenxthe‘reentry‘teams and test controi
personne] 1s mafntained Tn thfs‘nanneri a step-by-step statds»report of the reentry

" will be 1ogged and the cond1t1ons documented pr1or to the initiation of work in the

" test area. If a subs1dence crater does not form, the s1te, “including the area expected
to subside, is phys1ca]1y ‘barticaded. Th1s barr1cade w111 remain in place until a sub-
s1dence crater is formed or it is deemed safe to enter the barricaded area. Radiological

surve111ance rema1n x1n effect unt11 postevent act1v1t1es are comp]ete, or until a

determ1nat1on has been made that cont1nu0u 'rad1olog1ca1 coverage is no ]onger required.

Postevent work 1s the respons1b1]1ty of thy;Laboratory Test Group’ DIrector, who super-
vises" the operat1on and will be present, or be represented throughout any drilling and

sampling activities to assure compliance with established standards and procedures.

One of the major facilities utilized during postevent operations is the so-called
"Base Station" ékid, which is the radiological safety base of operations during any
postevent reentry drilling phase. This movable facility is continuously manned end is
the’so1e entrance and exit for all vehicles and personnel to the area designated as
the "postevent-controlled area." At the Base Station, all personnel initially

entering the postevent controlled area are logged in, issued safety equipment,
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including a self-reading pocket dosimeter in addition to the regularly issued film badge
and anticontamination clothing as required. When leaving the area, vehicles are stopped
and checked (both cargo and vehicle) for radioactive contamination. Personnel leaving
the area are also checked for radioactive contamination. Safety equipment and anti-
contamination clothing are collected and the pocket dosimeters read and results recorded.

Personnel are then logged out of the area.

A group of gamma measuring units surrounds each post-shot rig during each operation.
Units are also placed in several places on the drilling rig and are installed so as to
produce an audible alarm in case they detect a given low level of radiation. Other
major safety systems or devices used include a gas-tight system of plumbing, valves,
and ducts which either redirect any radioactive effluent brought to the surface during
drillback operations back downhole, or shunt it through a series of gas and particulate
filters to remove most of the radjoactive material except noble gases from the effluent
before it is released to the atmosphere. The effluent may be released at a controlled
rate through the filter system so as not to exceed the safety criteria set by ERDA.
Another safety device used during postevent drilling is a “blowout preventer." This
device is placed on top of the hole being dri]]ed, in such a manner that it may be

hydraulically activated to close the upho]e path to the atmosphere if the effluent

pressures reach’ ¥ dec1s1vé¥fo1nt ‘Th1s dev1ce can also be manually operated if required.
Immed1ate]y pr1or ‘to 'the start’ of dr11]1ng operat1ons, final tests of the operating
systems are’ ‘made to dssure’ that‘allvrequlrements are met and :the containment and filter
systemS‘dre'fu11j“fdﬁctionhi'fOnlyiafter the safety systems have been tested and there
has ‘been' approva] of the dr111back operat1on by the appropr1ate laboratory does post-
event dr1111ng commence Durlng the course of the dr11ﬂ1ng phase, air sampling and

radiation ‘safety monitoring’are: cont1nua1]y ma1nta1ned in sensitive work areas in order

to detect any acciderital Teakage “of “radiation or other safety hazards such as toxic gases.

After the postevent drilling and sample recovery phase are completed, the drill hole is

sealed. All equipment is decontaminated and a complete radiation and safety survey
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of the drill site is conducted. Surface contamination, if any is removed prior to the
opening of the area for uncontrolled access. After each event is completed, the crater
area, or the potential crater area, if collapse to the surface has not occurred, is

surrounded by a permanent fence suitably marked with signs indicating any special hazards.
4. Emergency Procedures

The testing procedures described earlier in this section are carefully designed and
stringently reviewed in an attempt to avert the release of radioactive materials to man's

environment.

Although the resulting chance of a radiological incident or an industrial accident occurring
is very small, there are capabilities to cope with a variety of emergencies should they

arise. Industrial accidents associated with testing which require emergency action are usually
confined to the test site and in most cases, radiclogical emergencies also fall in this
category. The exception to this is an inadvertent release following a detohation or a con-
trolled release during a driliback operation, of radiocactive effluent that may be carried

offsite by the local winds prevailing at the time.

Immediately after the detonation, an Air Force helicopter carrying radiological monitoring
personnel with portable equipment flies over the area at predetermined heights and patterns
to ascertain if any radioactivity has escaped as a result of the detonation. The Air Force
renders this type of support to NV upon request, under an interagency agreement (AEC-DOD
Memorandum of Agreement No. AT(16-1)-341 dated August 29, 1977). As noted earlier, aerial
surveillance is also performed by the EPA/EMSL-LV. A similar type of aerial monitoring is
also available as backup from EG&G, Inc., an ERDA contractor. Both of these organizations
have sophisticated monitoring equipment mounted in aircraft to track and analyze the radio-
active effluent cloud if one is formed. In addition, the U.S. Air Force maintains a cloud-
tracking capability which can be called upon when necessary. This aerial surveiliance is @
coordinated with ground monitoring crews to determine where ana to what extent there may be
radioactivity, and it serves as a basis for evaluating whether any corrective action is

necessary to protect the public or workers,
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Obtaining cloud measurements and samples for determining the amounts and characteristics of
radioactivity release is most easily performed at early times after re]éase while the cloud
is relatively small and well defined. Presently, the EPA aircraft is scheduled to be
airborne 45 minutes prior to Qetonation to facilitate this eventuality. Its normal flight
time of 3 1/2 hours allows sufficient time for early cloud definition and sample collection.
Fo]]o&-up sampling and monitoring aircraft can be dispatched, if needed, to provide tracking
as long as required or until the radiation is so dispersed that it can no longer be tracked.
In the interim, activities and emergency actions are controlled and coordinated at the NTS

Control Point by the Test Controller and the Advisory Panel, and their representatives.

EPA's offsite emergency response capability for reducing radiation exposures to the public
following a venting of radicactive material from the NTS depends largely upon the potentially
affected area, in terms of knowledge of the number and distribution of people in the area,

and the response'time availtable to carry out the protective p]an However, there are also

other considerations which revolve around the fact that the offsite population is largely
uncontrolled. Routine_personne] safety measures used onsite at the NTS in advance of a test,

such as closing potentially affected areas to workers, mustering workers to maintain accountability,
or conduct%ng evacuation dry runs, are not easily implemented offsite. Resources such as
transportétion for people who have none available to them, medical assistance to handie bed-
ridden patients, or law enforcement personné] to close roads or direct the public to safety

may or may not be available. As explained in Section III.A.3.c.(1),.1f a postulated dynamic
venting could result in exceeding the radiation exposure guides in areas where protective

action cannot be effectively initiated, the test will be postponed. Where protective action

can be taken, EPA mobile monitoring personnel visit , before.the test, the offsite area

projected to be in the downwind trajectory. Expected activities by dffsite residents and visitors
are noted, with particular emphasis placed on the locations of ranchers and miners, along

with the presence of hunters or vacationers, so that all persons who may be in an area of

potential exposure can be contacted in an emergency.

Having made these extensive plans and preparations, the emergency actions taken in the
event of an actual emergency would vary, depending on indjvidual circumstances, but would

include removing people from the area or asking them to remain indoors for a period of
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time. Thermoluminescent dosimeters would be issued to as many of the residents as possible

to document their actual individual exposures.

Fo]]owing a release of fresh fission products, iodine-131 is the radionuclide considered most
1iiely to reach the human food chain in concentrations that warrant protective action to
reduce the projected dose. The important mode of transmission to humans is through the
consumption of fresh milk. Iodine—13i can appear in milk within a few hours after its depo-
sition on a pasture being grazed by dairy cows. The concentration in milk reaches a maximum

in two to four days, after which the concentration diminishes by half every five days.

EPA has conducted, at ]east biennially, a census of family milk cows and Grade A dairies

over the entire state of Nevada, the easternmost counties in California, and the westernmost
counties in Utah. EPA conducts these surveys under a Memorandum of Understanding AT(26-1)-539
dated June 2, 1971, between the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission and Environmental Protection
Agericy, and carried over to ERDA and EPA-EMSL, Las Vegas, which provides that offsite services
including dairy and family cow survey will be accomplished on a reimbursable basis to ERDA, NV,
which determines the frequency of the surveys. This information obtained, which includes

such things as the location and number of cows, feeding practices throughout the year, and
where the milk is processed, is stored in a computer and can quickly be retrieved to provide

a listing of all milk cow locations in any contaminated sectbr out to the boundaries of the
survey. Within hours, EPA monitors can divert milk at those 1o§ations, should contamination

by radioiodine occur.

Projected iodine doses, based on early fallout measurements, and results from early milk
samples, can be compared to the ERDA guidelines. If these guidelines should be approached,
some practical protective action can be implemented. At all family milk cow locations within
the area of the survey, milk can either be purchased from the owner and discarded or replaced

with uncontaminated milk, whichever the owner prefers.

Implementation of protective action at the Grade A dairies is somewhat more complicated. The
dairy cattle can be removed from contaminated pasture and uncontaminated hay can be brought

in for replacement feed, or, if the cows are being fed stacked hay, the outer bales can be
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removed to provide noncontaminated or less contaminated hay. Contaminated milk can be
diverted to processed dairy products, providing time for the iodine-131 to decay to safe
levels. These actions may entail government purchase and transport of alternate feed supplies

into the contaminated area.

Monitoring surveys along roads in the downwind trajectory, by documenting the areas affected
and the residual exposure rates, facilitate estimates of infinite exposures and future exposure
rates. Follow-up surveys are made on successive days to document effective radioactive decay
rates and to collect additional environmental samples. Such activities will typically extend
to about 500 kilometers (300 miles) from the NTS. Collection of milk samples continues for

as long as elevated levels of fresh fission products are detected.
OTHER ACTIVITIES AT THE NEVADA TEST SITE

The underground nuclear test program described above constitutes the primary effort at the Nevada
Test Site. However, as has been the case in previous years, the experimental program will include
a variety of nuclear and nonnuclear projects and experiments wherein the ERDA ]aboratories and
ERDA contractors, as well as other government agencies and their contractors, take advantage of
the facilities available, the climate, the remoteneés, and the controlled access of the Nevada
Test Site. Such projects and experiments are necessarily conducted on a basis not to interfere
with the primary mission, and unless associated with one of .the underground nuclear tests, are
usually conducted in parts of the test site remote frbmgthelareas used for underground nuclear
testing. Those which are expected to take place are described here. .It is expected that additional

experiments similar to these, but not yet identified, will also take place.
1.  High-Explosive Tests (Chemical Exp]osjveg, Nonnuclear)

This category includes a wide variety of test; employing chemical éxp]osives in one form or
another, static or dynamic, inert testing or explosive testing. In the past, these have
included, and are expected in the future to include, tests employing weaponry, such as small
arms, artillery, guns, aircraft, armore& vehicles, demolitions, rockets, bazookas, airdropped

armaments, and associated electronic systems.
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Chemical explosives may be employed in performance tests of the weaponry itself or they may
be involved in tests of the penetration of proven weaponry through various experimental
barricades and armored structures.
At times, experimental fabrication of chemical explosives may take place onsite, prior to
their performance testing or prior to being loaded into experimental armaments. Detonations
.are usually conducted at or near the surface or they may be buried so as to create small
-craters.
Such high explosive testing is usually performed by the armed services or their contractors
and is sponsored by the DOD through the Defense Nuclear Agency (DNA). Occasionally, the ERDA
Taboratories may elect to test certain chemical explosives or the high explosive components
of nuclear weapons at the NTS, rather than at their own facilities. f
There is no specific Tocation-on the test site dedicated to this type of testing. Rather,
the site selection largely is dependent upon the type of test to be conducted. Radicactive
areas are avoided.

2. The Cane Spring Test Range

The Cane Spring Test Range (CSTR) is located within the NTS to the west of the Mercury Highway
between the Cane Spring Road and the Control Point. The only permanent construction consists
of a singie one-story building 6 by 18 meters (20 by 60 feet) surrounded by a security chain

Tink fence with a road array to the north of the building.

The range has been in operation singe June 1975 and its purpose is to provide a facility for

the testing, evaluation, and calibration of nuclear radiation detection systems within a

constant background enVironment, utilizing various standard nuclear radiation sources. The

range provides for the evaluation of these detection systems whether hand-held, surface @
vehicle mounted, or when operated from an aircraft. A1l operations are performed during

daylight hours only and under good weather conditions.
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2. The Cane Spring Test Range {(Cont.)

A1l radioactive sources used at the Cane Springs Test Range are received and stored in containers,

specially fabricated and sealed in conformance with applied Federal regulations, are carefully
controlled during the operation, and are returned to permanent NTS-secured storage facilities
after each test operation. Each operation is carefully planned, a safety analysis performed,

and an operational plan approved on all aspects prior to implementation.

The Cane Springs Test Range will continue to be used as a hecessary part of improving and

calibrating radiation detection systems.
Experiments at the NTS Farm

The ERDA NTS Farm is located in Area 15 near the north'Border of the NTS and covers about 14
hectares (35 acres). (See Figure II-28.) Activities planned at the ERDA Farm in the future
will not differ greatly from those performed in previous years. Metabolism and biological
transfer rates of radionuclides, heavy metais, and other environmental contaminants will be
studied in both animals and plants. ERDA-sponsored studies primarily will be on transuranic
metabolism in large farm animals or in poultry. EPA will also use the farm, on a cooperative
basis, for EPA-funded studies. As the U.S. energy programs deye}op,‘it is anticipated that
an 1ncreésing number of studies will be conducted onfthe enVirbnmenta1 and physiological

behavior of nonradioactive waste materials generated by various energy facilities.

Dairy cattle and goat studies will be "hot-lab" type, where the contaminated animals will be
confined in metabolism stalls and all excreta collected for analyses and appropriate waste
disposal. (See Figure III-5.) Cattle have been dosed with as much as 80 millicuries of
plutonium in the past. Vegetation (vegetable and foliage plants) radionuclide uptake experi-
ments will be done in hydroponic solutions or soil pots contained in an enclosed glasshouse

or controlled chamber, as appropriate.

Regardless of the contaminant being studied, extreme care will be continued to minimize any

possibility of loss of contaminant to uncontrolled environments or of exposure to personnel.
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Each experimental protocol will undergo extensive peer review, including the safety aspects
and waste disposal. “Dry runs" will be performed before starting each experiment, and health

physicists will continuously monitor both the dry runs and the actual experiments. During

the actual experiments, monitoring continues until levels of the contaminants become negligible.

Contaminated solid and liquid wastes will be disposed of at approved waste-disposal sites, as

is present practice. (See Section I[.D.8.d.)
Activities in Area 27 (the 410 Area) y

The Lawrence Livermore Laboratory (LLL) maintains facilities in Area 27 (also known as the 410
Area) of NTS. OPerations at some of these facilities have the potential for serious accidents
which may have some en?ironméntal‘impact. However, these facilities have been constructed

are operated so that accident probabilities and consequences are minimized (see Figure [I[I-6).

The facilities are grouped-at three sites (Super Kukla, Baker, and Able) within Area 27.
Safety Ana]ysis Reports (SARs) are being prepared for Able and Baker sites. An existing
SAR for Super Kukla is being rewritten. The following discussion is an abstract of the SARs

to allow evaluation of the environmental impact of LLL's activities in Area 27 (the 410 Area).

a. The Super Kukla Reactor . .

L o
wh

Super Kukla is an a]]?meta] bﬁompt burst -reactor Hbused in a shielded containment

bunker. The reactor is designed to serve as a source for the'irradiation of a wide

(e

variety of test specimens. or samples, many " of wﬁich?iné]udéwfﬁss§lé materials. Samples

may be irradiated either in an ihfeknél‘cavity:oﬁfthe reactor or outside the reactor.

The réactor is basically an annular shell, Qﬁth optional end reflectors. The wall
thickness is 150 mm (6 inches) and the oute;.diameter is 760 mm {30 inches). The
height, which is variable, is nominally 940 mm (37 inches) at critical. This shell is
built of rings of a ten percent molybdenum alloy of enriched uranium (20 percent

uranium-235). The mass of the assembled reactor is approximately 4.5 metric
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tonnes (5.0 tons). The axial cavity is 460 mm (18 inches) in diameter and 940 mm (37
inches) high without end reflectors. A 150 mm (6 inches) thick tungsten plate is attached

to the sample container and serves as the top reflector of the reactor when desired.

":Fine reabtivityfcpntro? is exercised by varying the insertion of six indi&idua]]y controlled

fuel rods into‘hoiesvin the core. A similar system of éix ganged fuel rods may be

inserted rapidly into the core to provide a steb‘feactivitj change for burst generation.

Shutdown is accomplished byvéeparating~the core into two roughly equal segments.

Data obtained to date indicate that a maximum yield burst will generate approximately

1

5x 10 8 fissions in the core. This w111 expose'a.samplé in the cavity to ébout

2 xi]O]S neutron$]ém?. Such a burst is about 550 ns full-width at half-maximum, and

causes a measured. peak core-temperature rise of about”BOO)Hegrees on the Celsius scale (540
degrees on the fahrghheit scale). Burst repetition rate is Timited by core cooling time to
one burst per day when. the measured coreﬁtemperature rise exceeds 120 degrees on the Celsius

scale (216 degrees onvﬁhe Fahrenheit scale).

The reactor operating staff consists_of permanent LLL-Nevéda personnel. Technical

direction is from LLL-Livermore.
The reactor has operated without significant incident for approximately 10 years.
Experiments are being conducted intermittently at present. The reactor is run

approximately four:times per year to train operating personnel and maintain equipment.

(1) General Facility Description (See Figure III-7.)

The Super Kukla Reactor is housed in an underground concrete containment bunker.
A steel-frame building for experiment assembly and handling is located on top

of the bunker. This building is commonly called High Bay. The High Bay is
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connected to the bunker by an access hole that is sealed during reactor operations.
Two steel-frame buildings referred to as the Mechanical Equipment Building and

the E]ectronics Relay Station are Tocated adjacent to the bunker.

The Reactor Control Building is a steel-frame building Tocated 850 m (930 yards)
from the Reactor Containment Bunker. Buried instrumentation and control cables
run from the Rea;tor Area to the Control Building in three earth-filled trenches.
A11 control of the reactor is done remotely at the Control Building. The Reactor
Area- and the area between the Control Building and the reactor are cleared of
personnel before every burst to provide complete radiation protection to

operating personnel.

Operational Procedures

Authorization and Regulation of Operations

The experimental program is conducted within the framework described in the

following documents.

The Safety AnalysisvReport,(Referenpe,&S), which requires approval by the LLL
Plant Manager, by ERDA-SAN, and by ERDA¥HQ, Washington. - -

The Technical Specifications, which require.approval by the LLL Plant Manager and

by ERDA-SAN.

The Operating Manual, which requires épprdva1 by the LLL Plant Manager and by the

LLL-N Resident Manager.

The Authorized Operating Personnel List, which requires approval by the LLL-N

Resident Manager and by the LLL Plant Manager.
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Standards Rules and Policies

A pre-startup checklist is used to verify that the reactor safety system is
in proper operating condition whenever a startup is to be made after a shutdown of
the facility. The completed pre-startup checklist must be approved by the Reactor

Supervisor before operations begin.

During reactor operations, at least two authorized operating personnel must be in

the reactor control room. During burst-generation and rod-calibration procedures,
one of the authorized operating personnel must be the Reactor Supervisor. A list

of authorized operating personnel is kept at the reactor control console.

Burst-generation procedures are carried out using a "burst form" which is a
combination checklist procedure and data form. This form is filled out by the
reactor operator at the control console as the operation progresses, and is

checked by the Reactor Supervisor.

Burst Operations

Design calculations and operating experience indicate that some samples of interest
will decrease the core reactivity. Other sample types will cause positive
reactivity changes. When the sample is changed, it is necessary to shim the
reactor to adjust the core reactivity to obtain an acceptable reactor criticality
configuration. Following any such change, the shim and burst rods are calibrated

before a burst is attempted.

Super Kukla Safety Committee

The Super Kukla Safety Committee consists of LLL personnel who have experience in

monitoring the operation of prompt-burst reactors. The purpose of this committee
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is to review normal reactor operations and special operational problems.

Meetings are called by the Super Kukla Project Supervisor when needed.

Operating Hazards

Basis for Operating Limits

The nuclear and mechanical design of Super Kukla was based on results calculated
by CONEC, a coupled neutronic/elasticity-theory computer code, which is
applicable to spherical, bare systems. The actual reactor system is nefther
spherical nor bare, and the operating characteristics of the reactor reflect
these differences. The differences are in the safe direction--they show that
CONEC resu]ts form a conservative basis for hazards analysis. Therefore, the

original basis for the operating limits is still considered valid.

Accident Conditions

The maximum credible accident for the Super Kukla Reactor, as described in the
existing Safety Analysis Report, is a burst of 1020 fissions during an experiment
involving 1-kg (2.2 pounds)/of'pﬁutdnium—239}l‘The'budeing containment is also
assumed to fail {(although it is designed to contain such an accident). Ten
percent of the fission products”aﬁaiféﬁtpe?tent of the plutonium are assumed to

be released to the atmosphere. = = =

The accident analyses pé;%o}héd“?or<fﬁéx5§50‘bbhp1ex (which follows) estimate
the consequences of ‘the’ colplete’ release. of 15 kg (33 pounds) of plutonium and

the resuTts of a 1.4'x 10%% fission (0.1-kt) explosion.

Because the consequences of the 5300 Complex maximum credible accident are more

severe than the consequences of the S&per Kukla maximum credible accident, the
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b.

5300 Complex accident analysis will be used to demonstrate the maximum credibie

environmental impact of the 410 Area operations.

The 5300 Compiex (Baker Site)

(1)

(2)

General Facility Description

The 5300 Complex is engaged in the assembly, disassembly, and modification of

‘nuclear explosives, nonnuclear explosives, and assemblies containing special

nuclear material.’ -

The Complex consig}s of four buildings and six storage.magazines. ‘One building
houses radiographi# equipment and x-ray equipment used in the assembly area.
Magazines are specially constructed for storing or holding hazardous materials
including explosives, special nuclear materials, and parts. They are ]ocated away

from the other buildings at Baker Site.

Operations

Quantitjes and Types of Materials to Be Handled or Stored ‘

The quantities and types of materials found at Baker Site are covered in detail in

the LLL-Nevada Health and Safety Manual {Reference 86).' Work.station and storage

" mass limits are provided for the fissionable isotopes and for high explosives.

The Baker Site frequently houses kilogram quantities of p]utonium and hundred-

ki]ograh quantities of high explosives of many types. All isotopes of uranium may
be present at varigus times, as well as smaller amountslof actinide oxides. Light
isotopes and meté@;hydrides are frequently part of the inventory. A1l radioactive
or fissionable materials at Baker Site, with the exception of uranium,

are enclosed 1in inert—meta] shells and are handled as sealed sources.
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(3)

Material Flow

Baker Site is the staging point for the manufactured components of the nuclear
device. They are shipped to the site from various parts of the United States.

These shipments may involve air, train, or truck transportation but are always
packaged, shipped, and handled in accordance with Departﬁent of Transportation
requirements, as well as other Federal and state regulations. When all parts are
on hand, the components are transferred to a comﬁdn work area where the experime tal

nuclear devices are assembled.

A1l radioactive materials movements into or out of the Baker Site are supervised by

the Assembly Facility Coordinator.

Before the parts for an assembly are received, a detailed assembly procedure is
compiled and reviewed by the Nuclear Explosives Engineering/Weapons Engineering
Division, the LLL-N Resident Manager, Baker Site personnel, the LLL Criticality
Group, and H.E. Chemistry personnel. This procedure lists all parts, the steps o
be performed in sequence, and all special handling equipment. During an assembly

operation, each step is signed offvby the Device Enginner.

Accident Analysis

Plutonium Dispersal

No more than 70 KG (54 pounds) of high exp]&éives can be present in an assembly bay
with concurrent activity involivng explosives in an adjacent bay. No more than

15 KG (33 pounds) of plutonium can be present in any assembiy bay. As a postule:ed
worst-case accident the detonation of 70 kg (154 pounds) of high explosives in
Building 5310 involving the complete dispersion of 15 KG (33 pounds) of plutonium

has been analyzed.
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Based on the amounts of plutonium and high explosive which have been handled at
one time within this assembly facility, the postulated accident describes an

upper bound for this type of accident.

Low-Order Nuclear Yield

The consequences of a 0.1-kiloton fission yield have been calculated to
demonstrate the upper bound of any conceivable environmental impact from the
operations at the 5300 Complex. This will be treated in Section IV.B. of this

environmental statement.

c. The 5100 Complex (Able_Site)

(1)

(2)

(3)

General Facility Description

The 5100 Complex (Able Site) consists of several buildings that were constructed
in 1960. Explosives were handled at the 5100 Complex in the past, but this is
no longer permitted. One building is used for the storage of spare Super Kukla

fuel elements.

Operational Procedures

Operations at the 5100 Complex are governed by the LLL-Nevada Health and Safety

Manual (Reference 86).

Accident Analysis

The maximum credible accident for the 5100 Complex invoives a fire in the building
which houses. the spare Super Kukla fuel elements. The consequences of such an
accident are minimal since the storage array will remain subcritical even when

flooded with water.
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Nuclear Accident Response Test

It is anticipated that the Nevada Test Site may be used for an exercise to test the national
capability to respond to a nuclear accident. Such exercises are necessary to maintain the
viability of the emergency response teams involved and to improve their effectiveness by

incorporating the latest technology into their methods and procedures. The coordination

between the response teams also needs to be exercised as well as the modes of intercommunication

between responsible agencies. The results will provide the basis for updating existing
interagency agreements for the handling of emergency situations involving radioactivity

(Reference 87).

The scenario for such an exercise would include an accident or incident involving a nuclear
weapon or spent nu;]ear fuels, and be designed to represent an airplane crash, a highway or
railway wreck, or an incident resulting from terrorist activities. A catastrophic nuclear
reactor accident can also be simulated. The simulated accident could utilize selected short-
lived radionuclides chosen to represent the longer-lived radiation from fissionable

material or from fission products, scattered about by the collisions, fire, or high-

explosive detonations associated with such a hypothesized accident.

A remote area-on the Nevada:Test Site would.be:selected; for example, Buckboard Mesa, or the
higher mountain .terrain, depending;upon the,éﬁVirohment required for the particular scenario
chosen. The area easily can be isoTatgdasofﬁhaffOnly»the=participating‘emergency crews

(and umpires) wou]d:have;acces§;; The,participéntsrin sucﬂ'an exércise would include the
armed forces; thek]oca];;state}nand Fédené] law enforéemént agencies; civil defense agencies;

and health, safety, and environmental ‘agencies.. -
Lasers
The use of lasers at the NTS is expected to continue but the application of these instruments

is minimal and restricted to low- or medium-power systems. Lasers are used largely as -

construction tools, primarily for alignment purposes in tunnels or in emplacement holes.
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6. Lasers (Cont.)

Most lasers are used underground. Occasionally a few are used for laboratory bench-type
equipment alignment, while others are used outdoors for measurement purposes. There are no
high-power lasers in use. None are contemplated for use in laser research or development

programs.

It is the policy of the Nevada Operations Office (NV) to control laser operations at the
Nevada Test Site through established Standard Operating Procedures (Reference 88). These
procedures outline the responsibilities, radiation exposure criteria, and describe the

administrative requirements related to the Nevada Test Site laser activity.

As each laser operation at the NTS must receive the approva] of the Assistant Manager for
Operations prior to implementation, the initial request by the using agency must include

a laser safety plan outlining an adequate description of the proposed laser usage with
considerations given to hazard control. Upon approval, the using agency must register any
laser over two miliiwatts peak power with the Operations Coordination Center. An Operations

Permit must be granted prior to the use of the laser.
7.  Gas Core Reactor Tests

The National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) is interested in conducting
research to investigate the feasibility of a gas core reactor system which may have large
potential benefits for certain applications in space. The LASL, under NASA sponsorship,
is condqcting critical experiments on low-power gas core systems at this time. It is
anticipated that these experiments will lead to higher-power tests as the work progresses,
and that ultimately tests will be needed at higﬁ powers of 0.1 to 10 megawatts. It will
not be feasible to conduct such tests within the confines of the Critical Experiments
Facility at Los Alamos, and hence, planning is under way for these tests to be conducted

at the NTS.

-
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7. Gas Core Reactor Tests (Cont.)

The existing R-MAD* building in Jackass Flats (see Figure III-8) is a suitable structure in
which these initial higher-power tests would be performed. Use of this facility is also
consistent with a congressional directive to NASA to effect as much benefit as possible from
the investment made over a number of years in the Nuclear Rocket Propulsion Program.
Modification of the R-MAD facility to accept these tests is planned to begin in 1978 based
upon the actual tests being under way in 1980 (Budgets permitting). The testing would be
conducted in the major shielded bay area of the R-MAD building. The apparatus would consist
of the reactor reflector assembly, a uranium hexafluoride (UF6) gas canister inserted in the
reflector, and a gas recirculation system attached to the canister (see Figure 11I-9). The
test would involve operation of the reactor at power for a few minutes to observe the

behavior of certain system parameters.

Such tests would occur more than a week apart. Performance of these tests inside the
disassembly bay represents the major containment precaution taken, in that the disassembly
bay affords a high assurance of confinement of any radioactive constituents if an untoward
equipment failure were to occur and result in the release of gas from the reactor system.
The bay has a tight, closed, high-efficiency filtered air system, which provides retention
of gases within the hot bay for sufficiently long times (days) so that radioactive products

can decay to acceptably Tow levels before release.

Postoperational procedures: will be to djSassemee the reactor components with the remote
manipulators, examine the components, dé%ontaminate those components required for reuse,
package the remaining "hot" items in suitablé. containers, and store them in the existing

radicactive waste storage area adjgcenp_to'the R-MAD .building.

-

*The R-MAD (Reactor Maintenance, Assembly, and Disassembly) building is one of the facilities
used as part of the nuclear rocket engine test program which was terminated in 1973.
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Commercial Radioactive Waste Disposal Experiments

Recent projections of gfowth in the use of commercial nuclear power reactors and recent
Federal policy decisions concerning the commercial nuclear fuel reprocessing plant
availability indicate significant delays for the anticipated production of hfgh-leve]
radioactive wastes. As a result, priorities for managing radioactive wastes have been
reoriented to include retrievable surface storage as an-adjunct tovterminal disposal in
geologic formations. The program of geo]ogic investigations has been expanded beyond

salt formations to include both argillaceous and crystalline rock formations.

On the NTS, large outcroppings of the Eleana Formqtion extend north to south through Areas
12, 16, and 17. The Eleana Formation exists beneath these areas to great depth. Exploratory
excavations along with drilling and coring are presently underway at the NTS to increase

our knowledge of the physical characteristics of the Eleana Formation. Further geologic
field investigations will be pursued in 1977 and 1978 to better define the extent of the

formation.

The experiments proposed include emplacement of electrical heat sources in holes to measure
the rock's thermomechanical properties and to determine the effects of the long-term thermal
loading upon the rock properties. Simulated radioactive heat sources are being proposed to
determine the dual effects of both thermal loading and radiation. Later experiments, for
which a site must be selected, will investigate similar effects at depths of about 300 meters
(1,000 feet) under the surface. One proposal is to construct a tunnel which would include
several mined test chambe%s. Electrical and simulated radioactive heat sources would be
placed in drilled holes within these test chambers and the combined heat effects and

radiation effects upon the rock media would be studied.

If these experiments demonstrate the Eleana Formation to have suitable properties, continued

field surveys, drilling, and evaluations will be carried out to identify and certify a suit @

able site for a terminal waste storage repository.
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8. Commercial Radioactive Waste Disposal Experiments (Cont.)

It is not expected that such experiments and investigations will be confined to the Eleana
Formation. Other geologic media will also be investigated with similar experiments and tests
in those areas of the test site where it can be shown that they will not interfere with the
underground nuciear testing program. The granitic formations of the Climax Stock in Area 15
and the Gold Meadows Stock in Area 19 are examples. Other crystaline rocks, unsaturated

alluvial deposits, and tuffaceous materials are also likely candidates.

Nor need such investigations be confined to the test site proper. The granitic core of the
Timber Mountain Caldera extends off;ite to the west on to the Nellis Air Force Range (see
Figure II-9). Aero-magnetic exploration is presently being conducted in this area in an
attempt to infer the extent of this granitic structure. In agreement with the U.S. Air Force,
exploratory drilling will follow and if the rock properties are determined to be suitable,
electrical heat experiments and radiation experiments will be conducted. Ultimately, this
could also lead to mined test chambers suitable for a pilot demonstration of a terminal waste

repository.
Spent Unreprocessed Fuel Storage Experiments

Nuclear fuel recovery activities for the Tory 11-C fuel tubes occurring in the EMAD facility,
in Area 25, will be completed-andrshipment of;the recovered fuel to the Idaho Nuclear
EngineeringuLabo}atory“iy sCheduled f6=oc9ur,during thé first-quarter of FY 1978. The EMAD
bui]ding will be decontahihated iﬁ*preparétionffbr édditiona] spent fuel handling research

and development experiments... N

Stated in broad terms, the objeétiveAaf tﬁié propdsed‘program is the experimental veri-
fication and demonstration oﬁvtheiquineeringﬁand~operationa1»principleS'of a-generic system
for the haﬁdling and interim'éurfacéﬁstofdge‘of'unreprocessed spent reactor fuel assemblies.
It constitutes a demonstration program whose ultimate objective is to place a minimum of
four encapsulated LWR spent fuel assemblies in a surface storage éonfiguration near the NTS

EMAD facility.
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Spent Unreprocessed Fuel Storage Experiments (Cont.)

10.

Dummy fuel elements will be used at first, receivedbby truck in approved shipping casks at

the EMAD facility. Alternate flow paths and techniques for receiving, handling, encapsulating,
transporting, emplacing, and instrumenting will be experimentally investigated and evaluated
to develop the technology. Safety procedures will be developed and evaluated. Potential

malfunctions will be investigated and handling procedures developed.

It is anticipated that spent unreprocessed LWR fuel assemblies will follow and the demonstration
program will begin., The actual emplacement will be instrumented with a 20-year operational

design 1ife and will be capable of interim retrieval. The sealed storage cask concept,

“similar to that described in Draft Environmental Impact Statement 1539 (Reference 91), and

emplacements in dry wells, are to be demonstrated. Other storage concepts, such as the
air-cooled vault (Reference 91), may also be demonstrated. The water basin storage concept

will not be demonstrated at NTS.

Depending upon the results obtained from the demonstration of the four unreprocessed spent
reactor fuel assemblies, the program could grow into a demonstration phase of a prototype

handling and storage facility for some 100 to 200 spent reactor fuel assemblies.

CETO Program

ERDA's Division of Biomedical and Environmental Research sponsors a CETO organization

(acronym for Civil Effects Test Operation) on the NTS. Individual and team-sponsored
investigators, primarily from a number of universities, have estab]ished over a hundred research

areas (plots) scattered over the NTS in the past 15 years.

The general purpose of the CETO study plots is to provide individually distinct and

strategically located areas for the acquisition of data on plant and animal 1ife in a

desert environment. Some areas are used to provide baseline control data under natural
environmental conditions and others serve as unique reserves of flora and fauna for taxonomic
purposes. Other areas provide information relative to individual and species reactions to

specific experimental conditions.
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Program (Cont.)

Since the CETO biological and ecolagical investigations were initiated at the NTS, plots

have been chosen for their unusual characteristics by scientists from several universities
and research organizations. Ear]y‘research was directed toward assessment of nuclear testing
effects on populations of desert animal and p]aht life, as determined by trapping surveys and
observations in irradiated and nonirradiated areas. Study plots were established at critical
blast locations, with physiognomy-similar, nonaffected plots used as control areas. Basic
projects conducted during this period were directed to (a) compare ecological studies of native
animals exposed to nuclear effects; (b) study plant communities and their environments to
evaluate effects of nuclear testing; (c) collect, identify, and study the behavior of
arthropods in disrupted ecosystems; (d) study radiation effects on rodents, 1izards, and
vegetation within the Rock Valley study area; and (e) study radionuclide cycling in plants
and soils. Numerous subprojects dealing with specific species' reactions have been conducted

in relation to these broader objectives.

Data relative to annual climatic conditions, analysis of communities, and their inter-
relationships, which were'tollected and documented from study plots established during the
earlier period, have been used as a base for ongoing research slanted more toward investigations
of the natural desert ecosystem. As plant popu1ation changes are very slow, the value of

specific plots increases with time, as does the importance of maintaining their integrity.

Currenf projects include investigative effprts towarq determina;ions_of (a) effects of

population density, winter rainfall, and‘predation upon the reproduction and survival of specific
lizard species; (b) h§ﬁgrg and digtrippfiéﬁiqugojliar}hropods in relation to plant distri-
butions and abiotic factors; (c)gehgfgy.and,waggr metabolism of free 1iving vertebrates;

(d) various aspects of autecolqu%(qaggildigp,'bepavior,.water; and energy metabolism) to

assess environmental factors‘whipﬁ*affggf'reproductjon qnd.mprtgjity'of desert rodents;

(e) nitrogen, radionuclide, and mineral cycling in desert plants; (f) methods of revegetating
disturbed areas including Trrigation techniques; and (g) possible effects of nonnuclear
contaminants on the desert ecosystem. O0'Farrell and Emery (Reference 54) include a

compilation of many of the reports resulting from this work.
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10. CETO Program {Cont.)

The Rock Valley Study Area and some of the forward area study plots are being used by investi-
gators asseciated with the U.S. International Biological Program (IBP), Desert Biome, in their
analysis of an etosystem program (Reference 90). The extensive available information on

these areas has made them ideal for continued monitoring to provide an unequaled data base

suitable for validating mathematical "predictive" models of desert ecosystems.

The extensive data base has been found useful by IBP workers, not only for validation
(current state of the system measurements) but also for the actual construction of models
based on complete histories of specific fertility, natality, mortality, and Tongevity rates
of various species of both plant and animal life in a desert ecosystem. The DBER-sponsored

CETO projects are expected to continue.
C. ACTIVE CONSIDERATIONS

The size, climate, and remoteness of the controlled areas of the NTS and the Nellis Air Force Range
along with the existing support organization, appeal to program managers throughout the government.
From time to time, some investigate the suitability of the NTS for selected activities. Several
such investigations are under way at the present time, but it is difficult to determine if these

will develop into real activities. The most significant of these are:
1. Interim Storage of High-Level Commercial Radioactive Waste

The Nevada Test Site, along with the Hanford Reservation, Washington, and the Idaho National
Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, have been considered as potential sites for the interim storage
of commercial high-level radioactive-contaminated waste--a proposed activity heretofore
designated as a retrievable surface storage facility. The alternatives for the concept of
“ retrievable surface storage were treated in a Draft Environmental Sfatement, WASH 1539
(Reference 91). This environment§1 statement was withdrawn in April 1975 when the program for 4;;;>

managing radioactive waste was reoriented in favor of terminal disposal in geologic formations.
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ACTIVE CONSIDERATIONS

1. Interim Storage of High-Level Commercial Radioactive Waste (Cont.)

Retrievable surface storage, however, is being held as a viable option and it may still
develop that the NTS is selected for this purpose sometime in the future. While there are

no plans at present to construct such a storage facility, ERDA has requested the Nevada
Operations Office to prepare a study on commercial high-level waste handling and storage

at NTS. The experimentation and demonstration to be accomplished at the NTS, as described

in III1.B.9. above, is pointed toward the readying of this technology. ERDA is also com-
pleting some testing and design work on a sealed storage cask demonstration at the Hanford
Reservation which will enhance the capability for aboveground storage, should it be necessary.
If and when the NTS is selected for this purpose, a license for such a facility will be
sought from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and a separate site specific environmental

statement will be prepared for that activity.
Seafarer

The Nevada Test Site has also been examined as part of a potential site for the Navy's
proposed extremely low-frequency radio, submarine communications system, the "Seafarer"
System. The Navy has recently withdrawn consideration of the Nevada Test Site, but is

actively considering lands of the Nellis Air Force Range and Tonopah Test Range, immediately

adjacent to the NTS, as well as sites on the upper peninsula of Michigan and at the White

Sands Proving Ground and Fort Bliss in New Mexico.
Solar Energy Research Facility
The Jet Propulsion Laboratory in>Pasadeha is presently investigating the Nevada Test Site

along with numerous locations in Ca11fornia as a potential site for a solar energy research

facility. A portion of the Area 25 iskunder conSideration.




SECTION IV
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND EFFECTS

A.  EFFECTS FROM FUTURE UNDERGROUND NUCLEAR TESTING

1. Detonation Phenomena

Under the current limitation, nuclear explosive tests to be conducted in FY 1978 and beyond by
the Nevada Operations Office will be executed underground. Unless proper controls are exercised,
hazardous conditions can develop in association with any explosion. It is and continues to be
the policy and practice of ERDA to carry out a nuclear weapons test program with full atten-

tion to making each test as safe and free of hazards and adverse environmental effects as
possible. In an underground nuclear detonation, such effects can arise mainly from the
extremely high pressures generated in the ground by the explosion, with its attendant shock
Wave, and from the radioactive residues of the nuclear device. A nuclear explosion under-
ground starts a complex series of events that take place in times ranging from almost instan-

taneously to many hours.
a. Cavity Formation and Collapse

When a nuclear explosive is detonated underground, the energy released immediately
produces extremely high temperatures in the device and the surrounding medium. These
solid materials are vaporized, and pressures exceeding a million atmospheres are produced.
An outgoing shock wave develops which is initially so strong that it vaporizes more of
the surrounding medium. As the shock wave expands, its intensity weakens until the
medium is melted rather than vaporized. The cavity thus formed expands until the vapor
pressure in the cavity approxihately balances the 1ithostatic pressure of ;he overburden.
The size of the underground cavity is dependent upon the amount of energy released by the
explosion, the depth of burial, and the physical properties of the medium in which it is
detonated. ’At ranges still greater than cavity radius, the shock wave is sufficiently
weak that its effec; is limited to fracturing and héating of fhe medium. The generally

spherical cavity is filled with vaporized material and lined with.melted rock. After the

( ) cavity -forms, the vaporized rock condenses and the molten rock flows toward the bottom,

the residual gases cool, the pressure subsides, and collapse of the upper walls of the
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Detonation Phenomena (Cont.)

cavity begins. The cavity collapse is commonly initiated within a few minutes to several
hours of its formation. Occasionally, it may be delayed for several days or weeks, but,
once started, the collapse proceeds rapidly. This collapse continues upward, producing a

vertical, rubble-filled column known as a rubble chimney.

The upward progression of the rubble chimney depends on the size of the cavity, its
depth, and the strength of the individual strata of overlying rock. Some chimneys do not
progress to the surface. If this happens, there will remain a potential hazard with
regard to the stability of the surface terrain over the underground chimney. Such a
situation requires special safety precautions as discussed in "Postevent Activities,"

Section III.A.3.e.
Surface Expression

Following most of the nuc]ear tests, the overburden does not form a supporting arch over
the rubble chimney, and the chimneying process will proceed upward until it reaches the
ground surface. The process will terminate by the formation of a conical or bowl-shaped
depression from several tens of meters to a few hundred meters in diameter and up to 60
meters deep. These depressions, called subsidence craters or "sinks," will be similar to
the many (several hundred) craters now in existence on the test areas and described in

Section Il.D.2.

Numerous surface fractures will be visible around most craters. Those related to its

formation may show concentric and radial patterns, while other linear fractures may

be aligned with the existing faults and bedrock joint patte}ns in the underlying

rocks. Ground motion from some explosions can be expected to cause displacement along
preexisting faults near the explosion sites. Such motion, if strong enough, usually

results in vertical offset (displacement) along the trace of the fault at the ground

surface. Based upon past experience (see Section II.D.4.), it is unlikely tha't these @

vertical displacements will exceed about one meter (3.3 feet). They can extend for a
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EFFECTS FROM UNDERGROUND NUCLEAR TESTING

Detonation Phenomena (Cont.)

few hundred meters to a few kilometers laterally along the fault. The vertical dis-
placement usually will decrease rapidly with distance from the explosion site. Any
displacement along preexisting faults is not expected to extend beyond the boundaries of
the test area and none will produce any significant environmental effect insofar as

present or foreseeable uses of the test site are concerned.

- Ground Motion and Structural Response

An underground nuclear detonation will invariably produce some detectable level of ground
motion. While there are methods for decoupling or lessening the amount of the explosion
energy transmitted into the ground as seismic energy, these techniques are difficult and are

not practical for use on routine operations.

After many years (since 1963) of monitoring and analyzing ground motion data from a large
number of underground explosions, empirical equations have been developed which define the
important characteristics of the ground motion and the dynamic response of structures to that

motion. The resulting equations are used to predict, with reasonable accuracy, the expected

ground motion from planned underground test and the effects that motion will have upon structures.

Past experience has shown that. the important parameters to be considered in predicting the
ground motion at any given location include: (1) the distance from the emplacement hole, (2)
the specific area on NTS where the test is to be conducted, {3) the expected yield of the
nuclear device, (4) the depth of burial, and (5) the properties of the geologic media sur-
rounding the detonation point (especially the porosity and water content of the rock). See
Section I1.D.6. of this statement and Reference 35 for a more extensive discussion. The
predictions are stated in terms of the peak amplitudes of acce]ekation,zve]ocity, and dis-
placement, which quantitatively describe the relative signal strength at the ground stations

of interest.
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Ground Motion and Structural Response (Cont.)

For structural engineering studies, predictions of the spectral composition of the ground
motion at specific locations on and off the test site are required. Structures respond to
ground motion excitation by oscillating at fairly well-defined periods of vibration. The
amount of movement experienced by a structure is dependent upon the physical parameters of the
structure and the spectral composition and duration of the seismic signal. Techniques have
evolved from the study of the interrelationship between these factors which permit the pre-
diction of the magnitude of a specific building's response to the predicted ground motion.

(See Reference 36.)

Many tests conducted as part of the underground test program are by nature experimental so
that the energy yield is not precisely known beforehand. However, a maximum credible yield
can be calculated, based upon the best performance which can reasonably be expected from the
device components. Predictions of ground motion effects from any nuclear explosion will be
made on the basis of this maximum credible yield. This introduces an element of conservatism
into the predictions. Predictions will also be made for the expected yield of the device
(the design yield), but this is not for safety reasons but rather for postevent comparison
with actual ground motions. Observed motion data are processed for refinement of the data

base so as to improve the ground motion prediction capability.

Seismic instruments will continue to be deployed to document the ground and building response
motions to verify that actual motions are within the range of predicted motions. The

magnitude of the measurement program will vary with the anticipated yield. For tests with
yields above 80 kilotons, a minimum of five ground stations and ten high-rise buildings will

be instrumented, while for higher-yield tests, as many as 25 ground stations énd 50 high-rise
buildings will be included in the program. Most of the documentation effort will be concentrated
in Las Vegas, although for the high-yield tests, records may be taken as far away as Reno,

Nevada; Salt Lake City, Utah; Phoenix, Arijzona; and San Francisco and Los Angeles, California.

-
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2. Ground Motion and Structural Response {(Cont.)

In addition, large Federal and municipal facilities, such as Hoover Dam and the Colorado
River Water System; will be monitored to verify that actual motions are within the range of
predicted motions, and assure that adverse effects, which could result in the interruption

of vital public services, are not occurring.

The successful application of the prediction techniques uti]ized‘over the years and the broad data
base upon which these prediction techniques were developed gives rise to a high degree of confidence
that future underground nué]ear testing, in the range of yields covered by this environmental state-
ment, will not produce ground motion significantly different from past experience. In addition,
it is not expected that the response of structures to that motion wi11 cause structural damage

. to existing buildings offsite. Some uncertainty relates to the future high-rise buildings
projected for Las Vegas. New. and innovative design concepts and. building materials are being
utilized in an effort to maintain an acceptable cost level for new buildings. ERDA will continue
to study explosion-generated ground motion and its effects on structures in order to update

and refine the prediction methodology.

There is no evidence of damage to offsite mines that could be attributed to ground motion
produced by undergrdﬁnd nuc1éar explosions. All mines wifhin 50 km (31 miles) of the test
site are periodically examined and photographically doéuménted by experienced mining engineers.
At the levels of motion expected from future test acti?iiies, daﬁage to offéite mines is

not expected to occur. However, the survei]]ance"b?bgﬁém wi]]'bé.édﬁtinued.

Although test-related ground motions have never been reported to have caused snow dislodgment
in the Spring Mountains. south of the NTS, EMSL-LV monitors wf]] continue to contact the U. S.
Forest Service whenever a,]gyge test is schedy]ed;dupjng;winters of heavy snowfail. Members

of the Las Vegas Ranger District can then take any special safety precautions they deem necessary.

3 oR T Eee T . TN

Because underground nuclear tests conducted at the NTS in FY 1978 and afterward are not expected

to.exceedlﬁh'yi§1qtthg$g nﬂﬁﬁted‘in the past. few claims of damage 'to water wells by ground

motion are anticipated. As noted in Section II.D.5.,'f6F a few hobrjy constructed wells, increased
water turbidity may have appeared somewhat earlier than it would have without nuclear testing.
Q.I') This will continue‘to be true in the future. The NV will cdntinﬁe to investigate claims of well

damage even though the 1ikelihood of their being related to test activity at the NTS is small.
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Seismicity

Stimulated seismicity has been observed to occur following the execution of underground
nuclear tests, with the aftershocks persisting for days; Qeeks, or months after the explosion.
Studies have shown that this seismicity is confined to the approximate area of the detonation
and is caused by a readjustment of the near stress field to the exp]osibn effects and by
deterioration of the cavity during cﬁfmney formation. Research has shown that the effects of

underground tests on the regional seismicity are narrowly restricted both in time, area,

and amplitude.

ERDA has maintained a program to document and analyze the stimulated seismicity pattern on
Pahute Mesa in connection with the high-yield tests. The patterns of seismicity associated
with each test do not appear to deviate significantly from event to event or from test area to
test area. The differences that are noted are generally related to the proximity of the
explosion to preexisting fault planes on Pahute Mesa. Furthermore, it does not appear that
the frequency of testing has any obvious influence on the patterns of seismicity except that
the number of aftershocks associated with each test seems to diminish with each succeeding
test, provided the time between tests is a few months or less. Research into this aspect of

the stimulated seismicity is continuing.

In consideration of any high-yield test activities in the future, there is no reason to expect
any variation from the pattern of stimulated seismicity already reported by Hamilton
(Reference 40). The seismic characteristics of high-yield testing at Pahute Mesa include:
a. Aftershock magnitudes are expected to be less than the seismic magnitude
resulting from the explosion itself.
b. The vast preponderance of aftershocks will occur at shallow depths probably less than
5 kilometers (3 miles), and will be located within 14 kilometers (8.7 miles) of ground
zero of the preceding explosion.

c. Explosion-stimulated earthquake activity is not expected to extend outside the test areas.

d. The spatial distribution of aftershocks will be largely influenced by the local
geologic structure.
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The 1ikelihood of triggering an earthquake, which would represent a hazard to persons or

property, or cause environmental damage offsite, is very remote.
4, Hydrology

This section assesses the impact of future underground testing on the hydrologic system of the
NTS and adjacent areas. The primary -source of radioactivity at the NTS is the combination of
weapon materials, fission products, and neutron-induced radioactivity generated at each under-
ground nuclear test location. Such tests will continue to create and add to the Targe buried
radioactive waste inventory requiring long-term surveillance and restricted access. The
mobility of the waste at each site is dependent mainly upon the proximity to local water

tables and upon groundwater transport.
a. Nuclear Tests Above the Water Table

Most nuclear explosions at the NTS have been and are expected in the future to be con-
ducted in unsaturated alluvium or tuff above the water table. Infiltration of surface

runoff caught in subsidence craters will be somewhat greater than through the undis-

turbed preshot soil because of the increased permeability of the rubble beneath the

crater. However, .there.is some evidence that\iﬁfiltration ihtovand around the nuclear
cavity will be slowed by a ]ayer'of«c1ay~whjgb accumulates in the bottom of many sub-
sidence craters, by the exploéidn-compécted,;Q]azedrenvelope surrounding the cavity

itself, and because of the lowfngtUrai:permeabi]ity‘of the-rock beneath the cavity.
Although some.stratignaphic,uﬁjts w%thjn thé tuffs underlying NfS test areas are moderately
permeab]e,,downwardahydrau11é%§eepage¢iS¢1imited.by the thick tuff aguitard, previously

discussed in Section 1I1.D.5., that does not maintain open'fractures.
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Additionally, the zeolitized zones of the tuffs, through which interstitial flow pre-
dominates, have high ion-exchange capacities because of their mineralogy and large surface
areas for adsorption (Reference 92). Only tritium in the form of water can be expected
to move through the system at the same rate as the groundwater, but even then its con-
centration will be reduced by radioactive decay, (with a half-life of 12.3 years),
dispersion, and dilution during migration. Any recharge reaching the water table, there-
fore, may carry tritium and very di]ute concentrations of other radionuclides; however,
the process will take hundreds of years and must traverse a long and circuitous path to
reach offsite areas. A study of the rates of movement of Qater and waterborne radio-
nuclides through the unsaturated zone is a continuing program at the NTS. This matter

is discussed in the following section,

Nuclear Tests Below the Water Table

A small percentage of nuclear tests at NTS require burial at depths greater than about
500 meters (1,650 feet) where the working point or the deepest limit of cavity growth
will penetrate saturated media beneath the water table. Beneath Frenchman Flat and

most of Yucca Flat, the cavities resulting from these explosions will be within

alluvium or tuffé characterized by low vertical permeability and high ion-exchange
capacities. As explained in Section II.D.5., water in the tuffs leaks downward

into the regional carbonate aquifer (in the Ash Meadows -groundwater system) at rates of
less than 0.05 meter (0.2 feet) per. year. The transport time of contamination in the
water is increased by passage through many lithologic units having the ability to sorb
radionuclides. Tﬂis will act to broaden the distribution and suppress peak radionuclides

concentrations.
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The Nevada Operations Office plans to select occasional holes of opportunity, generally
drillback holes, in appropriate locations and 1ithologies for continued investigation of
the distribution of radioactivity in chimney water, infill rates, temperature changes,
and radionuclide migration. The drillback hole into the chimney formed by the Cheshire
event of February 14, 1976, has recently been converted into a radiologic and hydrologic
monitoring hole and will be used for these purposes. Cheshire was detonated 476 meters
(1,562 feet) below the water table on Pahute Mesa in a geological medium of rhyolite.

An exploratory hole drilled in Area 7 extends below the water table and penetrates the
Paleozoic carbonates. This hole will intercept groundwater in the regional system after
it enters the rock under the NTS. The Bourbon event, detonated in 1967, is located 200
meters (700 feet) away. This hole will be used to investigate the Paleozoic aquifer and

to study groundwater transport characteristics.

Because of the presence of tritium in Area 2 groundwater, as noted eariier in Section
I11.D.5., a continuous hydrologic data collection pfogram will be conducted in the

Area 2 portion of the NTS. It will consist of obtaining water level measurements and
water samples for radiochemical analysis from all holes of opportunity made available

through the various ongoing drilling programs.

Should radionuclides reach.the regional.carbonate-aquifer beneath Yucca Flat, they would
be transported at, or slower than, the. groundwater velocity, previously stated as 2 to 180
meters (6 to 600 feet) per year. ~Litt]e_is;known'of the retardation and dispersion
characteristics::of. the carbonate aquifer, although tests are being conducted to learn
more about them. *If,radidactiyity deposited from nuclear tests in Yucca Flats were to
enter the regidna] groundwater in the carbonate system, on the order of one century will
be required for this water to arrive beneath Frenchman Flat. Downward-moving contaminated
water from past or any future tests in Frenchman Flat, itself, will arrive at the car-
bonate agquifer in a similar or longer time frame. Thus, any test-derived tritium in the

water, be it from Yucca or Frenchman, would have decayed by a factor of about 250 in the
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carbonate aquifer below Frenchman Flat. In the Ash Meadows groundwater system, the area
beneath Frenchman Flat also receives flow from the east from outside the NTS boundaries.
This interbasin flow from the east may be as much as an order of magnitude greater than
the contribution coming from beneath Yucca Flat. The flow from Yucca Flat is thought to
be about 430,000 cubic meters (350 acre-feet)‘annually. Dispersive mixing along the
boundaries of the two volumes of water would ultimately dilute the concentration of any
tritium by another factor of ten. An additional century will have passed before this
water arrives under Mercury Valley, allowing time for further radioactive decay. Under
Mercury Valley, the greatest proportion of Ash Meadows flow is derived from the Spring
Mountain Range recharge which enters the system from the southeast. ‘Again, dispersive
mixing will occur when this large volume of water comes in contact with that which enters
from under the Nevada Test Site. There remains another hundred-year journey before these
waters arrive at the Ash Meadows discharge area. The combination of 300 years for
radioactive decay and dispersive mixing over the long migratory path will reduce any

tritium concentrations by at least an order of 109.

As previously stated in Section I1.D.5., the annual discharge from the Aéh Meadows
spring line is about 21 million cubic meters (17,000 acre-feet) or about 21 x 1012
milliliters. It would take 21,000 curies of tritium in tﬁe form of water to mix with

this amount of discharge to bring the concentration up to 1,000 pCi/ml, the Radiation
Concentration Guide (RCG) used in Section I1.D.5. in aceordance with ERDAM 0524, 1If the
reduction factor of 2 x 107 for the minimum 300-year joﬁfney due to radioactive decay
referred to above is applied, more than 420 billion cufies of tritium would need to be
introduced into the water in the paleozoic aquifer under YUcca Flat per year in order to
produce a concentration of 1,000 pCi/ml at the Ash Meadows, if all of the remaining tritium
were discharged there. This amount, of course, is many orders of magnitude above ai] of
the tritium associated with nuclear testing at the Nevada Test Site. In fact, this amounts
to over 42,000 kilograms (50 tons) of pure tritium and, for example, is more tritium than
the Savannah River Plant has ever produced. Thus, it is virtually impossible for nuclear

testing to contaminate the groundwater with tritium in any amount that would be

detectable in the outflow of groundwater from the spring line in the Ash Meadows area.
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‘The above discussion makes it clear that tritium migration in NTS groundwater, even
though the most mobile contaminant derived from nuclear testing, cannot reasonably be
expected to be a future hazard at locations off the Test Site. The concentrations of
other isotopes having longer half-lives will not be reduced as rapidly by radicactive
decay, but they will be slowed by sorptive processes and are not anticipated to pose a
future hazard: The ion-exchange capacity of the alluvium and tuffs benéath Yucca and
Frenchman Flat appears to be the best defense against transport of very long-lived

nuclides (Reference 92).

Calculations of average groundwater velocity, presented in Section I1.D.5., show that

water from sites on Pahute Mesa is unlikely to leave government-controlled land for more
than 1,000'years. Dispersion along the boundaries of any volume of groundwater contaminated
by testing will u1t1mate1y reduce the concentration. The flow must pass through tuffs or
the detritus of erOded tuffs.having sorptive capacities similar to those in Yucca Flat,

further lessening the danger in public areas.

However, monitoring of groundwater at the NTS is considered necessary because of testing
already concluded, as well as in the future, and that monitorino will continue until it
can be further demonstrated that the migrat1on of rad1oact1v1ty in groundwater is not
significant. As wells 1n the long-term hydro]ogic mon1tor1ng network (see Section 11.D.5.)
are destroyed or become unservi<eab1e and 1f the centers of test1ng shift to other areas

at the NTS addit1ona1 we11s w1 1 be added so that the mon1toring network will continue

RSt

to prov1de surve111anoe at po1nis of pub1ic use at "early warn1ng“ locations close to
centers of testing, and at poinis of groundwater exit from the Nevada Test Site.

c. Effeots on the Regiona1dwater SuppjyrQuantity

The average water pumpage at the NTS of about 1.2 million cubic meters {1,000 acre-feet)
annually from the Ash Meadows groundwater system has not produced detectable effects on

the regional water table or water quality during the past 15 years. Most of the withdrawal
has been from Yucca Flat, an area of about 200 square kilometers (75 square miles or about

50,000 acres). An average decline of about 0.15 meter (0.5 foot) would provide for the
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cumulative production from Yucca Flat. This is insignificant and such a variation in
water table would not be discernible. Withdrawals from Frenchman Flat also have negligible
effects upon the water table altitude and the flow in the regional aquifer. Continued
pumping of similar quantities of water to support nuclear tests in FY 1978 and beyond can
be expected to have similar heg]igible effects upon the water levels. Because the thick
tuffs brovide effective hydraulic insulation of the regional aquifer from the alluvial
valley fill, effects on regional water supply should not be discernible for centuries to

come.
Effects on Surface Water

Slight local effects are expected upon the surface water because of Tocal drainage into
the subsidence craters. Also, as noted in Section IV.A.5.a., tritium will be present in
the tunnel drainage ponds. Such local effects will have no influence upon the infrequent

surface water runoff from NTS.
Effects of Hydrologic Investigations

Continuing investigations to improve knowledge of the natural hydrologfc system and the
effects of nuclear testing on this system will, in themselves, produce minor environmental
impacts. The maintenance of observation wells for water level measurements and periodic
sampling requires some traffic to areas that might otherwise be allowed to revert to their

natural state. The disruption of the natural land surface, for this reason, however, is

insignificant in comparison to that which is necessary to support the test program directly.

An impdrtant type of investigation that will be conducted for at least several years is
the measurement of groundwater velocity and aquifer dispersivity by tracer tests. Large
dilution factors require that radicactive tracers be used in such tests, and selection

and testing of suitable tracers is a major element of the current program. Tritium itself

-
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is an excellent tracer, but it is used on NTS only sparingly to avoid confusion with
test-derived tritium. Sulfur-35 is one of the more promising tracers because of the
relatively great mobility of the tagged sulfate and thiocyanate anions. It is not a
fission product, emits only beta particles, and has a relatively short 88-day half-life,
thereby posing.no long-term dahger. Tracer quantities are selected such that dilution in

the groundwater will lower concentrations to RCG or less soon after injection.

Most of the current methods for tracer tests were developed offsite at a location about
24 kilometers (15 miles) southwest of Mercury. These tests were conducted by the U. S.
Geological Survey under licenses granted by the Nuclear Regulatory Commissjon and were

done with the concurrence of the State of Nevada after review of test procedures.

A short-lived (8-day half-1life) gamma-emitting isotope, iodine-131, is used sparingly
during infrequent hydraulic (tracejector) tests to determine . aquifer distribution in drill
holes. Because of the continuing need for more information on groundwater movement, more
of such tests will be required in the future. Occasionally (one to three times annually),
water must be pumped to open surface ponds where it will be accessible to some birds,
mammals, and reptiles.- -Although concentrations of jodine-131 in the cumulative discharge
.are very low, it can.be concentrated in the:thyroid-of animals.. It is therefore conceivable
that there may be:effects.on local small animal populations.-

}%8ﬂfi¥@ Lo ToaTe
Investigations of radionuclide«mobilftyvin;waten:thatafillsatheérubbleqchimneys at expended
sites have,caused;spmehcontaMinated;watergto~be:5fought to-the sufface (see Section II.D.5.).
Samples of the water are taken for%qnalysjs}‘But'thefremajnder is disposed of in accordance
with procedures established for othef 1iquid wastes on NTS,‘aSQdescnibed in Section I1.D.8.d.

Future investigations will follow the same procedures.
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a. OnSite Radioactivity

While most of the radioactivity which is created at the Nevada Test Site by underground tests
will remain in or near to the respective cavity locations deep underground, some radioactivity
remains on the surface from atmospheric testing of weapons, nuclear cratering devices, .
and nuclear propulsion systems conducted during the earlier years. Other kadioactivity

- on the surface will result from such activities as drilling back into the test explosion
cavities to obtain samples of the radioactive test debris, from controlled releases of
radionuclides at the NTS Experimental Farm, from the Super Kukla Burst Reactor Facility,
and from such experiments as the gas core reactor tests. Where warranted, radioactivity
from these sources will be treated as radicactive wastes. That matter is discussed in a

next subsection. (IV./A.5.b.).

Radioactive gases are expected to be released to the atmosphere during drillback operations
and from tunnel ventilations, as they have been in the past. To minimize these releases,

the system utilized is to either force effluent gases back down into the drill hole or to
direct the effluent through prefilters and charcoal filters prior to release into the
atmosphere, as explained in Section III.A.3.e. (Postevent Activities). These techniques

will continue to be used in the future. On an average, several hundred curies of radioactive
noble gases (primarily xenon-133) have been released per year in the past. For example,

in Calendar Year 1975, this release was 22 curies and in 1976, 91 curies. The amounts
released in the future will fluctuate depending upon the particular drilling and

tunnel conditions.

The investigation of the distribution and inventory of the radiocactivity remaining at and
around the old atmospheric test areas will continue. This investigation has progressed

into its third phase as described in Section I11.D.8.a., and the comprehensive sampling ‘;;;>
of each area for the determination of the amounts of plutonium and other radionuclides

present is anticipated to continue well into the future.
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The RADEX (Radiation Exclusion) areas will probably decrease in number as the radiation
levels at some of the sites decay below 5 millirem per hour, and as the contaminated
debris in others is moved to the new centralized waste disposal area as described in

the following subsection. Only a limited number of new RADEX areas is expected.

The environmental surveillance program, active on the Mevada Test Site since 1955, will
continue. The number and locations of routine sampling stations on the test site are
expected to change in reeponse to new needs as they develop, and in accordance with the

significance of the accumulated data.

It is expected that the background whole-body radiation levels existing on the test site
will not change significantly. The present exposure rate, outside of the designated RADEX

areas, is no more than 250 millirem per year.

A routine bioassay program for selected NTS workers will continue with sampling

frequencies based upon a continuing assessment of the exposure potential.

Air sampling data, resulting from the continued operation of the on-site sampling stations,
is expected to show that the particulate radiocactivity collected is primarily due to
natural sources and wortdwide fa11out Reeuspension pf surface radioactivity has not

been and is not expected to be s1gn1ficant Tne’ennuaivaverage concentrations of fission
products in a1r samp]es shou]d cont1nue to average less than one percent of the radiation
concentrat1on gu1des (ERDAM 0524) for 1nha1ation The present network of 23 air sampling

stat1ons will be modified to some extent in response to evaluations of the data acqu1red

Tritium concentrations fn ponds_contatn{ng contaninated'water from tunnel operations will
continue to fluetuate. The average tritipm teve]s have decreased about 20 percent since
1973, a trend expected to continue. Very little test-related contaminated liquid will be
added to these ponds during FY 1978 and beyond. Typical tritium levels in the tunnel
ponds are now; and are expected to remain, less than 10-3 uCi/ml, which is lower than

the radiation concentration guide for public drinking water (ERDAM 0524).
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The present network of 51 water sampling stations on the NTS will continue to be
monitored fpr radio]ogica] safety purposes as wé11 as for the éccumuTation of expérience
data; Again, the number of stations is expected to fluctuate, particularly if new
supp]y‘we11§ aré found necessary, or if the significance of the data éccumu15ted should
change. It is not expecfed that this water sampling prbgram will indicate the presence
of radiocactivity from past or fu?ure weapons tests. It is expected_that any radioactivity

_ detecte& will continue to be from natural sources and will represent only a very small
percentage of the cohcentration guides for drinking water specified in ERDAM 0524. As
has been nbted in'Section IV.A.4. (Hydrology), tritium has been detected in the ground-
water of Area 2. However, since the supply wells utilized on the Nevada fest Site are
not located near this area, tritium levels above background are not expected to be found
in supply well water. As mentioned previously, the amount§ aﬁd dj;tribution of ground-
water tritium fn Area 2 will be investigated as part qf tﬁéolong-term hydrologic

monitoring program.
b. Radioactive Wastes
Sources

The primary sources of radioactivity in FY 78 and beyond will be the same as those that

have been described for previous years in Section II.D.8.d. (Radioactive Wastes). The

sources that contribute to radioactive waste on the surface will remain essentially the

same. Soil contamination which peréists from past atmospheric testing will remain

unchanged as no surface soil cleanup of these areas is presentTy planned. It is planned,

however, that any assortment of scrap materials, which exist in some of these areas, will

be methodical]y collected and consolidated. The primary source of added radioactive

waste genefated on ;ite will continue to be that which results from the decontamination

and cleanup activities which follow the postevent drillback and tunnel reentry operations. ‘;;;>
k It is estimated that these wif] continue to accumulate at a fate of about f%ve to

ten curies per year.
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Liquid wastes (transuranic and other radionuclides) will continue to be generated from
experiments at the NTS Farm in amounts estimated at less than a curie per year. These
will continue to be disposed of down the cased drillback hole into the U8d chimney, as
mentioned in Section II1.D.8.d. A similar hole for disposal of Tiquid waste is available

in Area 9 and may be utilized if necessary.

Some five cubic meters (six cubic yards) of solid low-level radioactive waste will be
generated each year at the Super Kukla reactor in addition to about three cubic meters
“(four cubic yards) of contaminated paper, gloves, lab coats, etc., from other activities
in Area 27 (see Section IV.B.4.). These will be buried, either in the Horn Silver Mine

shaft at Area 26 as they have been in the past, or in the Area 25 waste management site.

There will be some new sources of radiocactive waste from other projects and experiments

not related to underground nuclear testing:

(1) The small amounts (millicuries) of fission products resulting from the
decontamination of the R-MAD bay, used for the gas core reactor tests, would
be piped into the existing tile field near the R-MAD facility. The "hot"
component hardware resulting from these tests will be packaged in suitable
containefs and stored' in the'waste'managementAéhea_adjacent to the R-MAD

building. These experiments are presently estimated to begin in FY 1980.

(2)"As méntioned*fn'Sectibﬁ‘II;D;BJd.3‘somé;%adioaétive materials and wastes
~generated'from'éétivitﬁes‘éffofhéerkﬁk*ahd ERﬁA contractor locations
'»(a]sO'frémﬁotheﬁEgovernmentgggenciés%ahd their contractors, sucH as the
Department.of befe'nse‘ and ;thé ‘Environmental Protection Aéency) are sent
to the NTS for storage or bufia1f: Approxiﬁate]y‘300 curies per year of
waste, now classified as retrievable transuranic waste, have been received
from LLL, Livermore, California, in the past and will continue in the

future. Weapons-related waste tritium will be received from Mound
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Laboratory, Miamisburg, Ohio (a contractor to ERDA/AL), for storage
at the NTS. It is estimated some three megacuries will be stored in .

special redundant container systems in Area 5 by 1978.

Active Waste Management Sites

A new radioactive waste management plan is expected to be implemented in FY 1978 at the
Nevada Test Site. The plan is based upon the expansion of the waste management facility

in Area 5 to a size approximating 36 hectares (90 acres). Within this site, various

subdivisions will permit segregation of radioactive wastes into the following categories:

(1) Classified Waste; where security considerations require burial or special

surveillance precautions.

{2) Retrievable Transuranic Waste; which contains more than ten nanocuries per

gram and requires 20-year storage.

(3) Tritium Waste; from the Mound Laboratory.

(4) . Remaining Radioactive Waste; mostly contaminated or activated equipment and

materials, but can include contaminated drilling mud, soils, etc.

Basically, the concept underlying the new radioactivity management plan is to collect
contaminated debris from :other 1ocationsvon the Nevada Test Site and conso}idate this
debris in the New Area 5 complex, the U3ax subsidence créter, and the lined drill hole
at the U3fi site (see Figure II-25). As this plan develops, the number of

RADEX-.(Radiation Exclusion) areas and other old waste storage sites will be reduced.

.Useful equipment and materials, which are nonradioactive, can be disposed of as excess

property. Useful contaminated equipment and materials will be processed through the

Area 6 decontamination facility. (See Section II.D.8.d.)

-
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Surface storage pads will be provided within the new Area 5 complex for retrievable

waste. The transuranic waste will be stored in 55-gallon metal drums to allow for possible
recovery at a Tater date. The tritium from Mound Laboratory will be stored in the specially
designed containers with redundant internal encasement in Which they are received. Testirg
‘of these containers at Mound Laboratory has shown that the leakage from these containers

will not exceed 0.0001 percent per year.

The Area 5.comp1ex is planned to include facilities for the compaction of loose solid
wastes. Much of the‘radioective waste consists of laboratory coats, gloves, booties,
other protective clothing, cardboard containers, and many other compactible items.

Facilities are also planned for the concentration and solidification of Tiquid wastes.

Incinerators will be provided for the reduction of organic wastes.

Wastes which are designated as non-restrictive, or which do hot require special security
precautions, will be accumulated in 3.6-meter x 3.6-meter (12-foot x 12-foot) trenches
within the Area 5 complex and ultimately covered with at least one meter (three feet)

of earth.

c. Off-Site Radioactivity

(1) Contained Events

The rad1o]og1ca1 environmental 1mpact of nuc1ear testing at the NTS can be considered
1n two categories The first category includes those effects expected from routine
operations. Prev1ous experience, particuIarIy that since 1971, supports the contention

that the successfu] conta1nment of tests is by far ‘the most likely circumstance.

In such cases, the on1y immediate off-site effect is that from ground motion, as
discussed earlier. The potential long-term effect is the transport of radionuclides

in groundwater, also discussed earlier. On-site sampling for airborne tritium and

noble gases has shown that average concentrations of tritium and krypton-85 are slightly

higher than ambient'1eve1s off site. The tritium enters the atmosphere by evaporation
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from soil moisture in and around past cratering experiments, from holding ponds that
receive water drained from tunnel areas, and from gas seepage and drillback operations
at underground test locations. Krypton-85 may be released in small quantities as it
seeps upward to the surface from underground detonation points. Postshot reentry
drilling operations may release small guantities of radioactfve noble gases--primarily
xenon-133. On occasion, these releases have resulted in low but measurable concen-
trations of xenon-133 at continuously operated gas sampling stations both on and off the

NTS.

The measured concentrations of tritium and xenon-133 at offsite locations, when averaged
over the year, have remained less than 0.01 percent of the concentration guides for a
suitable sample of the population, as set forth in ERDAM 0524. The increased average
concentrations of krypton-85 onsite have been discernible only by applying statistical

. techniques to ‘the data. Atmospheric dilution of the krypton-85 reduces the concen-
trations to the point that they are not detectable offsite. It is unlikely that testing
programs in the future will produce atmospheric concentrations of gaseous radionuclides

greater than those observed to date.
Radioactivity attributable to the resuspension of dust particles in the air from
contaminated areas onsite has never been detected in offsite samples and is not expected

to be in the future.

(2) Accidental Releases

The second category to be considered is for those events which accidentally release

airborne radioactivity at the time of, or shortly after, detonation.

The radiological impact on the environment of the radiocactivity accidentally released

from an underground test designed for con]plete containment is mostly transitory. @
The radionuclides released primarily consist of the noble gases, krypton, and xenon,

and under certain circumstances, tritium. Lesser, but important, amounts of radioiodine

will escape. Short-lived fission products are primarily entrapped in the particulate
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debris. Krypton-85 has a half-1ife of about 11 years; tritium, 12 years; and the
remaining gaseous products have shorter half-lives (hours to a few days). In general,
noble gases contribute to whole-body external exposure, tritium contributes to whole-

body internal dose, and radioiodines contribute to thyroid dose.

The highest radioiodine content found in milk off site from an inadvertent release of
radioactivity was at a dairy near Hiko, Nevada, where a'peak level of 4.8 nanocuries
(nCi) of jodine-131 per 1iter of milk was recorded following the Pin Stripe event in
April 1966 (Reference 93). As a precautionary measure tq minimize any unnecessary
exposures, milk cows at this dairy were put on dry feed for about three weeks. Though
the levels of radioiodine in human thyroids were expected to be low, mobile thyroid
scanning equipment was moved into the area and resinents were invited to undergo
measurements. Seventy-eight people living in the area were examined to determine their
thyroid doses resulting from that event. Of the 78 people examined, 53 had body burdens
measurably above background, 37 of which would result in radiation doses to the thyroid
of up to 300 milifrem; Sixteen of the 53 had projected thyroid doses of less than

50 millirem. (A millirem in this case is approximately equivalent to a millirad.)

These exposures amount to between 3 and 20 percent of the levels Tisted in the Radiation
Protection Standards (ERDAM 0524) for norma1 peacet1me operat1ons for exposures of

the thyro1d (1 500 m1111rem per year for an 1nd1v1dua1) The remaining 25 people did

not take up detectab]e amounts of rad101odine

Since the s1gn1ng of the L1m1ted Test Ban Treaty (LTBT), the h1ghest estimated potential

i

externa] whole- body gamma rad1at1on exposure to offs1te res1dents from a nuclear test

designed for conta1nment occured at«Cactusu pr1ngs, Nevada (e1ght peop]e) following
the Pike event of March 1964 At thls locat1on, the highest est1mated potential
out-of-doors external gamma radiation exposure of a populated area from radioactive
cloud passage and fallout was about 55 millirems, infinite dose (i.e., that dose which

would accure from exposure to this specific radioactive source over an infinite period of
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time as the source decays). However, because of the short-1ived nature of this debris, thé'
vast majority of this exposure ﬁou1d have occurred during the first year. This exposure
is about one-third of the 170 millirems per year listed in the Standards for Radiation
Protection (ERDAM 0524) and is less than the annual exposure from natural background
radiation (Reference 94). For comparison, Figure IV-1 is a graphic display of examples
of radiation dosage under several naturally occurring and imposed levels of radiation

in the environment. As reported in the September 1971 environmental statement,
radioactivity release resulted from the venting of the Baneberry event on December 18,
1970. The Baneberry event was of low yié]d {less than 20 kilotons) and, although
designed for containment, some radioactive'material escaped. The effluent was

carried off the NTS by the winds. The presence of the radioactive material was
detected in environmental samples from central and northern Nevada and in most of

the westérn United States.

In the September 1971 environmental statement, it was reported that the maximum
estimated total exferna] gamma exposure resulting from the Baneberry cloud passage and
the deposition of fallout at a populated location was 36 milliroentgens (mR)* at
Clark Station, Mevada (one resident). Further EPA evaluation of data led to a revised

best estimate of 13 mR at CTark Station, Nevada (Reference 95). Based on the same

evaluation, the best estimate of the maximum total external gamma exposure at a

populated location was 16 mR at the Blue Jay Highway Maintenance Station, Nevada
(five people). The maximum concentration of fodine-131 found in milk was 810 pCi per
liter at a ranch near Beatty, Nevada, about 64 kilometers (40 miles) from surface
ground zero. Hypothetically, this concentration could have resulted in an estimated

time integrated thyroid dose of 130 millirems to a two-year-old child. The milk

* One roentgen (R) is that amount of radiation which will produce one electrostatic unit of ions

per cubic centimeter of standard dry air. One mi11ir0entgen (mR)‘is one one-thougandth of a

roentgen (10'3R).

-

-
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from this ranch was purchased by the government {and therefore not distributed)
from December 31 through January 10, at which time the concentration of iodine-131
had decreased to below 100 pCi pek ]iter and would contribute little to the total

thyroid dose.

After EPA ended its environmental sampling program following the Baneberfy venting, it
was Tearned that some sheébherde?stin the area north of NTS where radioactivity had
been measq}ed;'were QSihg me]téd snow as a source of drinking and cooking water. The
sheepherders,~dﬂrin§ the weeks following Baneberry, were in an area from about 50 kilo-
meters (30 miles) east of Eureka, NeQada, on U. S. Highway 50, to south of Duckwater,
Nevada. Based on sampling results and snowfall records for. the general .area, and on
information obtained from the eight sheepherders about their locations and water
consumption, EPAvestimated the dose to their thyroids from radioactive iodine as

about 0.5 rem. There was a-factor of three uricertainty in this estimate because

there was no detaijéd information on radioactive contamination levels where the
sheepherders were located, the ofd snowpack wds covered by new uncontaminated snow,
and there was no information about distribution of the radioactivity at depth in the

snowpack.

The most recent radioactive release detected off site occurred 5h'November 24, 1971,
when~gasequs"radioactivity’from the Diagonal Line event began tobseep from the ground

at about‘four h0ur§ dfter'detondtion. Monitoring aircraft and off-site ground

monitoring persbnne] had been released from their missions before seepage started.

After on-site monitoring personnel detected the seepage, tracking aircraft were

deployed. The maximum exposure rate measured outside the test site by the aircraft

was 0.01 mR/h. Ground monitors were redeployed off site at 19.5 hours postevent, but
neither they nor the routinely operated surveillance networks detected any ground-Tevel
radioactivity attributame to this évent. The noble gas and tritium monitoring network @

operated off site by the EPA did not become operational until April 1972.
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(3) Future Expectations

The additional containment precautions, taken as a resﬁlt of the Baneberry release

in December 1970 (see Section 111.A.3.a., Containment Evaluation Panel), have
substantially diminished the probability of a radioactive release to the atmosphere.
Even so, there cannot be absolute assurance that radioactivity will not be released in
detectable amounts beyond the boundaries of the NTS. This is the reason for the
safety precautions and the hypothetical radiation predictions discussed in Section III.
II1.A.3. (Normal Operations). If the hypothetical venting model used for off-site
radiation predictions postulates a release of a million curies (calculated to 12 hours
after release), past experience indicates that EPA would expect exposure rates
decaying from a peak of about 10 milliroentgens per hour. This exposure could be

expected to vary, depending upon the particular meteorologic conditions at the time.

In the past, no underground test at the NTS designed for containment has resulted in
exposure to offsite residents which exceeded the radiation protection guidelines

approved for underground nuclear testing. On the basis of past experience, it can be
predicted that containment and exposure which may be expected for the future, should

be comparable or better.

6. Bioenvironmental Effects

a.

On-Site

B1oenv1ronmenta1 effects ant1c1pated from the type and scale of testing proposed will be
those resu1t1ng from the destruct1on or d1sturbance of the terrestrial habitat by test-
related operat1ons (site preparat1on, dr1111ng, etc.), by ground motion, and by postshot

subsidence.
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It is estimated that the amount of habitat disturbed by test-related operations, for
representative low- to intermediate-yield tests in the alluvium of Yucca Flat, will range
from about eight hectares (20 acres) to as much as 26 hectares (65 acres) per test. The
disturbance around a test emplacement location will vary in intensity, from total destruction
of the plant cover close to surface zero, to partial destruction of the vegetation around

the site periphery, fesu]tinglfrom vehicular traffice to install and operate instrument

ahd monitoring stations. It is to be noted that the Nevada Operations Office has promulgated
a prohibition against off-road vehicular travel unless necessary for performance of an
assigned task. For tests in Yucca Flat, sites will generally be in areas already disturbed
by atmosphefic testing, or by earlier underground tests (see Figure II-S). Operational
effects thus will have a less severe ecological impact than would be the case for tests

carried out in hitherto undisturbed parts of NTS.

For tests in a]fuvium, ground motion will produce localized cracking of the soil,
accompanied by some shearing of plant roots. On-site observations suggest that in Yucca
Flat, the zone of significant disturbance of this type will extend only slightly, if at all,

beyond the area disturbed by operational activities.

The formafion of subsidence craters, which can be expected following underground tests in
Yucca F]at, will constitute an additional and severe type of local disturbance. In a

narrow zone immediately aroundkthe rim of the crater, the soil will be deeply cracked and
fissured, a type of disturbance that will favor the establishment of Russian-Thistle
(salsola spp.), grasses, and other pioneering species, native and introduced. These species
wf]] also invade the sides and floor of the depression, where any natural vegetation that
survived site preparation and related activities will have been further disturbed by the
collapse. Observation of subsidence craters resulting from shots firéd eight to twelve
years ago suggests that there will be some survival, or partial recovery, of native shrub
vegetation on crater slopes facing north and east. In old craters, slopes facing south and

west are still very thinly vegetated and often exhibit shallow erosion channels.

-
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Site preparation and test-related operations for tests in drilled holes on Pahute Mesa
will result in somewhat more habitat disturbance per shot than that from tests in Yucca
Flat, perhaps as much as 60 hectares (150 acres) per event. Moreover, ground motion from
tests on Pahute Mesa or in tunnels under Rainier Mesa will produce types of habitat

disturbance different from those resulting from shots in alluvium.

Ground motion from tests on Pahute Mesa or under Rainier Mesa will kill or damage some
vegetation, especially shrubs and trees, whenever the motion is strong enough to cause
rockfalls from cliff faces or canyon walls. Such disturbances will be scattered, and
limited to plants rooted on cliff rims and sides, or below unstable rock masses. Ground
motion will also kill or damage a fraction of the trees and shrubs growing directly on
fault lines in the vicinjty of the shot point. Apart from such scattered losses of
plants--by rockfalls or on fault traces--shots in the harder rock will have little effect

attributable to ground motion, even close to surface zero (References 96 and 97).

Effects of subsidence 6n vegetation within the crater will also be somewhat different for
shots in hard rock, as compared to. effects -in alluvium. As much as 100 percent of the
perennial vegetation may be killed in a zone around the periphery of the crater, while
the plant cover remaining in the central part of the crater may exhibit little or no
damage (Referenqe 95). Based on experience, it. can be expected that not all tests on
Pahﬁte Mesa will form subsidence cnater§.~ LI

In summary, the on-site/bioenvjnénment$1gﬁmpa§tiof:thé*proposed actions will, each year,
damage -or destroy as much aswseveralﬁﬁqndkedﬁﬁéctafééjof desert shrub vegetation (Yucca
Flat), or desert Shrub/woodigﬁQQQégétafioﬁ;(Eéhnté¥and Rainier Mesas).. Most of the
habitat damaged or:déstroyéd‘wiijgbéﬂﬁnfafeaslthat'will already -have been severe]y
disturbed by -earlier testing.  The amount of habitat that will be adversely affected is
expected to be less than 0.1 percent of the total area of NTS. This amount of habitat
disturbance is not expected to have appreciable effects on the faunal populations

inhabiting the test site.
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The formation of postshot subsidence craters following most of the tests will also be
an adverse effect. Formation of the craters will contribute to the reduction in
amount 6f wildlife habitat to some degree. Perhaps more important, the craters will
constitute an irreversible and readily recognizable manmade change in the landscape.
The approximately 20 craters formed per year will be located among, and similar to,

the more than 200 craters formed by previous tests.

b. Off-Site

As noted in Section II.D.9., the endangered Devil's Hole pupfish are located in a pool
about 75 kilometers (45 miles) to the south-southwest of Yucca Flat and concern has
been expressed they may be in jeopardy from ground motion and water Tevel

fluctuations resulting from the nuclear tests at NTS. Scientists of the Desert Fishes
Council were worried by observations of wave action in the pool during a nuclear

test in February 1976, proposing that pupfish eggs on the rockshelf immediately below
the water surface might be damaged by wave-induced movement of pebbles on the shelf.
(The survival of the pupfish is vitally dependent on this shelf for spawning and

feeding.)

Records of the U.S. Geological Survey water-level recorder in Devil's Hole, however,
indicate that water-level changes and wave action resulting from natural earthquakes

are greater in amplitude and of longer duration than oscillations resulting from nuclear
explosions. It is not possible to predict with certainty the possible effects of
explosion-induced sloshing on the pupfish eggs and food resources, however any risk
should be less than they have been experiencing from earthquakes - and from which the

population has survived. Liaison has been established with the National Park Service
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in Death Valley National Monument, and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service office in Las
Vegas, which share responsibility for management of the pupfish to keep aware of their

status and to determine if any protective measures may become appropriate.

No environmental effects outside the boundaries of NTS are anticipated from the

activities proposed.

Archaeological Effects

It is expected that the activities proposed for the NTS will have minimal impact upon
historic or archaeological features. Yucca and Frenchman Flats, the most active test areas,
are essentially lacking in such features. The less active testing areas, including Pahute
Mesa, Rainier Mesa, and Buckboard Mesa (and other areas) where potential construction and
testing activities may occur are more likely to contain cultural features owing to the
generally less hostile environment (the occasional presence of water, tree cover, and canyon
protection). The program to inventory archaeological and cultural sites referred to in
Section I1I1.D.10., will identify and mark the location of these features for protection and

possible future study. When there is a conflict between program requirements and the

preservation of archaeological sites of interest which cannot be resolved within the guidelines

set forth in NTS0-6003 (Reference 81), thé Nevé&é State Historic Preservation Officer will
be consulted for viable alternatives to mitigate possible adverse effects, and the national
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation will be kept adyised.

Nonexplosive-Related Effects

a. New Facility Construction

New facility construction includes but is not limited to those buildings or installations

which have been identified as required for continued efficient operations at the NTS.
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Actual construction of the presently identified structures and facilities will depend
on programmatic requirements and availability of construction funds. In FY 1976 an

and 1976T, five General Plant Projects (GPP) items were proposed for construction:

An Air Resources Laboratory weather station, to be located at the Desert
Rock airstrip, to cover about 190 square meters (2,000 square feet).

A welding operations support facility at Yucca Lake in Area 6, estimated to
cover approximately 280 square meters (3,000 square feet).

A maintenance facility in Area 6, covering an estimated 800 square meters
(8,700 square feet).

A first-aid station in Area 12 to cover about 200 square meters (2,200
square feet).

The Mercury Highway will be widened between Gate 300 and the "Buster Jangle" Y

intersection (BJY) (Figure II-31), estimated to affect about 2.7 hectares
(6.7 acres).

In the FY 1977 time period, only two GPP Items have been identified:

A dormitory at Mercury, estimated to need about 240 square meters
(2,600 square feet).

A radioactive waste management facility in Area 5 enclosing 36
hectares (90 acres).

Three line items have been tentatively identified for construction in FY 1978;

A heavy drill repair shop in Area 6, to cover about 1,000 square meters
(11,000 square feet).

A vertical pull test facility for Area 2 requiring an estimated two
hectares (five acres).

Construction items beyond FY 1978 have not yet been identified, but based upon past

experience, it is expected that new construction will continue at substantially the same

rate. @

The areas of land dedicated to a new construction are insignificant when compared to the

habitats disturbed by the preparation for, ahd the detonation of, underground nuclear tests.
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b.

Industrial Wastes {Nonradioactive)

These wastes consist of liquid domestic sewage from offices, feeding and housing
facilities, as well as miscellaneous items of waste, such as construction debris,
community waste, and trash. There are, however, no industrial wastes generated from

any manufacturing process.

The raw sewage is treated at several locations by a series of stabilization ponds,
some of which are equipped with mechanical aerators. The dry solid wastes are collected
for disposal at onsite engineered sanitary landfills. Dust suppression practices are

followed; no air or water pollution results from these operations.

The current quantity of domestic sewage amounts to 500 million 1iters (134 million gallons)
per year. The stabilization ponds designed to treat those effluents are operated at

95 percent of total capacity with a minimum holding time of 30 days during which time

there is an above-average sunlight penetration, aerobic bacterial action, and volume
reduction through surface area evaporation. The raw sewage treated is a weak solution
containing 1.4 percent solids, having a pH range of 8.6 to 8.9 with biochemical oxygen
demand loading of -less than.0.2 pounds per-maﬁ per-day. Sampling of the effluent from the
oxidation lagoons yields a total coliform count of 0-800 per 100 ml sample and zero fecal
coliform per 100.m1 when chlorinated. The. calculations are predicated on an average
population of 4,500 people at the NTS but.iwould fluctuate directly in proportion to future
populations. A chlorinated effluenf from.these ponds is occasionally used in road and
airstrip construction and_maintenancé.;,ln_rare periods 6f runoff from the last pond in any
series, the effluent may go some 220 meters (700 feet) into the adjacent desert for
further evaporation loss. Soil percolation seldom exceeds 30 cm (12 inches) in depth.

This effluent is fully contained within the test site.
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The quantities of miscellaneous trash and construction debris disposed of during Calendar
Year 1975 wa§ 10,000 metric tonnes (11,000 tons). An active cleanup program is presently
underway whefeby construction debris and unserviceable equipment are being collected from a
variety of past work sites on ihe Nevada Test Site. It is estimated this activity will
éésenfia11y double the annual amount of assorted debris disposed of until the program is
completed in the future. The énnua1 disposal rate might be expected to return to the more
normal rate of about 10,000 metric tonnes (11,000 tons) by FY 1978, or perhaps later

depending upon the funding provided for such cleanup activities.
There are at present the following designated sanitary landfill areas:
(1) A trenching area southwest of Mercury.

(2) A trenching area, due east of CP, in Area 6.

- {3) A crater in Area 3 numbered U3aus.
(4) A crater in Area 10 numbered Ul0c.
(5) An existing trench in Area 19 can be reactivated for landfill disposal.

These landfill areas will accommodate the industrial waste to be disposed of at the
Nevada Test Site well beyond FY 1978. The same insignificant environmental effects
will result from these'disposa1 operétions as would be expected for any other landfill
disposal. The overall environmental effe;t is beneficial, resulting from the cleanup

of other site areas.

c. Pest Control Management

A year-round pest management program is maintained using EPA-approved, registered

pesticides in the prescribed manner for the specified targets by trained and certified
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personnel. The purpose is to control insects and rodents without adversely affecting
people or the environment. Primary considerations are (1) to select the least hazardous
concentrations or formulations of the substance which will be effective; (2) to use
approved methods of application; and (3) to take all the necessary precautions for a

safe operation.

It is the policy of NV to prohibit the use of chemical toxicants for the purpose of
killing predatory mammals or birds. Further, the use of chemical toxicants which cause
any secondary poisoning of mammals, birds, or reptiles is prohibited by Executive

Order 11643.

NV cooperates fully with the Federal Working Group on Pest Management (FWGPM), submitting
annually a detailed description of its proposed and current pest control programs for

review and implementing any FWGPM recommendations.
d. Air Quality

The air quality of the NTS is subject to periodic disturbance brought about by routine
operations and test detonations. Such activities as vehicle operations on gravel roads,
drilling, backfilling, and subsidencé craters do create dust hazards of short duration

which do not escape the NTS and ‘do not result in either 1ong-tekm or permanent pollution.

Operations invo]Ving the dischargé Bf air pb]Tthnts, such as the oil-fired Mercury Steam
Generating Station or the Shaker Plant which prépares grave]-siemming materials, is subject
to the EPA-apprerd Nevada State imb]ementation pian. The Nevéda Operations Office has
comp]ied with or4is‘curréntly‘mbaifying‘$1i eiisfing operational equipment to comply
with’app]icab1e EPA regu]ationé. The éir'qua1ity at the interface of the NTS and its
environs has not been disturbed or threatened by NTS activities from any planned activity

Q since the onset of underground testing.
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B. EFFECTS FROM OTHER ACTIVITIES
1. High-Explosive Tests (Nonnuclear)

Some surface effects will occur immediately surrounding the Tocations of surface or near-

surface chemical explosions, which will result in minor water and wind-induced soil erosion
and minor disturbance of habitats. ‘Loca1 dust clouds will result but they are not expected
to be carried offsite into populated areas. These surface effects are expected to be only

temporary, and to have only minimal impact on the environment.
2. Cane Spring Test Range

The occasional calibration activities on the Cane Spring Test Range involve vehicles
traversing the grid as well as helicopters flying low over the area. These activities are -
expected to create little environmental damage, although there will be some dust created in

spite of the dust control practices employed (oiled surface and water sprays).

The radioactive sources (primarily p]utonjum) used at the range can be as large as a kilocurie.
These are transported from Areas 6 and 27 in shipping containers of the tybe approved by the
Department of Trénsportation. The most commonvpractice is to use the sources as they exist
within these same containers during the calibration and sensitivity measuring activities,
although on one occasion, a plutonium source within a sealed steel capsule was removed

from its shipping container.

There is always the remote possibility of an accident during transportation and utilization

of the sources, but the shipping containers and capsules are dés&gned to withstand, and

proof tested against, much more serious accidents than could conceivably be expected to occur

on the NTS. Hence, the consequences of the worst credible accident involving transportation ‘;;;}

of sources would not result in any release of radioactivity to the environment.
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Experiments at the NTS Farm

Work at the NTS Farm should cause 1ittle adverse effects. Contaminated materials are
removed to waste disposal sites, and some relative increase in waste storage area usage is
to be expected. No significant residual contamination is to be expected at the farm,

because of the operational precautions taken and because contaminated materials are removed.

Animals at the farm naturally consume the renewable resources of food, but wastes from
uncontaminated animals are used as fertilizer on the farm. Meat and milk products from

the farm animals are not made available as food, so that those products are wasted.

On the beneficial side of the ledger, the farm forms an ecological ocasis, where herbivores
feed on excess vegetation and predators feed on the herbivores. Consequently, Jjackrabbits,
cottontails, coyotes, wildcats, granivorous and insectivorous birds, and raptorial birds

are relatively abundant at the farm. Also, flocks of waterfowl rest and feed in the water

reservoir.

The most beneficial contrjbution of the farm (in fact, its reason for existence) is to
provide a location for studying the behavior of contaminants, so as to generate real-life
data which can be directly épb]ied to buman and environmental exposure situations. Thus,
this information should be of-use Tn,ﬁg?pjng.to avoid adverse. effects from such contaminants
on enyironments and people e]sewhére.ih the world. These»kindé of data are much more
realistic than data obtained fromEca]cé]gtigﬁsibgggd:pn;chemjca]“similarity or from
extrapolations from ]aboratoryaanfma]\b?:pjantﬂstu61gsh; Use of larger experimental amounts
of radionuclides or of. other contamiqanps than‘£ho§e found in 6rdinary environments,

decreases experimental and analytical errors.
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4. Activities in Area 27 (the old Area 410)

a.  Super Kukla Reactor

(1)

Normal Qperations

The reactor is shielded so that the measured dose in the relay station, adjacent

to the reactor bunker (see Figure III-3), is less than 100 mrem from a maximum
design-yield burst. No personnel are closer than 750 meters (2,500 feet) from

the reactor during a burst. This distance is sufficient to ensure that no measurable
prompt dose in humans will occur from bursts of up to 1020 fissions (20 times

the maximum permitted burst).

The exposure rate is about 500 mR/h, at a distance of one meter (three feet)
from the reactor core, 48 hours after a maximum—yfe]d burst. Samples handled for
short periods of time in the high bay typically have gamma exposu%e rates (for

surface contact) of 1 to 20 roentgens per hour (R/h).

‘Effluents

No liquid radioactive effluents are produced at Super Kukla.

Minute quantities of radioactive gases are produced by the burst operation of the
reactor. The most significant of these is xenon-138, having a half-life of

14 minutes. It decays to cesium-138 with a half-life of 32 minutes and the
combined concentration in the reactor bunker would be about 20 times the 40-hour
maximum permissible concentration, one hour after a maximum-yield pulse or "burst"
of 5 x 1018 fissions. The reactor bunker ventilation system is operated in a
recirculation mode during burst operations to prevent escape of the radioactivity

to the outside environment.

-
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Approximately five cubic meters (six cubic yards) of low-level solid radioactive
waste with an aggregate activity of ~0.5 curie is generated per year when Super

Kukla is in full operation.

(3) Accident Conditions

The maximum credible accident for Super Kukla is similar to, but Tess than, the
maximum credible accidents for the Able and Baker Sites. Treatment of the Able
and Baker situations will therefore treat the maximum environmental impact from

the operations in Area 27 under accident conditions.
b. Able and Baker Sites (5100 and 5300 Complexes)
The discussion which follows, though drawn specifically for the Baker Site, applies to
the combined sites. Actually, the volume of work at the Able Site is low and most of the

work does not involve explosive, radioactive, or toxic materials.

(1) Normal Operations

These sites have essentially no radiological impact on the environment during

normal operations.

(2) Effluents

L

- These sites generate'nofliqbidib?\§d§eous:radioTogfca] effluents. Approximately
three cubic meters (four ‘cubiciyards) per year of paper, rubber gloves, etc.,

~ which may be radioactivé]y contaminated;, are disposed of as radioactive waste.
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Approximately six cubic meters (eight cubic yards) per year of chemical explosive-

contaminated {nonradicactive) waste are disposed of by open air burning at Site Baker,

several hundred meters from all buildings. The maximum amount of explosives

destroyed by burning or detonation at one time is 23 kilograms (51 pounds).

(3) Maximum Credible Accidents

Two hypothetical accidents have been analyzed to determine the maximum potential
environmental impact of LLL operations in Area 27. Both involve the atmospheric

dispersion of radioactive material.

The atmospheric dispersion which would be applicable to such a hypothetical

event was estimated using meteorological data from a 10-meter tower near the

Super Kukla Reactor. These meteorological data, taken over the one-year period
from January to December 1968, are the bases for the "worst-case diffusion"
estimates used_in the accident analysis. Seasonal effects are included by dividing

the period into winter (October to February) and summer (March to September).

P]utonium Release

The accident as described in Section III.B.4.b. for Site Baker (the 5300 complex)

fs a postulated release of plutonium-239. The maximum allowable amount of high explo-
sive (70 kilograms) (154 pounds) is assumed to detonate, dispersing the maximum
allowable amount of plutonijum-239 (15 kilograms) (33 pounds) in a cloud. No con-
tainment is assumed. Twenty percent of the plutonium-239 was éssumed to be
respirable. Worst-case estimates were made of the do;es at various distances from
Site Baker to the closest centers of population, if the wind were directly toward.each
center. The results summarized in Table IV-1 are the maximum integrated lung doses to

individuals who remain directly under the centerline of the cloud during its passage. @
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Table IV-1. Maximum Lung Dose Estimates From H.E. Accident at Site Baker*

Location Winter Summer
Area 410

Guard Station 2,000 900
Mercury 60 60
Nearest Site

Boundary 300 90
Lathrop Wells 30 9

*Maximum lung dose estimates (1ifetime) from a plutonium release at
Site Baker caused by 70 kg of high explosive with 15 kg of 239Py. Units
are rem (alpha exposure).

The fallout pattern, resulting from an accident of this magnitude, assuming winds
from the northeast, is shown in Figure IV-2. This wind direction was chosen

because it results in the maximum dose at the NTS boundary.

Low-Order Nuclear Yield

This postulated accident is an explosion which results in a fission yield of 0.1

444444

‘in made of the cloud passage doses at the

kiloton. Worst-case estimates were aga
various centers listed” Thé reésults of ‘the integrated doses are summarized in
Table IV-2. The doses shown ‘are ‘the beta-gamma doses accumulated from both cloud
passage and deposition exposure. fhe infinite who]e;body doses (beta-gamma) due to
fallout from a O.I-kiloton'accident with a wind from the northeast are shown in

Figure IV-3.

The calculation of these doses does not imply that these numbers constitute

acceptable 1imit doses for workers and the public under accident considerations.
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FIGURE IV-2 HYPOTHETICAL PLUTONIUM DEPOSITION PATTERN
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B. EFFECTS FROM OTHER ACTIVITIES
Area 27 Activities (the ol1d Area 410) - b. {3) (Cont.)

These values are guides for evaluating site suitability and the beta-gamma doses
can be compared with maximum fehéécline'(border) doses of 25 rem to the whole
body and 300 rem to the thyroid which are used as power reactor site criteria
under maximum credible accident considerations (see Reference 98). Agcident
Tung dose criteria are not cited but the thyroid dose rough]y‘compare§ to those

for other internal organ doses.

Table IV-2. Estimated Maximum Dose From a 0.1 KT:Fission Accident*

Location ‘ Winter Summer
Area 410

Guard Station 80 40
Mercury 0.5 0.7
Nearest Site

Boundary : 30 30
Lathrop Wells .20 30

*Max imum whole-body dose (lifetime) estimates from a 0.1-kiloton yield
accident at Site Baker. Beta-gamma exposures are stated in rem.

The LLL-Nevada Health and Safety Manual Chapters {see Reference 86) contain written
procedures which app]y to emergencies that might arise in Area 27. They include
evacuation plans, ehergency response efforts, and medical assistance. They employ
the assistance of other agencies, e.g., EPA, local and state police; and can

be pgt into action and coordinated through ERDA at the CP in much the same

manner as descrfbed in Section III.A.4.
5. Nuclear Accident Response Tests

There are general plans for utilizing the NTS as the 16cation for an exercise of the national ‘;;;p

capability to respond to a nuclear accident. Such an exercise could be conducted at this
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B.  EFFECTS FROM OTHER ACTIVITIES

Nuclear Accident Response Tests (Cont.)

facility within a variety of environmental settings with fewer residual impacts than at

most other continental -locations.

Even a simulated accident, if it is to be realistic, inevitably will cause some disturbance
to the environment. It is anticipated that perhaps a few hundred individuals, consisting of
members of the armed forces, civil defense, law enforcement, and regulatory and environmental
agencies, will participate in the nuclear accident response exercise. Extensive use of

land vehicles and aircraft will be involved to conduct inspections and emergency actions

and to mitigate or control the hazards identified. Several acres will be designated as

a pseudo~fallout sector and receive application of short-lived radionuclides. Additional
acres will be exposed to the insult of traffic, depending upon the proximity of the accident
to established roads. It is anticipated that approximately 16 hectares (40 acres) of terrain
will be required for any simulated accident, or an area comparable to that normally

utilized for an underground nuclear test at the NTS. The desert, canyon, or mesa
environments selected will see intensive use for a few days, especially at the locations

used for a bivouac area, command post, improvised emergency evacuation center,

decontamination pad, hazard control centers, and staging area for support vehicles.

Since there will be off-road vehicular traffic, with disruption to the soil surface, the
effect on the vegetation and'fauna]-regimes‘wiilfbe similar-tb'that which occurs during
normal site preparationy driliing, and testing activities at the NTS.
' I P S O P TOr

The fact that the "accident" will bewa‘designediaccideht}offers the ‘opportunity to plan for
and mitigate a substantial portion of‘thes¢ envi}onmental effects.- For example:’

a. The site selected for an accident involving fire can be a sparsely vegetated

area to avoid unhecessary loss of plant and animal reéoﬁrces:
b. The radioisotopes se]ected to represent nuclear debris would be short-lived so as

to preclude any long-term contamination of the area, and to eliminate the need to

remove or dispose of large amounts of surficial materials.
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B. EFFECTS FROM OTHER ACTIVITIES

Nuclear Accident Response Tests (Cont.)

c. Debris from cleanup operations would not need to be treated as radioactive waste,

but could be disposed of in ordinary landfills at the NTS.

None of the effects or impacts described above would extend to the offsite environment.
Were it not for possible increased construction equipment and emekgency road traffic
moving toward the NTS during such an exercise, local residents probably would be unaware

that such an exercise was under way.

6. Laser Use at NTS

The safety procedures called for in the use of laser systems at the NTS, as referred to in
Section II1.B.6., are primarily designed to protect against potential hazards to personnel.

Hazards to the eye and skin are emphasized.

At the present time, the lasers used at the NTS are of low and medium power. Thgse seldom are
used in the open environment and then only for operational purposes such as accurate survey
measurements; hence, the environmental impacts of these lasers will be so minimal that no

prediction of quantifiable effects is warranted.

If higher-powered lasers were intrqduced at the NTS, secondary hazards also would arise
from the use of compressed gases, cryogenic materials, and toxic materials. These
would be considered along with problems of noise, ionizing radiation, electrical, shock,
and scintillation effects. Laser safety procedures also would prdvide an equivalent

protectioﬁ to the environment.
7. Gas Core Reactor Tests
Normal operations of the.uranium hexafluoride (UFG) Gas Core Reactor are anticipated to have

no impact df any consequence. Each test, at 10 megawatts for a brféf.period of five minutes,

would only generate millicuries of fission products (allowing for a one-half hour decay

-
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7. Gas Core Reactor Tests (Cont.)

time). During the postmortem disassembly of the reactor components, some small fraction
of these fission products will contaminate the area inside the hot bay. The decontamination
procedures would involve wastes which would be piped into the existing waste disposal

system and thence into the tile field near the R-MAD facility.

A worst-case accident can be imagined based on an assumption that a complete gas release
would occur. About 24 kilograms'of UF6 gas maintained at two atﬁospheres pressure in the
reactor system along with the millicuries of fission products would escape into the hot bay.
The airfcircu1ating system within the hot bay normally maintains the room at a reduced
relative pressure of 15 centimeters (6 inches) of water, so that any air leakage is inward.
The expansion of the UF6 gas into the volume of the hot bay wou]d not be sufficient to

- 7

overcome the: negative pressure relative to the room. The UF would react with moisture

in the air and convert quickly to UF,, a solid, and settle on the floor along with some
of the fiésion products. The hydrogen-flourine byproducts will be removed by the wet

scrubber to be employed as part of the filter system.

It shou]dibé recognized that :the fuel inventory in this reactor tesf is of minimal amounts
and already in the gaseous phase; hence, one neeq not be concerned;with the often-assumed
vaporization of solid fuel elements. Even if thé gas fuel cdntaiher were to be
overpressurized due to:a“pOWer‘transient, caﬁsing é vessef rupture, thé expansion cooling

of all gases released would prevent any overpressurization of the large volume disassembly
bay. Except for magnitudg,'faci]ity decontamination would be no different from that involved

in the normal operation.:

The benefit to be gained by testing this reactor system is simply a feasibi]jty demonstration.
The implication is that if this system is feasible, it will be usefuT as'an energy source,

and would have definite impact on NASA program planning.

Q'.I> It is not anticipated that there could be any significant adverse effects on the environment

or on the long-term productive use of the R-MAD building. This use has a very favorable
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EFFECTS FROM OTHER ACTIVITIES

Gas Core Reactor Tests (Cont.)

cost/benefit ratio in that it would obviate construction of a second heavily shielded test

facility with comparable containment properties.
Radioactive Waste Disposal Experiments (Commercial)

Exploratory drilling, experiments, and tests to determine the geclogic suitability of
formétions beneath the NTS for wéste disposal will disturb relatively small areas of
surface'terrain.as.a résu]t of constructing short access roads and drill pads, laying
cab]esﬂ installing structures, and operating equipment to record conditions and effects.
Later experfménts would inVS]Ve mining operations which would generate tailing piles,
similar to, but of lesser magnitude than, those'occuring at Rainier Mesa, in connection

with underground tests.
Spent Unreprocessed Fuel Storage Experiments

Safety procedures for the handling of fuel assemblies will be developed utilizing dummy
configurations. Therefore, when spent fuel assemblies are utilized, the potential malfunctions
which could result in the escape of radioactivity will be minimal, as Safety procedures will
have been deve]oped to prepare for such eventualities. Such potential malfunctions most
probably could occur Within the EMAD facility where decontamination procedures nave been

operative for years.

The transport to, and emplacement in, the selected storage area in the vicinity near the
EMAD will be performed with the fuel elements encapsulated and moved in shielded configurations
and within shielded transporters. The selected storage area wi11 occupy a relatively small

area of the surface terrain, and the amount of construction necessary is small. Again, there

will be instrumentation cables, very shallow boreholes, and the necessary drainage construction.

The heat generated from each stored container will be less than a kilowatt. Four such units

will produce negligible heat effects in the surrounding environmeﬁt.

-
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EFFECTS FROM OTHER ACTIVITIES

Spent Unreprocessed Fuel Storage Experiments

If the earlier demonstrations of four spent reactor fuel assemblies provies successful and

the storage area is increased to demonstrate a prototype facility containing from 100 to 200
spent reactor fuel assemblies, about two hectares (5 acres) would be utilized for the storage
area near the EMAD facility. This would enlarge the amount of construction necessary with
access roads for the transporters between rows of sealed storage casks of shallow drilled dry
wells, or both. A study of the flash flooding potential would be accomplished in order to
determine the necessary drainage design for the storage area. The effects of the heat genera-
ted over the area, and the effeéts this heat would have upon the soils, are expected to be
quite moderate. However, the quantative effects of the heat and radiation are among the

research and development studies which would be investigated in such a prototype facility.

10.  CETO Program

Controlled experiments on effects of radiation on plant and small animal populations in the
Rock Valley Irradiation Facility are conducted using a partially shielded cesium-137 source
located atop a 16-meter (50 foot) tower. The source, installed in 1963, had decayed to

25,560 curies in 1975. The irradiation plot covers approximately nine hectares (22 acres) and
is completely fenced by two, one-meter (three-foot) hardware cloth fences; one at the 16-meter
(50-foot) radius and the second at the 180-meter (559-foot) radius from the tower. A third
fence, with a locked barricade for access control and a block house containing the source-
raising mechanism, is ]o;ated at the 360-meter (1,100-foot) radium. The source is shielded by
lead plates in the exposed position to deliver an exposure rate of 85 mR/hr (June 1973)
uniformly over the nine-hectare (22-acre) plot. The radiation level outside the 360-meter
(1,100-foot) fence is less than four mR/hr. Quartef]y inspections are conducted by the REECO
Environmental Sciences‘Division at which time the source is leak tested and maintenance is
performed. Operating procedures and safety plans are established and documented in the Rock

Valley Ecology and Study Area and Irradiation Facility Procedure, Rock Valley Misc. Pub. 2, 1973.
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EFFECTS FROM OTHER ACTIVITIES

Program (Cont.)

Other CETO projects conducted within the confines of the Rock Valley study area and in

other areas of the test site‘are expected to have negligible effects on the environment.

Some off-road vehicular traffic is necessary for access to study plots; however, vehicles

will be confined to already established trails or washes, with minimum disturbance of the
terrain occurrfng only as necessary to permit access to newly established plots. Generally,
small anima]s are trapped, examined, marked, and released at the point of captﬁre with a
minimal number removed permanently in the course of investigations. Vegetation is

normally examined either in place or by sampling portions of plants and their root systems.
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SECTION V
PROBABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED

When the nroposed activities are implemented, there will be adverse impacts on the environment which
cannot be fully mitigated. The probable, unavoidable major environmental effects as discussed in
Section IV, IMPACT AND EFFECTS, "include the formation of new subsidence craters at the surface, the
creation of additional pockets of radioactivity underground in the test aréas, and the generation of

ground motion which may be felt outside the boundaries of the NTS.

Simply stated, a subsidence crater is formed by slumping of the earth's surface above the point at
which an underground nuclear detonation takes place. Testing experience has shown that subsidence

craters will eventually result from most underground nuclear tests.

Most of the radioactive materials which are created by an underground nuclear explosion are trapped
within a pocket of resolidified rock melt in the explosion cavity. Radioactive noble gases and tritium
have been released to the surface by gradual seepage from expended underground tests and by escape of
gases during sampling operations. The state of the art of drillhole sampling does not permit absolute
control of gaseous materials during transfer of drillback samples from the tool to the gas-tight
shipping container. Despite efforts to improve its capability to control the gases, NV believes that

similar, small gaseous releases are likely to occur in the future.

Ground motions accompany underground nuclear explosions and for some NTS tests are felt at Las Vegas,
Nevada, and elsewhere in the surrounding region. Occasionally, ground motion from the larger NTS tests
may cause nonstructural damages offsite, such as plaster cracks. The larger underground tests cause

perceptible motion at offsite locations, particularly in high-rise structures in Las Vegas.

The effects of subsidence and confined radioactivity on the environment persist for many years; the
damage potentials of ground motions are of short &uration, and the effects of ground motions are
perceived immediately. Construction, drilling, and mining activities, along with the expected
subsidence craters, will disturb the ecology of some hundreds of hectares per year onsite, and will

have no influence offsite.
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V.  PROBABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED (Cont.)

As regards other activities at the NTS, for the most part effects are registered immediately and
those effects are very small in -comparison with the effects of underground nuclear testing.
Activities such as those at the Cane Spring Test Range, the NTS Farm, and activities such as the
Nuclear Accident Response Test, Laser Operations, and the CETO Program should have 10ca]jzedﬁeffects
during the course of specific operations and almost no perceptible residual effects of a long-term
nature. Operations such as the Gas Core Reactor tests, the Super Kukla Reactor operations, and the
assembly/disassembly operations at Baker Site normally will have no immediate or residual effects.
The consequences of the maximum credible accidents for these latter operations, as described in
- Section IV.B., would be minimized through the execution of those emergency actions which are planned
for these contingencies. Other than the effects of mining operations, the Waste Disposal Experiments

should have no adverse environmental results.
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SECTION VI
ALTERNATIVES

Alternatives to the underground nuclear test program described in the previous sections include the

following:

A.

CESSATION OF TESTING

The inabi’ity to conduct nuclear ekp]bsions would terminate most further advancements in the
technology of nuclear weapoﬁs and explosives. In the absence of a national decision to cease
testing, this would directly conflict Qith national policy as stated in the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as well as with specific sa%éguakds delineated by the Senate at the time of ratification of
ﬁhe Limited Test Ean Treafy in 1963 (Reference 99).  The environmental jmpact of eliminating
testing would be that no explosions would take place, no seismic-type motions would be generated,
no new radioactive cavities or subsidénce craters would be formed, and no possibility of

new ventings would exiét. This alternative, however, would not make it possible to restore the
entire Nevada Test Site to other uses. Existing radioactive cavities and potential and existing
subsidence craters would remain and require area control. RADEX areas will remain. Some of
these could be cleaned up, but for others, particularly those contaminated with plutonium, it

is speculative whether cleanup activities would do more environmental damage than if they were

to be left undisturbed.

LESS TESTING

Testing of fewer devices -would retérdf%dvthemeﬁt5in*¢hose'areas of nuclear explosion technology
for which the eliminated téstS'Weréﬁinféﬁdéd,f?To‘fhéféXtént“that‘systéms essential to national
policy were adverse]y'%fféétédvﬁr’términﬁtédﬂih?fheif'HeVé]bment'by~ad0ption of this
alternative, the same‘t%hf]ﬁéts~with>aéTihé§ted*pﬁ]ﬁéy apply as in'A. above, if there were no

national decision to reduce-the“number-of-tests’ & "'
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ALTERNATIVES
LESS TESTING (Cont.)

If the U.S. Senate gives its advice and consent to the ratification of the Treaty on the Limitation of
Underground Nuclear Tésts, commonly referred to as the Threshold Test Ban Treaty, a yield limitation of
150 KT on underground nuclear tests will be imposed by the treaty's terms. This will reduce the
potential for environmental impact due to induced seismic motion, although the current observation

with the terms of the Threshold Test Ban Treaty and the Peaceful Nuclear Explosion Treaty yield limits
has already reduced this effect. However, this limitation would not change the basic conditions under
which undergrbund nuclear testing is conducted, nor would it change the basic environmental impacts
other than those from ground motion. The favorable environmental impact of testing fewer devices would
be the formation of fewer underground pockets of radioactivity and fewer sdbsidence craters. However,
the Nevada Test Site would remain an area requiring controlled access and continued‘iso1ation for

reasons of public safety.

DELAY OF TESTING

This alternative would lead to a comparable delay in the advancement of nuclear explosion
technology which, absent a national decision to do so, would conflict with the national policy
as stated in the Congressional actions referred to in A. above. In all probability, such a

delay would not Jessen the environmental effects of the program once it was resumed.
TESTING AT DIFFERENT LOCATIONS

Before the Nevada Test Site was established in 1951, an extensive study for the optimum location

of a continental test site was conducted. The prime consideration in the site selection was

minimization of the radiocactive fallout hazard to the general population. Other considerations were

a large available area, sparse population, favorable operational weather year round, and remoteness

combined with accessibility. Subsequently, there have been searches for sites more suitable for

certain tests. While other sites have been located and used for special tests, no other location

has been found with as favorable a combination of the characteristics listed above as the Nevada

Test Site. With the ban on atmospheric testing commencing in 1963, the adverse environmental

effects of assured fallout, air blast, and thermal radiation disappeared. The effects of <;;;>

induced seismic motion and groundwater contamination became of importance. The favorable
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ALTERNATIVES
TESTING AT DIFFERENT LOCATIONS (Cont.)

geology and hydrology of the Nevada Test Site, combined with its previously described
characteristics, continue to show the NTS as the most suitable location for underground nuclear

testing.

The environmental impact of testing at a different location would be to create at the new site
the same types of environmental damage that now exist at the Nevada Test Site. At the same

time, the present site would remain as an area that would require continued custody.
OBTAIN INFORMATION IN DIFFERENT WAYS

Nonnuclear testing (e.g., high-explosive tests) and computer simulation are extensively used in

the development of nuclear explosives. To the maximum degree feasible, these techniques are
utilized to reduce the requirement for actual nuclear tests. In the case of high-explosive testing,
the substitution of nonnuclear for nuclear material imparts a limitation to the information
acquired. Though the weapons laboratories possess probably the most modern and extensive compu-
tational facilities in the'Wof]d, the inherent limitations of computer models for the complex
designs being calculated, together with incomplete knowledge of the characteristics of materials

in the pressure and temperature regimes encountered in nuclear explosion environments, make com-

plete test simulation impossible within present scientific and technologic capabilities.

If this country were to rely entirely on simulation while other countries conducted actual nuclear
tests, advancements in fhé}U:§f“wéaponéitécﬁno1ogy would be p]aced.at a serious disadvantage.

In addition, there could Haffbé”ébﬁffdedCe in'éfockpiled weapons if new weapons designs had not
been proved by nuc1eaf'fe§%ijEf?,r?ﬁ §ﬁife of these disadvantages, the U.S. were to become
completely reliant upbh'sfhbléiidn techniaﬁés‘a§;the:sddréé pf test information, the existing
craters and undérgrouﬁd cévitfes wou'ld StiTiﬁfemaiH and the need for cbntinued site custody

would persist.
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ALTERNATIVES
ALTERNATIVES FOR OTHER ACTIVITIES AT THE NEVADA TEST SITE

In each case, the other activities conducted at the Nevada Test Site produce less environmental
effects than are produced by underground nuclear weapons testing. The extent of these effects
are described in Section IV. Each of the activities could be carried out at other locations.
However, these activities presently depend upon facilities and/or capabilities now available
at the NTS. The commitment to continue underground nuclear testing at the Nevada Test Site
provides the opportunity to conduct these other programs and experiments at a minimal

incremental environmental cost.

-
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SECTION' VII
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USE OF MAN'S ENVIRONMENT

AND MAINTENANCE AND ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY

The NTS area, typical of the Basin and Range physiographic province, consists of rugged low mountains
and valleys which are, for the most part; topographically closed basins. The major basins contain
dry lake beds with almost no vegetation. Some vegetation exists on the alluvial slopes near the
mountains and on the higher mesas which provide cover for wildiife and limited forage for grazing

animals.

Previous short-term use of the NTS area consisted of hunting, sporadic prospecting, and mining, as
well as some cattle grazing. However, no economically recoverable mineral resources have been found
in those areas of NTS where drilling, tunneling, and testing take place; hunting and domestic grazing
are not permitted. Thus, the minimal uses of NTS prior to the advent of nuclear weapons testing in

1951 (it was then being used as an Air Force gunnery range) have been curtailed by the testing.

On the other hand, the area has provided, and is expected to continue to provide for the foreseeable
future, a suitable nuclear testing site. Construction of roads, airstrips, buildings, and water
development projects in connection with testing at NTS have in the long run had a positive economic
effect on the region. The elimination of public hunting at the NTS has, in practice, created a

large refuge for wi]d]ifeband a reservoir of game animals and predators which can multiply and migrate
to other nearby locales and provide productive sport for Nevada hunters. Intangible benefits for
people in many arid and semiarid regions are expectéd to fesu]t from the studies which have been

and will continue to be made of the desert environment. Incident to the testing activities,
scientists and others with special skills have made use of the area and its facilities to conduct
detailed technical and environmental investigétions'which would probably not have been possible under
other circumstances. A large number and wide variety of:ecological studies and investigations and
studies of ground motion énd structural response, ﬁy&roiogy;:geo1ogy, explosion phenomena, and
radiological impact provide a data base for both short-térﬁ and longer-term uses. Much of the
resulting information is applicable to areas witﬁ simi]&r climatic and geologic conditions and

serves as source material for basic desert research.

The presence of activities, other than underground nuclear testing, at the NTS has added to the
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VII. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USE OF MAN'S ENVIRONMENT AND MAINTENANCE AND ENHANCEMENT
OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY (Cont.)

utilization of that Tocation, without increasing the adverse envirormental effects thereon.

Considering the present condition of NTS lands and the present value of those lands for national
security, balanced against the 1onger-term prospect for other uses such as grazing and development
of mineral resources, there are strong reasons for the continued use of the NTS as the site for an
underground nuclear testing program, particularly since continued use is not adding sﬁbstantia]]y»to

conditions which already make the area largely unsuitable for more general productivity.
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SECTION VIII
RELATIONSHIP OF PROPOSED ACTION TO LAND USE
PLANS, POLICIES, AND CONTROLS

The operation and function of the Nevada Test Site is not in conflict with existing plans or prosed

plans for land use by the state or county governments or with known private interests.

The area comprising the Nevada Test Site was formed by a series of public land orders commencing with
PLO-805 in February 1952. The co-use agreement between the United States Air Force and AEC in 1963
also provides for the use of Pahute Mesa, the area situated on the northwest corner of what is now
described as the Nevada Test Site. This Federal land. has been dedicated to the national nuclear
weapons test program. The NTS is bounded on all sides by lands under the jurisdiction of the

Federal government. To the east side, the Nellis Air Force Range overlaps the Desert National Wildlife
Range and is jointly used by them. The Nellis Air Force Range forms adjoining borders with the NTS on
the north and a major portion of the western boundary. The southern boundary and part of the west side

adjoins the public domain administered by the Bureau of Land Management.

Except for the investigation conducted by the Navy for the Seafarer system mentioned in Section II.B.9.,

no known plans have been made by a Federal, state.'or local agency for an alternate use of the Nevada

Test Site which would conflict with the program proposed herein. None is anticipated in the future.

As previously stated in Section II, guidelines and operating procedures have been developed at the
NTS for compliance with Federal regulations with regard to safety of toxic and hazardous materials,
protection of the environment, and preservation of sites of archaeological and historic interest,

among others.

ERDA maintains a cooperative interface with-othénﬁFederAI:agénciesvand state agencies concerning land

management matters of joint interest. A five;béﬁgy 1ﬁter§ggncy agreement has been negotiated for the

purpose of managing the wildlife, wild hbrée.‘and burro”populations on the Nellis Air Force Range, the
NTS, and the Tonopah Test Range. The %1ve p;rties jnvolved are: U.S. Air Force, Bureau of Land

Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, ERDA; and the Nevada Department of Fish and Game.
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SECTION IX
IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE

COMMITMENTS OF RESOURCES

There are a few irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources that would be involved should
the nuclear test programs be conducted as planned. Nuclear source materials will be expended for
which no recovery is practicable; once expended, they cannot be applied to other beneficial uses for
man. Large amounts of nonnuclear resources, including copper, steel, petroleum products, and energy
will Tikewise be expended. Over 6,000 man-years of effort will be applied directly to the NTS
activities annually. Several hundred acre-feet of underground water will bé pumped and utilized at

the NTS each year, but no significant deleterious effects on the aquifer are predicted.

The addition of new underground pockefs of radicactivity and the formation of subsidence craters in
the test areas of NTS will deny use of those sites for other nontest-related purposes. As a result
of the test program, it will be necessary to subject those test areas to rigorous control of access
and 1imited use for an indefinite time. The additional land areas involved in the FY 1978 and beyond
programs will be incremental but not a substantial portion of the existing areas for which future use
is 1ikely to be denied indefinitely. The curtailment in the use of these NTS areas for other
purposes should cause no adverse impact on local or national needs. Prior to the advent of testing
activities in 1951, there was no development of agricultural resources in this arid region. Grazing
resources are minimal throughout and around the test site. Economically recoverable mineral

resources have not been found in those areas where testing is or will be taking place.

There are a few mineralized Tocations at the NTS in areas rot used for testing purposes which have a
Timited potential for economic recovery of mineral resources. However, it is not anticipated that
future testing activities will cause these minor potential resources to be jrretrievably or

1rrevérsibly committed to the testing program.
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SECTION X
ENVIRONMENTAL TRADE-QOFF ANALYSIS

The principal benefits expected from the execution of the program of underground nuclear tests at

the NTS have been identified in detail in Section II.A. and Section II.A.1. Because this program has been
active for several years at about the same levels as projected herein, the economic benefits and costs

are known rather well. While the environmental costs cannot be pracisely calculated, the estimates

made in Section IV are based on years of experience from underground nuclear testing.
A.  BENEFITS

Briefly stated, the goal of the proposed activity is to enhance and strengthen the nation's

nuclear capability in order to maintain a strong nuclear force. Without testing of nuclear

devices, the reliability of new weapons systems Cou]d not be determined. Without experimentally
testing the feasibjlity .of new concepts, improvements in weapons systems could not be assured and
the technological options for meeting new threats would not be available. It appears probable

that the nuclear weapons research and development program, of which nuclear testing is a vital part,
has resulted in savings of several tens of billions of dollars in nuclear weapons systems costs
which are of considerable benefit to the national economy. The cost of nuclear weapon development
has been a relatively small part (a few percent) of the total nuclear weapon system cost. Moreover,
through testing, the U.S. system capability has been achieved at much lower costs than would have
been incurred without new warhead and reentry vehicle development. The principal potential benefits
of the proposed activity are maintenance and improvement of the nation's security. In addition,
device development tests for péacefu] applications are nécessary to aﬁsure that environmentally
acceptable nuclear explosives are available for appropriate peaceful uses. SuBstantia] scientific
and technical benefits also accrue from the other experimental activities which take place at the
NTS at minimal dollar cost. A specific example is the seismology and ground motion work. Each
underground nuclear test explosion furnishes'a seisﬁié'signa1 source where the time, depth, energy,
and precise Jocation are known; this has aTTowed'progress to be made that would not otherwise have
been possible. As the state of seismo]dgic know]edge improves, the continuation of testing

allows checking of new theories. A very tangible economic benefit to the southern Nevada area

is derived from an annual expenditure of about $140 million for nuclear testing activities at the

NTS.
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ENVIRONMENTAL TRADE-OFF ANALYSIS
COSTS (Cont.)

-COSTS

“In considering the environmental impact of the proposed activity due to maintaining a viable

nuclear test program and other experimental activities at the NTS, as enumerated in Sections II
and IV, it is concluded that the immediate and Tong-term effects are such that additional
adverse effects attributable to the incremental testing will be slight. With the implementation
of the Threshold Test Ban Treaty, the hazards due to induced seismic motion will be reduced.
Some additional test site land area, perhaps a few hundred acres of the total test site area,
will be affected by the proposed activity. Rocks beneath some of the affected land will contain
radioactive debris buried at a depth and beyond access of any but authorized personnel, and

some additional acreage will be graded or paved for roads and other construction. No
significant disruption to the ecological balance in the area is foreseen in view of past and

continuing studies on the environment.
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AEC: U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, dissolved January 18, 1975, and succeeded by the Energy Research

and Development Administration and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. See ERDA.

Acceleration: A parameter for measuring the rate of change in motions, principally as related to

differential movement on the surface of the earth.

Aftershock: Minor seismic tremors that may follow an underground nuclear detonation. (Also the

secondary tremors following the main shock of an earthquake.)

:Al]uvigm;‘*Unﬁggso]idated deposits of variously sized detritus from boulders to sand, clay, and other
k.

transported material deposited by water, generally in river beds, flood plains, lakes, and fans at

the foot of mountain slopes.

Americium: (§¥mpgj, Am) A radioactive element of atomic number 95 produced by nuclear bombardment

of an element of lower number.

Aquifer: An underground body of rock that contains.sufficient permeable material to conduct

groundwater and.to produce economically significant quantities of groundwater in wells and springs.

Advisory Panel: A panel of individuals knowledgeable of nuc]eqr testing who have combined expertise
in the fields of underground nuclear testing phenomenology, meteorology, radiation dosimetry, and
other disciplines. The panel deliberates on conditions and effects which can influence the safety of

conducting each nuclear test.

Bajada: A broad continuous undulating alluvial slope or gently inclined detrital surface extending

along and from the base of a mountain range ocut into and around an inland basin.
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Basalt: A dark igneous rock of Qdfcanic originvusué11y deposited on the surface in layers as in a

lava flow. Common in the western United States.

Ll .

Basin and Range: A geogfaphfc area including ‘most of Nevada and portions of adjacent states which

is characterized by numerous parallel mountain ranges'énd intervening valleys.

Beta-Gamma Emitters: RédionhéIiﬂéﬁ”tﬁat'ﬁf{ﬁari1y emit beta particles (electrons) and gamma rays

(similar to X rays) as their principal mode of radioactive decay.

Biomass: The weight of living organisms in an ecosystem expressed either in fresh weight or, dry

weight.

Biota: A collective term to describe all plants and animals occurring within a certain area.

CEP: Acronym for Cbntainmenf EQéTuétion Panel. The CEP'ﬁs a group of experté'appointed by the
Manager, Névada Opératfoﬁs Office (NV), comprising representatives of each weapons laboratory, the
U.S. Geological SuFVey, and the Defehse Nuclear Agency, with consultants in hydrology and effects
phenomenology. The mission of the panel is to review and evaluate each proposed underground nuclear

test and advise the Manager, NV, of the technical adequacy of the containment design.

Caliche: A secondé}y depbs%t‘of calcareous material, usually dense and hard, found a few meters or
less below the present or former buried ground surfaces. It is usually thought to have formed by
deposition of calcium salts when solutions at or near the soil surface were evaporated, a process

most common in arid to semi-arid regions.

Carbonate:"A sedimentary rock formed of calcium carbonate (limestone), magnesium carbonate

(dotomite), or calcium-iron carbonates (ankerite).

-
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Cavity: An underground void created in the rock by the shock wave and heat from an underground

nuclear detonation.

Chimney: A tall, roughly cylindrical volume of broken rock and rubble formed underground by the

collapse of the overlying medium (overburden) into the cavity.

Controlled Release: A planned action which involves the understahding that there will be or may be

the release of small quantities of radioactive gases to the atmosphere in a manner which assures
that the amount and rate of release can be controlled. Usua11y_jnv91ves postshot operations or

reentry into chambers containing the residues of nuclear explosfons.

Crater: The pit, depression, or cavity formed in the surface of the earth by an explosion. A
throwout crater results from the expulsion of ground materfal by the expanding gases. A subsidence
crater may be formed by an undergrcund nuclear explosion.if the-co11abse of chimney material reaches

the ground surface. See subsidence sink.

Curie: (Symbol, Ci) A quantity of radicactive material which undergoes 3.7 X 1010 (37 billion)

transformations (or disintegrations) per second. See microcurie, picocurie, nanocurie.

DOD: Department of Defense.

Device: A mechanism or apparatus, usua]]y'feferredytbb1n:5rﬁuéTédﬁYCOﬁtext, designed to serve a
special purpose or perform a special fUnction.  e ‘
Dose: An absorbed quantity of ionizing.(or~nuc1ear);Fadih€1¢ﬁ. In this environmental statement,

dose implies a dose in rem. See rem.

-
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Dosimetry:: The measurement of the amount of radiation delivered to a specific place or the amount

of radiation that was absorbed there.

ERDA: Energy Research and Development Administration, successor Federal agency to the AEC.

Earthquake: A shaking or trembling of the earth that results from the abrupt movement of rocks

below the surface dueto volcanic activity or movement along faults. See ground motion.

Ecology: The branch of science concerned with the interrelationship of organisms and their

environment. The study of the ‘stricture and function of ecosystems.

Ecosystem: --A basic unit of ecology; an aggregate of plants and aniha1§'occupy1ng the same habitat,

together with the environment that controls their utilization of‘energy and raw materials.
Elastic Wave: A movement generated in the earth's crust by an earthquake or explosion which causes
a temporary displacement of the rock medium, the recovery of which is accompanied by ground

vibrations.

Epicenter: In an earthquake (or detonation), the point on the earth's surface vertiéally above the

earthquake source.

Fallout: The gradual return of particles (usually radioactive) to the ground from clouds formed

from an uncontainéd nuclear explosion; also, the material itself. Local (or early) fa110ut'oécurs

_downwind from the explosion site within about one day after the detonation. Delayed fallout conéists

of very small particles that ascend to high altitudes and return to earth slowly over a large area

{also called worldwide fallout).

-
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Fallout Sector: That area over which local fallout is predicted to occur based on wind speeds and

directions at various levels from the ground surface to the top of the cloud.

Fault: A fracture or a zone of closely associated fractures along which rocks on one side have been

displaced in a plane parallel to the fracture with respect to those on the other side.

Fracture: Any break (crack, joint or fault) in-a rock caused by ‘mechanical failure under stress

whether or not displacement has occurred.

Frequency Spectra: The entire content of an elastic wave train in“terms of frequency or vibrations

per second. The content of wave modes in a wave train based on the occurrence of waves of specific

vibrational frequencies.

Ground-Motion: The movement of the earth when subjected to an elastic deformation in response to an

earthquake or other seismic disturbance’ (e.g. a nuclear detonation)."

Ground Shock Wave: A strong’ compressidnal wave' generated by*an‘inderground explosion which moves

outward as the cavity is formed and dissipates after crushing the rocks for a 'distance of several
cavity radii. It is the source of a complex elastic wave train which generates ground motions at

locations remote from the explosion.

Groundwater: That water in the natural environment which isZbelow 'the ground surface; subsurface

water as opposed to surface water.

EORPEE SR

Hardpan: See caliche.
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Induced Radicactivity: Radioactivity that results when certain substances absorb neutrons from a

nuclear reaction.

Isotopes: Forms of the same element having fdentical chemical properties but differing in their
atomic masses (owing to different numbers of neutrons but the same number of protons in their

respective nuclei) and their nuclear properties.

Kiloton: (Symbol, kt) One thousand tons, used to express energy released in a nuclear explosion,

19

usually as kilotons of TNT energy equivalent. (1012 calories or 4.2 x 10~ ergs.)

Line-of-Sight Pipe: A straight pipe leading from the nuclear device through the stemming material

for the transmission of radiations produced in the explosion, and employing appropriate devices for

rapid closure of the pipe for containment of the explosion itself.

Low-Level Waste: Wastes containing types and concentrations of radioactivity such that shielding to

prevent personnel exposure is not required:

MEV: One million (or 106) electron volts.

Magnitude (Earthquake): A measure of the energy released by an earthquake, usually based on a

logarithmic scale such as that devised by Dr. C. F. Richter for measuring the relative size of

southern California earthquakes. - ' 7 Q
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Megaton: (Symbol, Mt) One million tons or one thousand kilotons; used to express the energy

22

released in a nuclear explosion (10.'5 calories or 4.2 x 10°° ergs).

Microcurie: (Symbol, uCi) One millionth part of a curie (10'6 curie). It represents the quantity

of radicactive material that undergoes 2.22 million disintegrations per minute. See curie.

Millirem: (Symbol, mrem)} A thousandth‘paft‘of a rem. See rem.

Nanocurie: (Symbol, nCi} One billionth part of a curie. (10'9 Curie). See curie.

Neutron: (Symbol, n) An uncharged elementary particle with a mass slightly greater than a proton

and found in the nucleus of every atom heavier than hydrogen.

Noble Gases: Gaseous elements (helium, neon, argon, krypton, xenon, and radon) in the periodic table
which chemically are relatively inert. Certain nuclear reactions result in the production of

radioactive isotopes of these gases.

pooh

RIS A I SRR
Nuclear Device: A system that utilizes nuclear reactions to*prodice energy -and radioactive

residues, e.g., a nuclear reactor or a.nuclear explosive.’

Nuclear Explosive: An explosive based on fission or fusion of atomic nuclei.

P ) e v a e PR \A . RSN L ST Y N .,
Nuclear Radiation:*  Particulate-or electromagnhetic radiation emitted from’atomic nuclei in various

nuclear reactions; it may consist of alpha, betaj gamma, or neutron emissions. .

Nuclear Reaction: A reaction involving a change in an atomic nucleus, such as fission, fusion,

neutron capture, or radioactive decay, as distinct from a chemical reaction which is limited to

changes in the electron structure surrounding the nucleus.
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Nucleus: The small positively charged core of an atom. All nuclei contain both protons and neutrons

except for ordinary hydrogen whose nucleus consists of a single proton.

Paleozoic: One of the major divisions or eras of geologic time following the Proterozoic and

preceding the Mesozoic eras. Also, the group of rocks formed during the Paleozoic era.

Picocurie: (Symbol, pCi) One picocurie is one millionth of a millionth (10']2) of a curie. It
represents a quantity of a radioactive material that undergoes 2.22 disintegrations per minute. See

curie.

Plutonium: (Symbol, Pu) A heavy, radioactive ?man~made" metallic element with atomic number 94.
Its most important isotope is fisionable plhtonium—239? produced by neutron irradiation of

uranium-238.

Prompt Venting: See venting.

Proton: An elementary nuclear particle about 1,800 times as heavy as an electron with a unit
positive charge. It is physically identical with the nucleus of an ordinary hydrogen atom. A1l

atomic nuclei contain protons.

Quaternary: A;geplogic time period which began 2 or 3 million years ago and continues through

the present time.

Rad: (Acronym for Radiation Absorbed Dose) The unit of absorbed energy which.expresses the energy
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absorbed, per gram of material, from any ionizing radiation. A dose of 1 rad means the absorption of

100 ergs of radiation energy per gram of absorbing material.

Radex Area: A "radiation exclusion area," which is fenced and posted to control access of personnel
to potentially hazardous radiation on the NTS. A1l areas where radiation Tevels average 5 millirem

per hour or greater are so designated.

Radicactive: Exhibiting the property of spontaneously emitting energetic particles (alpha, beta,

neutrons) or radiant energy (gamma rays) by the disintegration of atomic nuclei.

RAMS: (Acronym for Remote Area Monitoring System.) A network of permanent and temporary instrument

stations for monitoring gamma ray exposure rates on the ground within the Nevada Test Site.

Rem: (Acronym for roentgen equivalent man.) A unit of dose equivalent. It is numerically equal to
the dose in rads multiplied by modifying factors that account for the different biological effects
of the various types of nuclear radfation. One rem is approximately equal to one rad for X, gamma
" or beta radiation. One rem is the biological effect produced by the absorption of one roentgen of

X rays.

Roentgen (Symbo1‘R): The international unit of X ray radiation. One roentgen is that amount of

radiation which will produce one electrostatic unit of fons per cubic centimeter of standard dry air.

R

.

Scientific Advisor: An individual fromvthe Advisory*Panel who is nominated by the sponsoring

Taboratory or agency for each testkconducted-atsthe<Nevada;Test Site to serve as Chairman of the

Panel for that test.

Q.'I> Seepage: Slow diffusion to the atmosphere of noncondensable gases from an underground nuclear

explosion.
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Subsidence Sink: A depression formed at the surface of the ground by an underground nuclear

explosion if the chimney coliapse has progressed to the surface--generally conical or dish-shaped

and of relatively shallow depth. Often called subsidence crater.

Stemming: The process of p1uggfng or closing a hole or tunnel, in which a nuclear explosive has

been placed, to prevent the escape of radioactivity into the atmosphere. Also the materials used.

See contained explosion.

Tectonic: Pertaining to the forces involved in or the resulting structures or features of tectonics,
a branch of geology dealing with large scale deformation and architecture of the upper part of the

earth's crust.

Teleseismic: Pertaining to that aspect of seismology which deals with seismic phenomena at a

distance greater than 1,000 kilometers (600 miles) from the observer or recording station.

Tertiary: The first period of the Cenozoic era {after the Mesozoic era and before the Quaternary
period), thought to have covered a time span beginning 65 million years ago .and continuing until 2

or 3 million years ago.

Test Controller: An ERDA official designated by the Manager, Nevada Operations 0ffice, to assume

responsibility for the field operations involved in conducting a nuclear test at the Nevada Test

Site.

Test Group Director: An individual designated by the sponsoring laboratory as, its responsib]é".

representative who will be the official contact in all matters concerning a particular test.

-

Thermoluminescent Dosimeter, TLD: An instrument utilizing materials that emit Tight upon heating -

after exposure to nuclear, x-ray, and gamma radiation. The quantity of 1ight measured can be related

to the accumulated radiation exposure or dose.
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Transuranics: Elements listed above uranium in the periodic table, that is, with an atomic number

greater than 92.
Tritium: (Symbol, 3H) A radioactive isqtope of hydrogen with two neutrons and one proton in the
nucleus. It is used as a component of atomic weapons. Because of its chemical similarity to normal

hydrogen in water, it is often used to trace the movement of groundwater.

Tuff: A compact layered clastic rock formed by the deposition of ash and dust expelled into the

atmosphere from a volcanic vent.

Venting: The prompt escape to the atmosphere of gases and solid residues from an underground

explosion. See seepage.

Worldwide Fallout: See fa]]out.

Yield: The total energy produced by a nuclear dgvice on detonation, usually expressed in equivalent

tonnage of TNT.

Yield Ranges: Low yields inciude tests from between 0 and 20 kilotons; low-intermediate yields are
between 20 and 200 kilotons; 1ntermediate yields are between 200 kilotons and 1 megaton; high yields

are in excess of 1 megaton.
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Beatiey, J. C., Ecology 55:856-863, 1974.
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"Non-Radiation Effects on Natura] Vegetation From the A]emdro Underground Nuclear Detonation,"
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APPENDIX C
COMMENT LETTERS AND_STAFF_RESPONSES

Written comments which were received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement which was distributed
for review and comment as ERDA-1551-D on January 18, 1977, are published in this appendix along with

the Energy Pesearch and Development Administration's responses to the individual comments.

Matters of concern that were mentioned by the commenters have been addressed either in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement text or in the responding letters. The major subjects to which comments
were addressed included: archaeology, endangered species, international relations, land utilization,

public safety, resource protection, test containment monitoring, and waste disposal.

Commenter Page
U.S. Department of Transportation c-3
U.S. Department of Agriculture c-5
State of Idaho c-7
State of Utah c-9
U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency c-11
U.S. Advisory Council on Historic Preservation c-28
Nevada State Park System c-32
U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare C-35
U.S. Department of the Interior C-40
U.S. Department of Agriculture C-55
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission ' c-57
The Nevada State Museum ' C-75
U.S. Department of State ‘ c-77
Arizona State Clearinghouse ’ c-83
State of Nevada : c-97

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency . C-104




C-3

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION BUREAU
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

Mr. W. H. Pernington

Director

Office of NEPA Coordination

U. S. Energy Research and Development
Administration

Washington, D. C. 20545

Dear Mr. Pennington:

Your letters of January.18,.1977, to Mr. Martin Convisser,
Director, Office of Env1ronmenta] Quality forwarded three draft
environmental statements (ERDA-1551-D, Nevada Test Site;
ERDA-1553-D, Management of Intermedlate Level Radioactive Waste,
Ozk Ridge Natlonal Laboratory; and ERDA-1552-D, Safety Research
Experiment Facilities, Idaho National Ehglneerlng Laboratory)

we have reviewed these documents with partlcular regard to those
sections dealing with transportation and in each case have found
no areas of disagreement.

We appreciate the opportunity;to review these statements.

- Sincerely,

P .

Dr. C. H. Thompson, P.E.

Acting Director -

Office of Hazardous Materlals .
Operatlons oL :




ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Dr. C. H. Thompson, P.E.

Acting Director

Office of Hazardous Materials
Operations

Materials Transportation Bureau

Department of Transportation

Washington, D.C. 20590

Dear Dr. Thompson:

Thank you for your letter of February 4, 1977, indicating that the
Department of Transportation has found no areas of disagreement with
regard to sections dealing with transportation of the Energy Research
and Development Administration's Nevada Test Site Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551-D. The Statement has been revised as a result of
comments received, and a copy of the Final Statement is enclosed for
your information.

Your interest in our program at the Nevada Test Site is appreciated.

Sincerely,

. #A. Penningtof)4 Director
fice of NEPA Coordination

Enclosure:
Fipal Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551

cc: Mr. Martin Convisser, DOT
w/encl.

. -
UNITED STATES
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

P. 0. Box 4850, Reno, Nevada 89505

February 2, 1977

W. H. Pennington, Director

Office of NEPA Coordination

U. S. Energy Research & Development
Administration

Washington, D. C. 20545

Dear Mr. Pennington:

We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement,
ERDA-1581-D, Nevada Test Site, Nye County, Nevada (January 1977) .

The statement is well written and impacts are assessed thoroughly.
There are no impacts of concern to SCS. We have no other comments.

Thank you for this opportunity to review the statement.

Sincerely,

“GERALD THOLA
State Conservationist - Nevada
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UNITED STATES
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Mr. Gerald Thola

State Conservationist -~ Nevada
Soil Conservation Service

U.S. Department of Agriculture
P.0. Box 4850

Reno, Nevada 89595

Dear Mr. Thola:

Thank you for your letter of February 2, 1977, indicating that there are

no impacts described in the Energy Research and Development Administration's
Environmental Impact Statement on the underground nuclear testing program

at the Nevada Test Site, ERDA-1551-D, which are of concern to the Soil
Conservation Service. The Statement has been revised as a result of
comments received, and a copy of the Final Environmental Impact Statement

is enclosed for your information.

Your interest in ERDA's program at the Nevada Test Site is appreciated.

Sincerely,

7 Pennington
fice of NEPA Coordination

Enclosure:
Final Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA~1551

cct Mr. Errett Deck, USDA
w/encl.



STATE OF IDAHO

DIVISION OF BUDGET, POLICY PLANNING AND COORDINATION

CECIL D. ANDRUS BOISE, IDAHO 83720 H. W. TURNER
GOVERNOR ADMINISTRATOR

February 14, 1977

U. S. Energy Research and Development Admin.
Washington, D. C. 20545 :

Att: James L. Liverman
Dear Mr. Liverman:
The State Clearinghouse sent copies of the Summary Sheet and Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, ERDA-1551-D, Nevada Test Site to
the following agencies for review and comment:

Health and Welfare, Radiation Control * no comment

Idaho State University, College of Engineering

Ken Stolz, Natural and Physical Resource Planner, Div. of

Budget, Policy Planning and Coordination * no comment

No comments were received.

We appreciate the opportunity to review.

Sincerely,.

g -

"Michelle Liebel,
State Clearinghouse

1f
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- *UNITED STATES
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 'ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Ms. Michelle Liebel

State Clearinghouse

Division of Budget, Policy
Planning and Coordination

State of Idaho

Boise, Idaho 83720

Dear Ms., Liebel:
Thank you for your letter of February 14, 1977, indicating that the

Idaho State Clearinghouse has no comments on the Energy Research and
Development Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the

Nevada Test Site, ERDA-1551-D. The Statement has been revised as a -
result of comments received, and copies are enclosed for your informationm.

Your interest in ERDA's program at the Nevada Test Site is appreciated.

Sincerely,
: { B« Perini_ngton, m
fice of NEPA Coordination

Enclosure:
Final Envirommental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551 (6)

cc: Honorable John V. Evans
Governor of Idaho
w/encl.



-

Scott M. Matheson

James Edwin Kee

Governor State Planning Coordinator

STATE OF UTAH
Office of the

STATE PLANNING COORDINATOR
118 State Capitol
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114
(801) 533-5246

March 1, 1977

James L. Liverman

Assistant Administrator for
Environment and Safety

U.S. Energy Research and
Development Administration

Washington, D.C. 20545

Dear Mr. Liverman:

As authorized by the Governor and as the state clearinghouse, I advise
you that the State of Utah offers no comment on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (ERDA-1551-D), Nevada Test Site, Nye County, Nevada. The
document was reviewed for the State by the Utah State Environmental Coordinating
Commi ttee.

Sincerely,

RS .-
: \;ﬁ_//f. . S Ao

:\
James Edwin Kee. . ..
State Planpning Coordinator

JEK/jn
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" UNITED STATES
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADNHNBTRAT10N
s - WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Vv

Mr. James Edwin Kee .
State Planning Coordlnator ‘
State of Utah e
118 State Capitol

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Dear Mr. Kee:

Thank you for your letter of March 1, 1977, indicating that the Utah
State Clearinghouse has no comment on the Energy Research and
Development Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement |
on the Nevada Test Site, ERDA~1551-D. The Statement has been revised
as a result of comments received, and copies are enclosed for your

information.

Your interest in ERDA's program at the Nevada Test Site is-appreciated.

Sincerely,

//H fice of NEPA Coordination

Enclosure:
Final Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551 (6)

cec: Honq;able«Scott M. Matheson
Govérnor of Utah :
w/encl.
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UNITED STATES ARMS CONTROL AND DISARMAMENT AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20451

March 11, 1977

Mr. W.H. Pennlngton

Director

Office of NEPA Coordination - :

U.S. Energy Research and Development Admlnlstraflon
Washington, D.C. 20545

Dear Mr. Pennington:

As. you requested, this agency has undertaken a review
of the ERDA draft environmental impact statement entitled
"Nevada Test Site, Nye County, Nevada', document number
ERDA-1551-D. As a result of this review we recommend that the
following suggestions for change, or in some cases answers to
the following questions, be ‘included in .your draft.

-- page 1-1, second paragraph, add after

last sentence: '"Additionally, there
is a possibility that. the United States
will enter into an-agreement to ban all
nuclear testing in the near future. In
this case, all nuclear: explosions:at NTS
would cease and only the statements
concérning residualiradiation hazards and
precautions plus ‘the: hazards of. the test

- programs.other ;than:huclear testing
vconducted at NTS wouldvbe appllcable

- ; FRENE S SRS ¢ SR "'3';‘&- [ e
+r<page i 2 S""en By flrst”paragraph delete:
"'NO - change“ reseen-in ithe- National policy
 which /supports® a..vigoerous: nuclear: weapons
reseatch: ands :development program as part of
the Natlonal defense»posture "
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-- page 1-2, Section B, second paragraph,
first sentence; change to read: "Unless
halted by a comprehensive nuclear test ban
or moratorium, nuclear weapons testing will
continue to be conducted . . . development
program."

-- page 1-1la, Section E, first paragraph,
second sentence, change to read: "Unless
the United States enters into a comprehensive
test ban or moratorium, stoppage, curtailment,
or delay of the testing could conflict with
the current United States commitment to the
nuclear explosives."

-- page 2-1, last paragraph, first sentence,
change to read '"In September 1963, during the
U.S. Senate hearings on advice and consent to
ratification of the Treaty Banning Nuclear
Weapons Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer
Space and Under Water (i.e., the Limited Test
Ban Treaty), the Senate was informed by the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff that
the following four safeguards to reduce risks
to the national security would be implemented
under the joint responsibility of the Atomic
Energy Commission and the Department of Defense
(Reference 5)."

-- page 2-4, second full paragraph, second and
third sentences, change to read '"Research on
the use of explosion technology for peaceful
purposes is now a part of ERDA's Nuclear
Explosive Applications program, formerly known
as the Plowshare Program. This program is
consistent with United States policy in
connection with the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons, wherein the States parties
have undertaken to make available the benefits
of proven applications for peaceful purposes,
if and when any such benefits are ever realized."



page 2-4, third full paragraph, second
sentence, add words ."(not yet ratified)"
after "Threshold Test Ban Treaty'.

page 2-4, last paragraph, delete first
sentence: ''No change is forseen
defense posture."

page 2-6, first new sentence on page, delete:
"Nuclear weapons testing. w111 continue.
development program."

page 2-6, final paragraph, change second
sentence to read: "The underground nuclear
testing program in FY 1978 and beyond may
continue at essentially the same level of
testing."

page 2-6, final paragraph, delete final sentence:
"It is not . . . conducted.”

page 2-14, first full paragraph, first
sentence, change to read: "On October 31, 1958,
the Unlted States and the Soviet Union volun-
tarily halted nuclear testing until the
U.S5.5.R. resumed testing on September 1, 1961,
following the initial French nuclear tests

and the Berlin Wall crisis.

2-79, describe conditions under which the

air sampling stations'referred to in the

last paragraph are inspected on a daily basis,
e.g., immediately after a scheduled event

or drill-back operation, or if this is not

the case, state why not

page 2-87, m1ddle paragraph second sentence,
add words '"Release from planned drill-back
operation" to beginning of sentence.

page 2-92, final paragraph, second sentence:
by what process are these measurements made?
How far do resuspended particles of Pu travel?
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page 2-104, final paragraph, second and
third sentences: What is the meaning of
""continuous monitoring” and "routine
collection"? How often were samples
collected in the past as compared to
present practice, and under what operative
guidelines? '

page 2-106, first paragraph, third sentence:
when and where were the described low-levels
of airborne radiocactive gases detected?

What was the relationship of these levels to
events and/or drill-backs at NTS?

ﬁage 2-108, first full paragraph: define
phrase '"ambient levels'.

page 2-108, last paragraph, continuing to page
2-109: Was the '"trapped krypton" referred to
produced during the December 1975 events?

When and where were the observed samples of
Xenon-133 acquired? What evidence supports
the conclusion that the samples 'were
apparently related to the NTS activities"?

page 3-9, first full paragraph: indicate if

the statements on the adequacy of containment
design are matters of public record. Also
indicate if reports on the adequacy of contain-
ment are made after the event.

page 3-9, second full paragraph, second
sentence: is the statement '"no prompt ventings"
intended to convey the thought that delayed
ventings have occurred? If not, delete the
word "prompt."
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page 3-16, first full paragraph: why are the
off-site ground radiation monitoring systems
not turned on before every event, rather than
waiting until venting is detected on-site?

page 3-19, last paragraph, second sentence:
how often is this collection data analysed?
If not on a daily basis prior to and after
each scheduled event or drill/back, of what
value is collection at longer intervals?

page 3-20, first paragraph, second sentence:
does the reference to '"'radioactive release"
include releases both from scheduled events
and drill-backs?

page 3-20, last paragraph, second sentence:
by whom and on what basis are the '"73 standby
Air Surveillance Network stations'" activated?
How often are the collected data analysed?

page 3-25, third paragraph, last sentence:
where is the RAMS postevent data published?
If not, why not?

page 3-25, last paragraph, second sentence:
what is the interval in time between the
'""periodic reports" referred to? Why is the
monitoring operation being planned 'during"
the postevent phase rather than prior to it?
page 3-29, third paragraph flrst sentence:
what 1is the role of the USAF. at NTS? 1Is the
"Air Force hellcopter" prov1ded under contract

to ERDA or otherwise by agreement between USAF/

DOD and ERDA?

page 3- 31 second full paragraph ~first sentence:

is the EPA census of cows and dairies carried
out under ERDA contract or otherwise by agree-
ment between EPA and ERDA?




,page ‘4-7, last paragraph, second sentence,
add after "radioactive decay'" the words "at
a half-life rate of 12.26 years".

page 4-10, first paragraph, first sentence,
add after word '"tritium'" the words "penetration
of the NTS water table".

page 4-12, second full paragraph, last sentence,
change to read: "It is therefore conceivable
that there may be effects on local small

animal populations."

page 4-13, second paragraph, sixth sentence:
add figures for calendar year 1976.

page 4-18, final paragraph, third senténce,
delete word '"continued'" before the word "successful'.

page 4-19, first paragraph, second full
sentence: 1if '"postshot reentry drilling
operations may release small quantities of
radioactive noble gases'", the ground monitoring
stations should be activated in advance to
determine if this possibility was realized;
will these stations be activated or not prior
to such operations?

page 5-1, third paragraph: why is the release
of radioactive noble gases and tritium
unavoidable during drillback activities?

page 6-1, first paragraph: first sentence
add word '"further'" between words '"most advance-
ments'; second sentence delete entirely.

'page 10-1, section A, first paragraph, second
sentence: delete words "full- scale",
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page 10-1, section A, first paragraph, fourth
sentence: cite source of estimate referred to.

page 10-1, section A, first paragraph,

seventh sentence: this sentence states a
conclusion ("Thus, the principal potential
benefits of the proposed activity are
maintenance and improvement of the nation's
security'") that is unsupported by the previous
discussion, which is almost exclusively devoted
to economic aspects of the testing program.
Either the conclusion should be deleted or the
supporting discussion rewritten.

Sincerely,

fp, S

Thomas Graham Jr.
Acting General Counsel
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UNITED STATES

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Mr. Thomas Graham, Jr.

General Counsel

U.S. Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency

Washington, D.C. 20451

Dear Mr Graham:

Thank you for your letter of March 11, 1977, with comments on the
Energy Research-and Development Administration's Nevada Test Site
Environmental Impact Statement, ERDA-1551-D.

The ACDA comments have been reviewed and additional material has been
included in appropriate sections of the Final Envirommental Impact
Statement, a copy of which is enclosed for your information. In
addition, staff responses have been prepared and are enclosed relative
to certain of the matters that were included in your comments.

We appreciate your continued interest in operations at the Nevada Test
Site. Your agency has contributed a considerable effort in reviewing
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and your comments have helped
us to clarify important aspects of the statement.

Sincerely,

Office of NEPA Coordination

Enclosures:

1. Staff Responses

2. Final Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551
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ERDA STAFF RESPONSES -TO
ACDA COMMENTS ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT
FOR -THE NEVADA TEST SITE, ERDA-1551-D

Comments numbered in the order in which they,appeared in the ACDA
letter are briefly stated below, followed by staff responses:

1. Comment: page 1l-1, second paragraph, add after last sentence:

"Additionally, there is a possibility that the United
States will enter .into an agreement, to ban all. nuclear
testing in.the near future. 1In this case, .all nuclear
explosions at NTS would cease and only the statements
concerning residual radiation hazards and precautions
plus the hazards of the test programs other than nuclear
testing conducted at NTS would be applicable."

3. Comment: page 1-2, Section B, second paragraph, first sentence;
change to read: ''Unless halted by a comprehensive nuclear
test ban or moratorium, nuclear weapons -testing will
continue to be conducted . . . development;program."

4. Comment : page 1-1la, Section E,. flrst paragraph second sentemnce,
change to read "Unless the Unlted States enters . 1nto a

ment, or delay of - the testlng could conflict with the
current United States commitment to the . . . nuclear
explosives.” _ -

7. Comment: page 2-4, third full paragraph, second sentence, add
- words '"(not yet ratified)" after '"Threshold Test Ban Treaty.

8. Comment: page 2~4, last,paragraph, delete first sentence: "No
change is forseen . .+ »:defense posture. o

sentence on page, delete "Nuclear
continue‘a development program.

9. Comment: . .p

10. Comment;.

. testlng -
11. Comment: page:2 6‘ final paragraph delete final sentence' "It
is not ... .-conducted."- ;. .. . - e

Response to Comments~l;-3—4, and 7-1I-xv~ e
The above comments are generally of a political nature, and their
inclusion in the Energy Research and Development Administration's
Environmental Impact Statement, which is intended as a technical document,
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would appear inappropriate. Some of the statements have been changed
to best reflect a changing circumstance on future treaty commitments.
It is ERDA's intent that its Environmental Impact Statement accurately
reflect the consequences to the environment from whatever level of
nuclear testing is approved. In that way, the report will not require
revision in the future as a result of any political decisions which may
be made regarding nuclear testing.

2.

5.

6.

Comment:

Response:

Comment:

Response:

Comment:

page 1-2, Section B, first paragraph; delete: "No change

is foreseen in the National policy which supports a vigorous
nuclear weapons research and development program as part

of the National defense posture."

The sentence has been changed to read: '"National policy
supports a vigorous nuclear weapons research and development
program as part of the national defense posture."

page 2-1, last paragraph, first sentence, change to read
"In September 1963 (sic), during the U.S. Senate hearings
on advice and consent to ratification of the Treaty Banning
Nuclear Weapons Tests in the Atmosphere, - in Outer Space

and Under Water (i.e., the Limited Test Ban Treaty), the
Senate was informed by the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff that the following four safeguards to reduce risks

to the national security would be implemented under the
joint responsibility of the Atomic Energy Commission and
the Department of Defense (Reference 5)."

The sentence has been changed to read: '"In August 1963,
during the ratification of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon
Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outerspace, and Underwater
(i.e., the Limited Test Ban Treaty), the Chairman of

the Senate Foreign Relations Committee was given assurance
from the President that four safeguards to the national
security -would be implemented under the joint responsibility
of the Atomic Energy Commission and the DOD (Reference 5)."

page 2-4, second full paragraph, second and third sentences,
change to read "Research on the use of explosion technology
for peaceful purposes is now a part of ERDA's Nuclear
Explosive Applications program, formerly known as the
Plowshare Program. This program is consistent with United
States policy in connection with the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, wherein the States parties
have undertaken to make available the benefits of proven
applications for peaceful purposes, if and when any such
benefits are ever realized."

-
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13.

14.

15.

Response:

Comment:

Response:

Comment:

Response:

Comment :

Response:

Comment:

Response:.

-page.- 2 92,ef1nal paragraph

particles- of -Pu travel? e

by the statements*mad
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We are concluding. the sentence in the 5th line after
the word ''weapons." :

page 2- 14 flrst full paragraph, first. sentence, change

to read: "On October 31, 1958, the United States and the
Soviet Union voluntarily halted nuclear testing until the
U.S5.5.R. resumed testing on September 1, 1961, following
the initial French nuclear tests and the Berlin Wall crisis.

This document is not intended to be a complete historical
document. The French nuclear. tests and the Berlin Wall
crisis do not appear relevant to the environmental trade-off

‘at NTS.

page 2-79, describe conditions under which the air sampling
stations referred to in the last paragraph are inspected
on a daily basis, e.g., immediately after a scheduled

event or drill-back operation, or if this is not ‘the

case, state why not.

The air sampling stations operate continuously except for
a few minutes each week while the filters are changed

at which time they are inspected. They are not inspected
more often unless there is reason to suspect that a

‘release has occurred onsite. Since onsite activities

are under close monitoring at the location of the particular
operation, there is nothing to be gained and considerable
expenditures saved by the weekly schedule without any
sacrifice in safety.

page 2-87;. ﬁlddle .paragraph, . second sentence, add words
"Release from. planned drlll—back operation to beginning
of sentence. .. . ” : , e .

};;,E '-:""' i

second.sentence. by what
process.are- these measurements made7ﬁ How. far do resuspended

Explanatory 1nformat10n has been ;dded and referenced in
the Final:Environmental. Impact Statement. -As indicated

le: -,bottom of page 2-92.and top of
page 2-95, -mobility of resuspended- Pu particles would be
extremely limited.




16.

17.

Comment:

Response:-

Comment:

Response:
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page 2-104, final paragraph, second and third sentences:
What is the meaning of '"continuous monitoring" and
“"routine collection''? How often were samples collected
in the past as compared to present practice, and under
what operative guidelines?

Sample collection frequency has usually been a function of
the type of testing program and anticipated offsite
effects.

Since 1953, all operating air sampling stations have
operated 24 hours a day. Until 1973, samples were changed
daily. Since then they have been changed three times per
week. The longer sampling times are required to detect the
lower levels of background radioactivity which now exist.
If a release of radioactivity occurs at NIS, samples are
collected more frequently.

Milk samples are collected quarterly to maintain current
background information. Samples would be collected more
frequently (as often as daily) following a release of
radioactivity to accurately assess radiation doses via the
cow-milk pathway to offsite populations.

Prior to 1974, water samples were collected monthly. Based
on the results obtained, offsite samples are now collected
semiannually or annually. These samples have confirmed
predictions that no radioactivity is being transported
offsite via groundwater.

page 2-106, first paragraph, third sentence: when and
where were the described  low-levels of airborne radiocactive
gases detected? What was the relationship of these levels
to events and/or drill-backs at NTS?

Xenon-133 has been detected offsite during May 1972 at

Beatty and Diablo; June 1972 at Hiko; October 1973 at

Las Vegas, Hiko, Diablo, and Death Valley Junction; June 1974
at Beatty; August 1974 at Beatty; November 1974 at Diablo,
Indian Springs, and Las Vegas; and November 1975 at

Diablo and Hiko.

The November 1974 increased readings of xenon-133 occurred
during a time of a known drillback release at NTS. It is
assumed that the slightly increased offsite readings were a
result of this drillback release. However, at other times,
increased levels of xenon detected offsite could not be
attributed to any NTS activity and may have been the result
of foreign nuclear testing or industrial releases.
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19.

20.

21.

Comment:

Response:

Comment:

Response:
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page 2-108, first full paragraph: define phrase "ambient
levels."

This comment has been accommodated in the text by dinserting
the phrase "(background levels)" after the word "con-
centration."

page 2-108, last paragraph, continuing to page 2~109: Was
the "trapped krypton" referred to produced during the
December 1975 events? When and where were the observed
samples of xenon-133 acquired? What evidence supports

the conclusion that the samples ''were apparently related
to the NIS activities'?

See answer to 17 for answer re !33Xe. The hypothesis
regarding possible releases of 85kr during December 1975

is that small amounts of gas are continually seeping to

the surface from previous underground tests. The relatively
large-scale ground motion caused by subsequent high-yield
tests could possibly have resulted in an accelerated release
rate of 8%Kr during that period, although 8°Kr releases

from reactor fuels are also conceivable.

Also, the following clause has been added at the end of

: the sentence, page 109, end of first paragraph:

Comment:

Response:

Comment :

"...although it is conceivable that the 85kr may have
originated from reactor releases unrelated to NTS

activities.’

page 3-9, first full paragraph: indicate if the statements
on the adequacy of containment de51gn are matters of public

record. Also indicate if- reports on the adequacy of
containment are made after the event.

This comment Has been accommodated by 1nsert1ng the following
sentence in. the paragraph and modlfylng the remainder of

the paragraph ""These statements are not made for public
record, because they normally consist of classified
information."

page 3- 9, second full paragraph,~second sentence. is the
statement ''mo prompt ventlngs 1ntended to convey the
thought that delayed ventings have occurred? If not,
delete the word ' promgt..
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23.

24,

Response

Comment:

Response:

Comment:

Response:

Comment:

Respounse:
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The statement has been changed to indicate that there
have been no ventings since BANEBERRY, but that there
has been one release due to seepage durlng the DIAGONAL
LINE event on November 24 1971.

page 3-16, first full paragraph: why are the off-site
ground radiation monitoring systems not turned on before
every event, rather than waiting until venting is detected
on-site?

It was not intended that this paragraph would denote the
absence of functioning ground monitoring stations prior
to the event. The offsite ground monitoring systems
(TLD's, air samplers, and gamma rate recorders) are

'always operating. (See Section II.D.8.e.) Referred to

here are similar (and supplemental) instruments, carried

by the radiation monitors in the downwind sector, which
would be used to provide additional detail on radioactivity
encountered in these areas should a release occur.

page 3-19, last paragraph, second sentence: how often is
this collection data analyzed? = If not on a daily basis
prior to and after each scheduled event or drill-back,

of what value is collection at longer intervals?

The data from these recorders and air samplers, if activated,
are analyzed on location or at the EPA Laboratory in Las Vegas.
Analysis frequency is indicated by the operational conditions
at the time of the release or suspected release of any
radioactivity from NTS. Since this system is designated

to obtain radiologic information immediately after shot time,
the gamma rate information can be reported by radio to

the Test Controller essentially in real time. This
arrangement of equipment and manpower is not normally

used offsite to monitor drillback operations, unless a
massive radioactive release occurred which would present

a hazard to the populace offsite. This has never happened,
and is not envisioned as a realisitc possibility.

page 3-20, first paragraph, second sentence: does the
reference to "radioactive release' include releases both
from scheduled events and drill-backs?

The "radioactive release'" referred to is any that could
conceivably result in a health concern offsite. It mainly
refers to inadvertent ventings and not drillback releases.
For the case of shot day precautions, if no venting occurs
during the first hour or so after the test, the monitoring
personnel return to Las Vegas. Also see the last two
sentences of the answer to Comment 23 above.
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25.

26.

27.

28.

Comnment:

Response:

Comment:

Response:

Comment:

Response:

Comment :
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page 3-20, last paragraph, second sentence: by whom and
on what basis are the '"73 standby Air Surveillance Network
stations'" activated? How often are the collected data
analyzed?

The standby ASN stations are activated by EPA upon verbal
request from the Test Controller following a venting.

In addition, they -are activated for the first week of
each calendar quarter to test operational readiness and
to establish current background levels. They are also
activated upon request of ERDA/NV following atmospheric
nuclear tests by other nations to assess the radiological
impact on this country and to maintain information on

the current background. Analyses of these samples are
performed at varying frequencies from several hours to
days depending upon radiological conditions.

page 3-25, third paragraph, last sentence: where is the
RAMS postevent data published? 1If not, why not?

The RAMS postevent data for all announced tests are published
annually as Onsite Radiological Safety Reports for each

test series. These are available to the public through

the National Technical Information Service, U.S. Department
of Commerce, Springfield, Virginia 22161.

It should be noted, however, those data for unannounced
events are classified for national security reasons, at
ERDA/HQ direction and are not available to the public.

page 3-25, last paragraph, second sentence: what is the
interval in time between the "periodic reports" referred
to? Why is the monitoring operation being planned "during"
the postevent phase, rather than prior to it?

The ' per10d1c*1ntervals vary w1th the situation at each
location being monitored. In a rapidly changing radiation
field, reports may be transmitted via radio evéry few minutes:
In a stable situation, reports may be made hourly. As

much pre-planning as p0531b1e is done, but only after the
magnitude, actual trajéctory, ‘and approximate -composition

of the release are known can the’ most efficient use be

made of the personnel and equlpment 4dn the field.

page 3-29, third paragraph, first sentence: what is the
role of the USAF at NTS? 1Is the "Air Force helicopter"
provided under contract to ERDA or otherwise by agreement
between USAF/DOD and ERDA?
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30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

Response:

Comment:

Comment: .

Comment:
Comment:

Comment :
Commeﬁt:

Comment:
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This comment has been accommodated at page 3-30 in the
Final Environmmental Impact Statement by adding the
following comment in the paragraph: "The Air Force
renders this type of support to NV upon request, under

an interagency agreement (AEC-DOD Memorandum of Agreement
No. AT(16-1)-341 dated August 29, 1967)."

”page 3-31, second full paragraph, first sentence: is

the EPA census of cows and dairies carried out under
ERDA contract or otherwise by agreement between EPA and
ERDA?

page 4-7, last paragraph, second sentence, add after
"radioactive decay" the words "at a half-life rate of
12.26 years.” Lt

page 4-10, first paragraph, first sentence, add after
word "tritium'" the words '"penetration of the NTS water
table."

page 4-12, second full paragraph, last sentence, change
to read: "It is therefore conceivable that there may
be effects on local small animal populations."

page 4-13, second paragraph, sixth sentence: add figures
for calendar year 1976.

page-4—18, final paragraph, thifd sentence, delete word
"continued" before the word 'successful."

page 4-19, first paragraph, second full sentence: if
""postshot reentry drilling operations may release small
quantities of radioactive noble gases,' the ground monitoring
stations should be activated in advance to determine if

this possibility was realized; will these stations be
activated or not prior to such operations?

Response to Comments 29-35

These comments have been accommodated by changes made in the text of
the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

36.

Comment:

pége 5-1, third paragraph: why is the release of radio-
active noble gases and tritium unavoidable during drillback

. activities?
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37.

38.

39.

40.

Response:

Comment:

Response:

Comment :
Response:
Comment :
Response:

Comment:

Response:
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To accommodate this comment, the text in Section V of the
Final Environmental Impact Statement has beéen changed to
read as follows: '"Radioactive noble gases and tritium
have been released to the surface by gradual seepage

from expended underground tests and by escape of gases
during sampling operations. The state of the art of
drillhole sampling does not permit absolute control of
gaseous materials during transfer of drillback samples from
the tool to the gas~tight shipping container. Despite
efforts to improve its capability to control the gases,

NV believes that similar, small gaseous ‘'releases are likely
to occur in the future.' .

page 6-1, first paragraph: first sentence add word
"further'" between words 'most advancements'; second
sentence delete entirely.

The first sentence has been modified to your specifications.
The second sentence has been changed to read as follows:

."In‘the‘absence,of a national decision.to cease testing,
"~ this would directly conflict....'" It is reasonable to

assume that, if there were a national decision to cease
testing, any conflicts of policies would be resolved.

page lO—l,isectionvA, first‘paragraph, second sentence:
delete words "full-scale." '

This comnent has been accommodated in the Final Environmental
Impact Statement.

page 10-1, section A, first paragnaph;wfoufthysentence:
cite source of estimate referred to. -

The text. has been modified 1n response to thlS comment, since
no specific sourceﬁcould be c1ted.‘w. ‘

7w
S a

. ‘:« ,‘j‘ !
page 10—1, section A firs, paragraph, seventh sentence
this sentence states onclusion ("Thus, the princ1pa1
potential benefits of the prop,sed activity .are maintenance
and improvement of ‘the - nation's security") that is ‘unsupported
by the previousfdiscussion, whichﬁis almost . exclusively
devoted 0 _economic aspects of the'testing program Either
the conc1u81on should be deleted or the supporting discussion
rewritten.

This comments has been accommodated in the F1na1 Environmental
Impact Statement.
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Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation
1522 K Street N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005

March 9, 1977

Mr. W. H. Pennington, Director

Office of NEPA Coordination

Energy Research and Development Administration
Washington, D. C. 20545 '

Dear Mr. Pennington:

This is in response to your request of January 18, 1977 for comments

on the draft environmental statement (DES) ERDA-1551-D, Nevada Test
Site, Nye County, Nevada. The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
has reviewed the DES and notes that the Energy Research and Development
Administration (ERDA) has determined that the proposed undertaking

will not affect properties included in or known to be eligible for
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places, within Nevada

or California. However, subsequent to receipt of the DES, the Council
received the comments of the California State Historic Preservation
Officer (SHPO) on the DES, which indicates his office was not consulted
with respect to the ERDA determination of no effect. Similarly, the
DES is unclear as to whether or not the Nevada SHPO concurs in the ERDA
~determination of no effect.

Therefore, the Council requests ERDA to consult the California and
Nevada SHPOS pursuant to the "Procedures for the Protection of
Historic and Cultural Properties" (36 C.F.R. Part 800), which sets
forth the steps for compliance with Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 470f, as amended, 90 Stat.
1320), and provide adequate documentation in the final environmental
statement of ERDA's determination of no effect.

ERDA is reminded, that should those consultations result in a
determination that a property included in or eligible for inclusion
in the National Register will be affected, it must afford the Council
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Page 2

March 9, 1977

Nevada Test Site

Mr. W. H. Pennington

an opportunity to comment in accordance with the '"Procedures", prior
to taking any action with respect to the undertaking that will affect
the cultural resources.

Should you have questions or require additional assistance,in this
matter, please contact Michael H. Bureman of the Council staff at

P. 0. Box 25085, Denver, Colorado 80225, telephone number (303) 234-4946.
Your continued cooperation is appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

7‘77‘:«,/ el | Y. l?xu«—-—‘-—
Louis S. Wall ”

' Assistant Director, Office .
of Review and Compliance
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UNITED STATES
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Mr. Louis S. Wall, Assistant Director

Office of Review and Compliance

Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation

1522 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005

Dear Mr. Wall;

Thank you for your letter of March 9, 1977, with comments on the Energy
Research and Development Administration's Draft Environmental Impact
Statement on the Nevada Test Site, ERDA-1551-D.

You expressed concern that there be appropriate consultation with Nevada
and California to determine that operations at the Nevada Test Site

would have no effect on properties included in (or known to be eligible
for inclusion in) the National Register of Historic Places, within

Nevada or California. ERDA has contacted the State Historic Preservation
Officers (SHPO's) in both California and Nevada. While determinations

of "no effect" have not yet been made, we are exercising the procedures

as defined in 36 CFR, Part 800.4, to obtain the requirement determinations.

In November 1976, the-Nevada Operations Office in Las Vegas assigned the
task for assembling an inventory of historic structures within approximately
100 km of the test site to the John A. Blume and Associates, a seismic
engineering firm based in San Francisco. The purpose of this program,
which is being carefully coordinated with the various Federal, state,

and local historical organizations, is to develop an inventory containing
the location and condition of historic structures which are now on the
National Register or may be eligible for inclusion at some future date.
The Blume engineers will then apply their engineering expertise and
judgment to determine what effect, if any, the ground motion from under-
ground tests will have on the identified structures. The results of

this program will be reviewed with the Nevada and California SHPO's and

a determination of effect agreed upon. These determinations will be
forwarded to the Advisory Council for review.
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Mr. Louis S. Wall 2

We appreciate your interest in ERDA's operations at the Nevada Test Site
and feel that your comments have helped us to clarify an important
aspect of the effects of those operations.

Copies of the Final Envirommental Impact Statement are enclosed for
your information.

Sincerely,

Pennington,#Director
fice of NEPA Coordination

Enclosure:
Final Envirommental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551
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Governor

| In Reply Refer to:
MaR - 91377 561 ERDA @
NEVADA
Mr. W. H. Pennington, Director
;§3i$i5§3 Office of NEPA Coordination
U.S. Energy Research '

SYSTEM and Development Administration
- Mail Station E-201 .
JOHN L. MEDER  yashington, D.C. 20545

Administrator

Dear Mr. Pennington:

ROOM 221
NYE BUILDING ,

201 S. FALL STREET Subject: DES NEVADA TEST SITE, ERDA-1551-D,

CAPITOL COMPLEX JANUARY, 1977

CARSON CITY, : ; o .

NEVADA = 89710 We have reviewed the above named document and find

1702) 825-435¢ that it appears to adequately address the concerns

we mentioned in our previous correspondence with
Mr. Elwood M. Douthett, and to you through our
Governor's Office of Planning Coordination.

We are especially impressed with the willingness
of ERDA to work with our office to initiate a sur-
vey and inventory of historic and cultural sites
within the area of possible impact in the area
surrounding the Nevada Test Site. Only through a
thorough survey and inventory will it be possible
to properly assess potential and/or actual effect
of the testing activities on historic and cultural
resources and take proper steps to mitigate any
“adverse effects which might be identified.

We will soon be developing a system of survey and
inventory for use statewide and would like to work
with ERDA to assure that any surveys they under-
take are compatible with our system. As soon as
we have our plans firmed up, we will contact you.

Sincerely,

John L. Meder, Administrator
(State Historic Preservation Officer)

By: John Richardson giyﬁ?'._
Alternate State Historic
Preservation Officer

Administration: (702) 885-4384 . . ’ .
Operation ond Maintenance: (702) 885-4387 a division of the Department of Conservation and Natural Resourc

Planning and Development: (702) 885-4370 Norman Hall, Direct«



C-33
UNITED STATES
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Mr. John L. Meder, Administrator
Nevada State Park System

(State Historic Preservation Officer)
Room 221, Nye Building '

201 S. Fall Street

Capitol Complex

Carson City, Nevada 89710

Dear Mr. Meder:

Thank you for your letter of June 9, 1977, indicating an interest in a
thorough survey and inventory to assess properly potential and/or actual
effects of the Nevada Test Site (NTS) testing activities on historic and
cultural resources as a result of your review of the Energy Research and
Development Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the
NTS, ERDA-1551-D. '

The ERDA Nevada Operations Office has initiated a program to inventory
and catalog historic structures within about 100 km of the NTS. The
purpose is to identify those historic structures and cultural.resources
which might be influenced by underground nuclear explosions at the test
site. The John A. Blume and Associates, a San Francisco-based seismic
engineering firm, is conducting the survey.

To date they have contacted nearly all of the Federal, state, and local
organizations and parties in Nevada which have an interest in preserving
the historic cultural .resources of the area. We are en¢ouraged by the
enthusiasm and spirit of cooperation with which this program has been
received by your office and others. We now expect to conclude the
inventory this fall and will present our findings to your office for
determination as to the eligibility for inclusion in the Natiomal
Register and as to any possible impact which our proposed activities may
have on these properties.

In addition, the Desert Research Institute has been commissioned to
carry out a continuing archaeological study on the NTS. This is a
revitalization of a program which lapsed into inactivity with the

passing of Dr. Worman. The first priority of this new program will
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Mr. John L. Meder 2

be to identify and protect archaeological sites where new testing and
construction activity is contemplated. The second priority will be to
develop a suitable sampling program for all of the NTS.

The Final Envirommental Impact Statement reflects‘the.aboye infpr;
mation as well as other comments received on the Draft. Environmental
Impact Statement.

Your interest in our operations at the Nevada Test Site is appreciated.
Copies of the Final Environmental Impact Statement are enclosed for
your information.

Sincerely,

Enclosure:
Final Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551 (2)

cc: ‘'Honorable Mike O'Callaghan
Governor of Nevada
w/encl.

Mr. Bruce D. Arkell -
State Planning Coordlnator
w/encl E
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20201

[ LEEE W77

Mr. W. H. Pennington

Director, Office of NEPA
Coordination

Energy Research and Development
Administration

Washington, D.C. 20545

Dear Mr. Pennington:

We have reviewed the draft Environmental Impact Statement

for the Nevada Test Site, Nye County, Névada. One general
criticism is that the document does not relate the radiation
standards cited in the DEIS to their original published
source material. Many results are expressed as a percentage
of a particular standard or guide. The reader is referenced
to ERDAM .0524, a secondary rather than a. primary reference.
Primary sources should be cited, i.e., the occupational
exposure limits referenced to NCRP 33; the "Radiation
Protection Standard" or "Radiation Exposure’Standard"
referenced to the Radiation Protection Guidance (RPG) of

the Federal Radiation Council; and the "Radiation Concentra-
tion Guide (RCG)referenced to NBS Handbook 69. The impression
that these guidelines originated with ERDAM 0524 is probably
unintentional. Reference ‘to the original published guidance
would provide a more .solid basis for the percentage compari-
sons made in the document. Specific comments are as follows:

1. Data on CANNIKIN”(pages 2-16) is. included. ' This
test on Amchitka Island, Alaska, does not relate
directly to the NTS.

2. Evaluation of knowledge of potential hazards of
plutonium are said to be incomplete. More information
on this important problem is available, mainly in
"Health Effects of Alpha-Emitting Particles" in "The
Respiratory Tract" EPA 520/4-76-013, National Academy
of Sciences, October 1976.




C-36
2
3. Paragraph 2, page 2-108 on airborne radioactivity
is confusing. The average ambient particular radio-
activity is said to be 50 uci/m3 of air. No gamma
emitters are reported in the DEIS to have been
detected in 1975. Is all the 50 ucCi/m> thus due to

pure alpha and beta emitters? We feel this is
unlikely.

4. Little information is given on the magnitude  and
distribution of occupational exposures. Occupational
exposures under accident conditions are not discussed.
Some comparisons to existing guidelines in ERDAM 0524
are made but this treatment is, in our opinion, not
sufficient.

5. " The DEIS indicates that milk was purchased and
removed from market at 810 pCi/liter, -equivalent to
a 130 man/rem dose to the thyroid of a 2-year old
child. This purchase could be cited as setting a
"basis for the removal of radioactively contaminated
milk from market. It adds nothing of substance to
the DEIS and is not supported by the present Federal
Protective Action Guides.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the document.

Sincerely,

. L T

harles Custard
Director
Office of Environmental Affairs
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UNITED STATES
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Mr, Charles Custard, Director
Office of Envirommental Affairs
Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare ‘
Washington, D.C. 20201

Dear Mr. Custard:

Thank you for your letter of March 14, 1977, with comments on the
Energy Research and Development Administration's Draft Environmental
Impact Statement on the Nevada Test Site, ERDA-1551-D.

The HEW comments have been reviewed, and additional material has been
included in appropriate sections of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement as a result of your comments and others received. 1In
addition, specific staff responses to certain of the matters that you
raised are enclosed. :

Your interest in ERDA's program at the Nevada Test Site is appreciated.
Your comments have helped us to clarify important aspects of the effects
of that program.

Copies of the Final Environmental Impact Statement are enclosed for
your information.

Sincerely,

Enclosures.- . el ) .
1. ‘Sstaff Responses* P e LTI L
2. Final Environmental -Impact N

Statement, ERDA-1551-(5) -
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ERDA .STAFF RESPONSES TO
HEW COMMENTS ON DRAFT. ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT
FOR THE NEVADA TEST SITE, ERDA-1551-D

Comments numbered in the order in which they appeared in the HEW
letter are briefly stated below, followed by staff responses:

General Comment

Comment: The first paragraph of the HEW letter contains general
comment suggesting the use of ERDAM 0524 as a secondary
rather than primary reference.

Response: ERDA has no intention of representing ERDA 0524 as a
primary reference. ERDA 0524, itself, explains its
relationship with regard to primary standards. As
stated in the footnote at the bottom of page 2-60 in
the DEIS, ERDA 0524 is, ‘''based upon the radiation con-
centration guides recommended by the National Council on
Radiation Protection and Measurements (NCRP) and other
agencies."

Specific Comment

1. Comment: Data on CANNIKIN (pages 2~16) is included. This test on
Amchitka Island, Alaska, does not relate directly to the NTS.

Response: The discussion of the hydrology of NTS (Section II.D.5.)
was presented .0 relate experience of underground tests
conducted below the water table. There is limited ex-
perience on infill rates and radionuclide concentration
of chimney water from the NTS due to the deep water levels.

- For that reason, reference was made to data obtained on
two sites outside the NTS to show the variability of infill
rates of nuclear chimneys for tests conducted below shallow
water tables at central Nevada and Amchitka, and to demon-
strate the range of concentrations of radioactivity
which can occur under these circumstances. ERDA believes
that these values for offsite events are of related
interest to hydrologists and others and should be retained
in the final statement.

-



Comment:

Response:

Comment:

Response:

Comment

Response:

Comment :

Response:
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Evaluation of knowledge of potential hazards of
plutonium are said to be incomplete. More information
on this important problem is available, mainly in
Health Effects of Alpha-Emitting Particles in The-
Respiratory Tract, EPA 520/4-76-013, National Academy
of Sciences, October -1976.

The ERDA staff appreciates the Department's interest
in calling this document to our attention.

Paragraph 2, page 2-108, on airborne radiocactivity is
confusing. The amblent particulate radioactivity is
said to be 50 uCi/m3 of air. No gamma emitters are
reported in the DEIS to have been detected in 1975.

Is all the 50 uCi/m3 thus due to pure alpha and beta
emitters? We feel this is unlikely.

The Final Environmental Impact Statement has been
corrected to accommodate this comment.

Little information is given on the magnitude and distri-
bution of occupational exposure. Occupational exposures
under accident conditions are not discussed. Some
comparisons to existing guidelines in ERDAM 0524 are
made but this treatment is, in our oplnlon, not
Suff1c1ent.

A paragraph has been added to page 3-15 of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement to prov1de more information
on occupational exposure.

The DEIS 1nd1cates that mllk was purchased and 'removed
from market at 810-pCi/liter, equivalent to-a 130 man/rem
[sic] dose to the thyr01d of .a 2-year old child.. 'This
purchase could be ‘cited as settlng a basis for the
removal of- radloactlvely contaminated milk from market.
It adds nothlng -of subStance’to. the DEIS and is not
supported by the pre ent‘Federa Protective Action Guides.
At the tlme the m11k was removed from the ‘market, the
level of’ contaminatlon ‘was not known. The action of
removing ‘this milk*from market.was taken strictly as a
precaution .to eliminate a<potential public hazard, and it
was not related to any Federal Protection Guide.
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United States Department of the Interior -

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240

MAR 1¢ 1977

Dear Mr. Penningfph:_

Thank you for your letter of January 18, 1977, transmitting
copies of Energy Research and Development Administration's
draft environmental impact statement [ERDA-1551-D] for "the
Nevada Test Site, Nye County, Nevada.

Our comments are presented according to the format of the
statement or by subject. :

General Comments

At this particular point in the continuing operation of the

- site, it would be. helpful to provide a brief description of-:
the prior environmental. statements that have been prepared
and the specific differences between the operations previously
considered and those operations presently under consideration.

The summary also does not provide adequate reference to the
size of the nuclear weapons proposed for testing and described
in detail later in the statement.

It seems that there is a lack of coordination or at least a
reference to past as well as concurrent actions involving the
same tract of land. The Nellis Air Force Bombing Range
withdrawal will necessitate a thorough resource study in the
process of preparing the environmental statement and will
include the same lands .covered by this statement. The .Bureau
of Land Management is coordinating preparation of that
statement. : : : -

We also understand that the Nevada Test Site is one of the
possible locations for the Navy's Seafarer Communications
System and that a draft environmental statement has been filed
with. CEQ. Nevertheless, if the Nevada Test Site is included
as a possible Seafarer site, some mention of this possibility
ought to be included in the final statement. We also call
attention to the Fish and Wildlife Service final environmental
statement of August 29, 1975, concerning the Desert National

CONSERVE
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Wildlife Range. These related matters should be mentioned
in the final statement.

Land Status

The description of the status of the land in the Nevada Test
Site on pages 2-12 and 2-13 of the draft statement could be
misconstrued in that the terms "set aside" and "turned over"
are used to describe the withdrawal. Actually, the withdrawal
is a jurisdictional transfer in which the Department of the
Interior retains responsibility for the mineral and vegeta-
tional resources, and could regain Jjurisdiction of all or
parts of the area should the present use become no longer
necessary.

In addition to the lands withdrawn under Public Land Order
805 and the additions in 1961 and 1865, our records show that
the present Nevada Test Site area is comprised also of 33,400
acres from Public Land Order 1662 in 1953 and 68 533.75 acres
from Executive Order 8954 in 1941.

Mineral Potential

We believe that more discussion should be made in the final
statement of the mineral potential at the site, from the
standpoint of the likelihood of loss of valuable minerals due
to contamination. These mineral resources could conceivably
be utilized in the future if the withdrawal were to be revoked.

On page 2-11 of the draft statement, the mineral potential is
discussed on the basis that no. economlcally recoverable dep051ts
are known considering today's mineral- requlrements. We believe
that the results of the U.S. Geologlcal Survey's extensive
investigations should be referenced in~the final statement

and described briefly to-alléw further study of the poss1b1e
future value of known dep051ts should the economic plcture
change. . PR ,

Surface Water

oo
et

Indications are that the surface water flow 1nto Death Valley
National Monument and Devil's Hole passes through the Nevada
Test Site. We are concerned with the problem of reduced

flows when the water is withdrawn into cavities created by




C-42

3

the underground explosions. There is also concern over
potential concentrations of radionuclides appearing in monu-
ment water. It is not certain that the drill holes which
appear later in the draft statement adequately monitor flow
into the area of the monument.

Fish and Wildlife

Page 4-27 of the draft statement contains a very short »
discussion on Devils Hole. This paragraph in the final state-
ment should be corrected to read -that the National Park Service,
Death Valley National Monument, is responsible for the manage-
ment of the pupfish rather than the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service.

Our primary concerns with the proposed actions include the
potential detrimental effects on wildlife in the vicinity of

- the test site and the adoption of precautionary measures and
monitoring programs-to prevent and detect these impacts. We
find that, in general, these concerns are adequately addressed
in the text.

We previously commented in a March 17, 1976 letter on the
Environmental Assessment and Negative Declaration for FY 77
Underground Nuclear Testing Program at the Nevada Test Site..

In those comments, we expressed concern over the potential
adverse impacts of the.testing program on the endangered

Devil's Hole pupfish, Cyprinodon diabolis. We reported
temporary water level fluctuations of 3 to 6 inches, as recorded
by water level records, and pronounced-sloshing action in :
-Devil's Hole-as a result of underground tests on June 26 and
October 28, 1975, and on February 12, 1976. '

The draft statement briefly discusses the environmental impacts-
of testing on Devil's Hole, but does not report similar water
level fluctuations. This section also does not assess the
impacts of sloshing action and dewatering of the shallow ledge.
important to the pupfish for feeding and spawning. We recommend
that this section in the final statement should be rechecked

for accuracy and expanded to include these consideratiochs
related to the environmental impact of testing upon the pupfish.
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Desert National Wildlife Range .

The last sentence of the flrst paragraph on page 2 31 should

be rewritten in the final statement to clarify potential land
‘restrictions. President Ford, in his June 13, 1974, wilderness
message to Congress recommended that wilderness designation

for the Desert National Range not go forward until a mineral
study by the Bureau of Mines and Geological Survey is completed.
However, the interim segregation of the range on February 15,
1974, effectively closed the range to further entry under

the mining law. Final withdrawal either with or without wilder--
' ness designation does not prohibit mineral exploratiOn and devel-
; opment on clalms located prior to the segregation: notlce

Cultural Resources

The draft statement is inadequate in that it contalns insufficient
information concerning the extent of cultural resources found in
the project area. It does not appear from the.archeological
reperts referenced that the full extent of possible cultural

- resources have been located and ddentified. .

On the basis of previous investigations, it is possible to delimit
areas that may have a greater potential for the occurrence of -
cultural resources. Therefore, the categories defined for the
purpose of dividing the test 51te areas may prov1de a useful
gulde for delineating archeologically sensitive.areas. However,
this information can in no way be considered conclusive data

for predicting the presence or absence of cultural. resources.
The categories should be used for initially selecting an area
for construction or testing. Once delineated, the area slated
for project action should be intensively surveyed in order to
locate cultural resources that may be affected.

" Thus, without the results ‘of an intensive on-the- ground survey,
'we believe that it is premature.to state on page 4-27 of the
draft statement that since "actions will be carried out in parts
of the test site that are essentially lacking in features.of :
archeologlcal and historical interest, no adverse impact on.such
features is foreseen." If cultural resources are identified, the
State Historic Preservation Officer~for.:the:State of :Nevada
‘should be consulted to determine the National Register-of .
Historic Places eligibility of the sites and to aid in develop-
ing appropriate mitigation measures.
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Subsequent to the archeological investigations conducted at the .
site areas, additional Federal legislation has been developed
to protect cultural resources. Without examining the document .
listed in the draft statement as reference 79, it is not possible
to determine if the guidelines and operating procedures designed
by the Nevada Test Site Office to protect cultural resources
meet Federal standards. We suggest a copy of these guidelines
be made available to the Western Archeological Center, National
‘Park Service, P.0. Box 49008, Tucson, Arizona 85717, in order.
‘to facilitate a more comprehensive assessment of the final
statement.

. On page 2-136, the draft statement indicates that none of the
known sites are listed on the National Register of Historic
Places. Although the Nevada State Museum, the National Park

Service and the Nevada State Historic Preservation Officer have
not "identified any of these known sites as meeting the criteria
for nomination," it appears from the descriptions included in
the archeological report that some of the sites may qualify for
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. The
Nevada State Historic Preservation Officer should be consulted
for an official determination of National Register eligibility
for any sites identified in the project area. On page 2-140,
the draft statement indicates that Scottys Castle is not listed
on the National Register of Historic Places. The castle and
ranch have been nominated for the National Register and should
be considered as being on the Register.

We hope these comments will be useful to you.
| ' Sincerely yours,
Deputy Assistanmy Secretary of the Interior-

-Mr. W.H, Pennington
Director, Office of NEPA
Coordination
- -Energy Research and Development
. Administration
Washington, D. C. 20545
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UNITED STATES
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
" WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Mr. Stanley D. Doremus
Deputy Assistant Secretary
of the Interior
U.S. Department of the Interior
Washington, D.C. 20240

Dear Mr. Doremus:

Thank you ‘for your letter of March 16, 1977, with comments on the
Energy Research and Development Administration's Draft Environmental
Impact Statement on the Nevada Test Site, ERDA-1551-~D.

The Department of the Interior comments have been studied by the ERDA
staff, and staff responses concerning the matters addressed are enclosed.
In addition, material has been incorporated or changed in the text of-
the Final Environmental Impact Statement where appropriate, on the basis
of your comments, and copies are enclosed for your information.

Your ¢continued interest in ERDA's operations at the Nevada Test Site is
' appreciated. Your comments, which reflect careful attention on the part
of individuals within the Department, have helped ERDA to clarify
several important aspects of the effects of operations at the Nevada
Test Site. ‘ :

Sincerely, ..

Enclosures: NI _”ﬁ-;;ff PP U

1. ‘Staff Responses . - R

2. Final Eavironmental’ Impact L
Statement, ERDA-1551"(18) i
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ERDA STAFF RESPONSES TO :
DOL COMMENTS ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT ' -
FOR THE NEVADA TEST SITE, ERDA-1551-D

Comments numbered in the order they appeared in the Department of the
Interior letter are briefly stated below, followed by staff responses:

1. Comment: At this particular point in the continuing operation of
the site, it would be helpful to provide a brief description
of the prior environmental statements that have been
prepared and the specific differences between the operations
previously considered and those operations presently under
consideration.

Response: The nuclear test programs to be conducted under the present

i : " environmental statement are consistent with and essentially
the same as those described under previous statements.
Other activities and related programs, such as those
enumerated in Sec. III.B. consist of both mew activities
and ongoing activities at the NTS. All are similar 'in
scope and effort to other act1v1t1es 1dent1f1ed in earlier
environmental statements. :

2. Corment: The summary also does not provide adequate reference to
" the size of the nuclear weapons proposed for testing and
described in detail later in the statement.

Response: The size of nuclear weapons for proposed testing remains
within the limitations of earlier statements; i.e., the
maximum size is that having a yield equivalent to one
megaton of high explosives. We believe that the reference
on page 1-1 of the Summary, which states that this environ- ‘
mental statement considers underground nuclear detonations
with yields of one megaton or less, is as definitive of the
range of tests to be conducted as is possible due to the
classification limitations.

3. Comment: It seems that there is a lack of coordination or at least
a reference to past as well as concurrent actions involving
the same tract of land. The Nellis Air Force Bombing Range
withdrawal will necessitate a thorough resource study in
the process of preparing the environmental statement and
will include the same lands covered by this statement. The
Bureau of Land Management is coordinatlng preparation of
that statement.
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Conment:

Response:

Comment:

Response:
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A portion of the Kevada Test Site consists of land withdrawn
by the Air Force for operation of the Nellis Bombing and
Gunnery Pang2, and made available to NV through an inter-
agency agreement (AEC-DOD lMerorandum of Agreement No.
AT(16-1)-341, dated August 29, 1967). This area, krown as
Pahute Mesa (Areas 19 and 20), comprises 102,716 acres
located in an irregular shaped block at the northwest corner
of the test site. This extension is part of the land with-
drawal previously effected by the Air Force with the Bureau

-of Land Management, and for which renewal is currently in

progress by the Air Force. NV will cooperate with the Air
Force and the BLM on providing information on larnd use and
a resource summary for inclusion in the environmental

statement in support of the Air Force's requested renewal.

We also understand that the Nevada Test Site is one of the
possible locations for the Navy's Seafarer Communications
System and that a draft environmantal statement has been
filed with CEQ. Nevertheless, if the NTS is included as

a possible Seafarer site, some mention of this p0351b111ty
ought to be included in the final statement.

With the Department's suggestion that mention should be
made of the Navy's consideration of the Nevada Test Site
as a possible location for its Seafarer Communication
System, we have inserted in Sec. III.C. a brief description
of this installation as previously contemplated for Nevada.

" Currently the Navy is considering sites on the upper

peninsula of Michigan, at the White Sands Proving Ground
and Fort Bliss in New Mexico, and at the Nellis Air
Force Range and Tonopah Test Range in Nevada. The Navy

has withdrawn consideration of the Nevada Test Site.

We also call attention to-the Fish and Wildlife Service
final environmental staterent.of -August 29, 1975, concerning
the Desert National Wildlife Range. - These related matters
should be mentioned in the final staterment.

We are keenly aware of our mneighbor to the east of NTS
including the Desert National Wildlife Range and have
collaborated on 4 number of areas of mutual interest. As
noted in the final environmental staterent, Sec. VIII speaks
to the interface of ERDA with other federal agencies,
including the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, regarding
land matters and wildlife resources management. We expect
these mutual activities to be closely maintained during

the coning program implementation.
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Response:

7. Comment:
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The description of the status of the land in the Nevada
Test Site on pages 2-12 and 2-13 of the dzaft statement
could be misconstrued in that the terms "set aside" and

- "turned over' are used to describe the withdrawal. Actually,

the withdrawal is a jurisdictional transfer in which the
Department of the Interior retains responsibility for the

- mineral and vegetational resources, and could regain

jurisdiction of all or parts of the area should the present
use become no longer mnecessary.

‘Thé language of the final paragraph on page 2-12 has been
revised to clarify the status of lands acquired for use in

‘vthe Nevada Test Site.

In addition to the lands withdrawn under Public Land Order
805 _and the additions in 1961 and 1965, our records show
that the present Nevada Test Site area is comprised also
of 33,400 acres from Public Land Order 1662 in 1953 and
68,533.75 acres from Executive Order 8954 in 1941.

' Our records indicate that the present NTIS comprises, in

Response:

: addition to the Pahute Mesa portion of 102,716 acres
described above, the following parcels withdrawn by Public
Land Order in the acreage showm:

_ o ] SQ.MI. ACRES

PLO 805 - February 19, 1952 679.843 435,000

PLO 805 February 19, 1952 3.156 2,020

PLO 1662 . June 20, 1958 ’ 60.0 38,400

PLO . 2568 December 19, 1961 496,875 318,000

'PLO 3759  September 2, 1964 32,981 21,108

-As noted above, the acreage involved in PLO 1662 is 38,400
rather than 33,400 acres, and: the date of withdrawal was
1958 rather than 1953. Executive Order 8954, dated
November 27, 1941, was a withdrawal to the War Department
for a Machine Gun Range and has no current bearing on
ERDA's Nevada Test Site withdrawals.

Section II.C.2. has been modified to reflect this
additional information.
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Comment:

Response:
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We believe that more discussion should be made in the final
statement of the mineral potential at the site, from the
standpoint of the likelihood of loss of valuable minerals
due to contamination. These mineral resources could
conceivably be utilized in the future if the withdrawal
were to be revoked.

On page 2-11 of the draft statement, the mineral potential
is discussed on the basis that no economically recoverable

. deposits are known considering today's mineral requirements.

We believe that the results of the U.S. Geological Survey's
extensive investigations should be referenced in the final
statement and described briefly to allow further study of
the possible future value of known deposits should the
economic :picture change.

With regard to loss of potential minerals due to nuclear
contamination at the NTS, we believe that this is exceedingly
unlikely, because the actual nuclear testing occurs either
in- holes in the alluvium-filled basins at Yucca and
Frenchman Flats, in tunnels in tuff, or in very deep holes

in various volcanic rocks at Pahute Mesa.. None of these areas
and rock types on the NTS have been reported as having
metallogenic characteristics. Extensive geologic investiga-
tions of the testing areas have been conducted by the U. S.
Geological Survey and the results of those investigations

are published as open file reports and professional papers.

While the USGS studies are not intended for the purpose of
nineral evaluation, any evidence of mineralization in the
rocks is routinely addressed in these reports. Samples
taken fromrexploratory drill holes, emplacement holes,

and tunnel borings have revealed no economically recoverable
mineral deposits in the testing areas.

The remaining area of NTS not used for testing has also been
investigated and geclogically mapped by. the USGS. - There are

~a féw mineralized locations which might yield small quantities

of sulfide ore, tungsten or precious metals.* Any potential
mining activity would be small scale and dependent on ‘
fluctuating mineral markets for economic extractions. The
proposed testing program at NTS will have no effect on the
recovery and utilization- of these minerals should the NIS
lands revert to the public domain in the future.

; '> *Nevada Bureau of Mines & Geology, Bull. 77, Mackay School Qf Mines, 1972




9. Comment:

Response:

C-50

Indications are that the surface water flow into Death
Valley' National Monument and Devil's Hole passes through
the Nevada Test Site. We are concerned with the problem

" of reduced flows when the water is withdrawn into cavities

created by the underground explosions. There is ‘also
concern over potential concentrations of radionuclides
appearing’ in monument water. It is not certain that the

"drill holes which appear later in the draft statement

adequately monitor flow into the area of the monument.

Although intermittent surface drainage from the western

part of the NTS may eventually flow into Death Valley
National Monument. near its southern border, .there is no
surface drainage from either the Yucca Flat or Frenchman
Flat nuclear test areas. Surface runoff from flash flooding

. 4n the Mercutry and Rock Valley areas along the southern

edge of the NTS, flows offsite to the southwest, and may

‘enter the  Amargosa River drainage. Owing to its elevation

and'locatiOn,-Devil's Hole does not intersect these surface
flows; water at this location is derived .from underground
sources.” Wells and springs have been selected along the
southern and western boundaries of the NTS. (see ERDA=1551~D, °
Figure II-18) to monitor the groundwater which moves slowly
south to southwest from the NTS. As pointed out in Sec.
II.D.5, hydrology observations and samples from these

- monitoring sources have never shown any appreciable

fluctuation in groundwater levels or any radiocactivity
related to testing at the NTS. ERDA believes that these
wells, along .with numerous onsite samples of water and

- soils taken periodically from wells and surface drainage

areas, are adequate to warn of any unexpected flow of
contaminated water onto the Monument.

It is ERDA's further belief that evidence gained from
several years of hydrologic study by the U.S. Geological

‘Survey and others clearly shows that no measurable J
-reduction. in the available groundwater supply has occurred
-as a8 result of testing activities at the NTS.
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Comment:

Response:

C-51

Page 4-27 of the draft statement contains a very short
discussion on Devil's Hole. -This paragraph. in the final
statement should be corrected to read that the National

Park Service, Death Valley National Monument, is responsible

for the management of the pupfish rather than the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service.

Our primary concerns with the proposed actions include the
potential detrimental effects on wildlife in the vicinity
of the test site and the adoption of precautionary measures
and monitoring programs to prevent:and-detect these impacts.
We find that, in. general, these concerns are adequately
addressed in the text.

We previously commented in a March 17, 1976 letter on the’
Environmental Assessment and Negative Declaration for FY 77
Underground Nuclear Testing Program.at the Nevada Test Site.
In those comments, we expressed concern over the potential
adverse impacts of the testing program on the endangered
Devil's Hole pupfish, Cyprinodon dizbolis. We reported
temporary water level:fluttuations of 3 to- 6 inches, as
recorded by water level records, and pronounced sloshing
action in Devil's Hole-as a result of underground tests

on June 26, and October 28, 1975, and on February 12, 1976.

The draft statement briefly discusses the environmental
impacts of testing on Devil's Hole, but does not report
similar water level fluctuations. . This section also does

.not assess the impacts of sloshing® action and dewatering
. of the shallow ledge important to. the pupfish for feeding

and spawning.. Ve recomnend that this section in the final
statement should:be rechecked for-accuracy and expanded
to include these:considerations.related: to the environmental

;impact of testlng upon- the pupfishu

i R

(Tbe flnal env1ronmenta1 statement has been modifled in
“Sections II1.D.9.bi;. Bioenvironnent: KAnlmals),*and IV.A.6.b.,

Bioenvironment (Off Site),~in:response.to DOI.concerns
expressed for the Devil's s Hole pupflsh. ‘ERDA appreciates

- the. endorsement of its precautionary -measures designed to
prevent :and“detect  any detrimental;impact-of the NTIS
activities on wildlife in the-vicinity.




110'

12.

Comment:

Response:

Comment :

Response:
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The last sentence of the first paragraph on page 2-31
should be rewritten in the final statement to clarify
potential land restrictions. President Ford, in his

June 13, 1974, wilderness message to Congress, recommended
that wilderness designation for the Desert National Range
not go forward until a mineral study by the Bureau of Mines
and Geological Survey is completed. However, the interim
segregation of the range on February 15, 1974, effectively
closed the range to further entry under the mining law.
Final withdrawal either with or without wilderness
designation does not prohibit mineral exploration and
development on claims located prior to the segregation
notice.

Section II.D.1.3.(6) has been modified to more clearly

-state the potential land restrictions that would be

effected should the Desert National Wildlife Range be
designated a Wilderness Area.

The draft statement is inadequate in that it contains
insufficient information concerning the extent of cultural
resources found in the project area. It does not appear
from the archeological reports referenced that the full
extent of possible cultural resources have been located
and identified.

On the basis of previous investigations, it is possible to
delimit areas that may have a greater potential for the
occurrence of cultural resources. Therefore, the categories
defined for the purpose of dividing the test site areas may
provide a useful guide for delineating archeologically

- sensitive areas. However, this information can in no way

be considered conclusive data for predicting the presence

or absence of cultural resources. The categories should be
used for initially selecting an area for comstruction or
testing. Once delineated, the area slated for project action
should be intensively surveyed in order to locate cultural
resources that may be affected.

ERDA recogrnizes the concerns voiced by the DOI on complete-
ness of the archeological surveys at the NTS, and has taken
action to ameliorate these concerns. A contractual agreement
between the Nevada Operations Office and the Desert Research
Institute (DRI) has been concluded which will provide the
professional capability of the DRI to assess the archeological
potential of the NTS. The DRI and ERDA will then assess the
potential impact of NTS activities on sites.of archeological
significance at the Test Site.
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Comment:

Response:

Comment:

Response:;
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Briefly, the operatlon will con51st of identifying areas

of greatest potential for occurrence .of cultural resources;
selection of areas for detailed investigation on the ground,
based on. land use requirements. for programmatic activities;
and approprlate cataloglng and inventorylng of all sites
having archeological importance.w_

Thus, without the results of an intensive on-the-ground
survey, we believe that it is premature to state on page 4~27
of the draft statement that since "actions will be carried
out in parts of the test site that are essentially lacking

in features of archeological and historical interest, no
adverse impact on such features is foreseen." If cultural
resources are identified, the State Historic Preservation
Officer for the State of Nevada should be consulted to
determine the National Register of Historic Places eligibility
of the sites and to aid in developing appropriate mitigation
measures. ‘

If cultural resources are identified, ERDA will, according
to current policy, notify the State Historic Preservation
Office, and take such steps as necessary to determine
eligibility of the sites for nomination to the National
Register of Historic Places. In addition, should any sites
or resources be subjected to damaging impacts, appropriate
nmeasures will be effected to mitigate these concerns.

Subsequent to the archeological investigations conducted at
the site areas, additional Federal legislation has been
developed to protect cultural resources., Without examining
the document llsted in the draft statement as reference 79,
it is not possible to determine if the guidelines and
operating procedures designed by the Nevada Test Site Office
to protect’ cultural resources meet Federal standards. We
suggest a copy of these guidelines be made available to the
Western Archeological Centéer, National Park Service,

P. 0. Box 49008, Tucson, Arizona 85717, in order to facilitate
a more comprehensive assessment of the final statement.

Further, ERDA is revising its internal guidance to NTS
personnel (Reference 80), Preservation of Antiquities and
Historic Sites, NTSSO Chapter 6003, August 11, 1972, to
reflect responsibility for conductlng its activities in
compliance with the law on these matters. As soon as these
revisions are issued, ERDA will forward a copy‘of the
guidelines to the Western Archeological Center National
Park Service, Tucson, AZ 85717.




15. Comment:

Response:
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On page 2-136, the draft statement indicates that none of
the known sites are listed on the National Register of
Historic Places. Although the Nevada State Museum, the
National Park Service and the Nevada State Historic
Preservation Officer have not "identified any of these
known sites as meeting the criteria for nomination," it
appears from the descriptions included in the archeological
report that some of the sites may qualify for inclusion
on the National Register of Historic Places. The Nevada
StatevHistoric Preservation Officer should be consulted
for an official determination of National Register
eligibility for any sites identified in the project area.
On page 2-140, the draft statement indicates that Scottys
Castle is not listed on the National Register of Historic
Places. The castle and ranch have been nominated for the
National Register and should be considered as being on
the Register.

Reviews of the results from the forthcoming surveys will
enable ERDA, in cooperation with the Nevada State Historic
Preservation Officer, to update potential historic sites
which qualify for inclusion on the Natiomnal Register of
Historic Places. '
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
FOREST SERVICE
324 25th Street
Ogden, Utah 84403
8200

March 15,

Mr. W.H. Pennington

Director, Office of NEPA Coordination
U.S. Energy Research and

Development Administration

Mail Station E-201

Hashington, D.C. 20545

Dear Mr. Pennington:

We have reviewed the draft environmental statement prepared by the
Energy Research and Development Administration (ERDA) for the Nevada
Test Site. The statement does not address the possibility of ground
motion causing release of snow avalanches.

The Las Vegas Ranger District, Toiyabe National Forest, is subject to
major avalanches under the right conditions of snowpack. Both private
.and public structures have been destroyed in the past with loss of
life. The changing snowpack conditions must be monitored during
winters of heavy snowfall to safely predict probability of a release.
We believe the Las Vegas Ranger District should be consulted in advance
of test shots which create ground motion in the Spring Mountain Range.
The probability for loss of human life is slight, but not impossible.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this environmental
statement.

Sincerely,
o )
\\:27];) 7 : K:';t_’fﬂ

P.M. REES
Director, Regional Planning
and Budget
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UNITED STATES
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Mr. P. M. Rees, Director
Regional Planning and Budget
Forest Service

U.S. Department of Agriculture
324 25th Street

Ogden, Utah 84403

Dear Mr. Rees:

Thank you for your 1etter of March 15, 1977, in which you provided a
comment on the Energy Research and Development Administratlon s Draft
Env1ronmental Impact Statement on the Nevada Test Site, ERDA-~1551-D.

You have emphasized that snowpack conditions in the Spring Mountain
Range of Toiyabe National Forest must be monitored during winters of
heavy snowfall to predict safely the probability of releasing an
avalanche. ERDA agrees that any possibility for the loss of human life
due to avalanche, even though slight, justifies the precautionary measure
of consulting the Las Vegas Ranger District in advance of certain tests.
Discussion of this matter had been ‘included in Section III.A.3.c.(4),

and further mention now has been added in Section IV.A.2. Additional
revisions have been made as a result of other.comments received.

Your interest in ERDA's‘program~at the NevaderTget éite is appreciated.

Sincerely,

ffice of NEPA Coordlnation

Enclosure:
Final Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551

cc: Mr., Errett Deck, USDA
w/encl.
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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

MAR 2 2 W77

Mr. W. H. Pennington, Director

O0ffice of NEPA Coordination

U. S. Energy Research and Development
Administration

Washington, D. C. 20545

Dear Mr.: Pennington:

We have reviewed the Energy Research and Development Administration's
(ERDA) Draft Environmental Impact Statement, ERDA-1551-D, Nevada Test
Site, Nye County, Nevada (January 1977) transmitted to us by your
letter of January 18, 1977. Our specific comments are provided as an
enclosure to this letter.

In general, we note that the information presented in the draft statement
~ does not have enough detail to allow a meaningful evaluation of the
adequacy of the waste disposal methods. Within the context of increasing
national concern over radioactive waste from all nuclear facilities, and
when viewed as another element of a nationwide radioactive waste disposal
programy it appears that waste disposal at the Nevada Test Site should
receive the same scrutiny and meet the same requirements as any other
disposal operation. While the waste management operations are not today
the prime activity at the NTS, they may be singularly important in
protection of public health and safety in the longer term.

We recognize that the NTS, itself, is unique in the depth to which its
geophysical characteristics have been studied and are known. The
combination of operations and test programs have provided extensive
data useful by analogy to sites of more direct interest to NRC. And,
there appears to be ample evidence that off-site impacts have been
controlled for the most part and that a comprehensive continuous
monitoring program should provide an alert to future difficulties.

We believe that ERDA should be encouraged to sustain a strong research
program at the site such as is represented and coordinated by the Nevada
Applied Ecology Group. The site is a valuable resource as a place
uniquely able to provide information and data on the long term transport
and fate of radionuclides in the geosphere and biosphere as characteristic
of the western region of the United States.
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Mr. wﬂ H. Pennington -2 -

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this draft
statement.

Sincerely,

-
R, . T
. —7/? /,/-‘, _ ,-'17/,4 . .
R S N A A P R G

'Voss A. Moore, Assistant Director

for Environmental Projects
Division of Site Safety and
Ervironmental Analysis

Enclosure:
Comments on Nevada
Test Site DES

i

cc: CEQ (5)

MAR 2 2 1977
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS OF NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION STAFF ON
THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT FOR THE NEVADA TEST SITE

DES Section

1.

I1.D.1.a.

IT.D.1.c.

II1.D.8.a.

" (ERDA-1551-D) JANUARY 1977

Comment
© Summary

The method of monitoring the amount of radio--
activity existing offsite in populated areas
should be indicated. Also, what are the
current findings? -

The type of long-term surveillance and what

is planned for the buried radiocactive waste
inventory at each underground test site should
be indicated. As there are no existing
geologic disposal sites for high-level wastes,
the statement that surveillance and control
would be similar to that for such sites is
questionable.

Population Distribution

Tables appropriately keyed to a map with
concentric circles divided into 16 compass
sectors (referenced to true north) would
provide a clearer summary of the offsite popu-
lation distribution by distance and direction
~as.well as curreq;;and projected popuiation.

Land Use of NTS Envitons

It s not c]ear whethier the cited reference 15
’;?'conua1n: a.summary. fjvegetable, fruit, meat,
'“Tand ml]k product1o

r- the areas surround1ng

'the NTS."-What irvigated and nonirrigated food
product1on 1nformai on was used for assessing

" the rad1o]og1ca1 1mpact in this environmental

statement?

- onsite Rasicactivity

The NTS occupational whole body radiation
levels should be related to specific on-site
areas. B




DES Section

oot S o R

11.D.8.d.

11.D.8.d.

C-60.

Comment

The monitoring program or-surveillance used
to determine the extent of tritium movement from
tunnel drajnage ponds in the lithosphere is not
jdentified. The reports containing surveillance
results or radioactivity inventory of these
ponds should be referenced in this section.

Radioactive Wastes

The radiological monitoring program for retired
and active waste burial or storage sites is not
identified. What reports contain surveillance

results and radioactivity inventories for each

NTS waste management site?

Radioactive Waste Management

Indicate the standards used for the disposal
methods vs. types of waste involved.

In the discussion of tailing sites and debris
resulting from tunnel reentry indicate if this
material contains unburned Plutonium, quantify
the term "low level" and define the criteria
used to determine the suitability of soil
covering amount. Can this soil covering be
compared to standards being developed for
covering Uranium mill tailings piles or
commercial shallow land burial sites?

In the discussion of the 27 retired sites, the
nature of the radioactive wastes buried at these

sites should be indicated. Also, the method of

burial should be indicated as well as any
long-term surveillance monitoring. Is there
any trans-uranic material buried at these
locations?

In the discussion of waste in drilled holes, -
it should be stated whether such waste is
recoverable, what the surface water conditions
at the holes are and the method of plugging, if
any, should be indicated.

-
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-

11.D0.8.d.

I1.D.8.e.

IT1.A.4.

C-61

Comment
Active Waste Management Sites

The method of selection of designated waste
management areas should 'be indicated. The

criteria for this se’ert1on shou]d be

d1scussed

For those settling ponds containing radioactive
wastes, how is suspension of radioactivity in
air: from entrainment of water or later, of

‘dust in winds, monitored or prevented? Does

the water from drillback contain Plutonium?
What levels of radioactivity occur in tnhe ponds?

-The surface and subsurface hydrologic and soil

properties of the four active radiocactive waste
management sites should be indicated. :

- It is stated that wastes containing greater than

10 - nCi per gram of transuranics are stored
on the surface in sealed drums. The kind of
drums, their method of storage, protection

ﬁméthods and monitoring plans should be indicated.

Offs1te Rad1oact1v1ty

The offsite monitoring. samp]e lTocation, type,:

and- frequency should: be “identified on a map
- or rap; szm11ar to F1gure 11-22 used 1n Section
'II D i

© T The - concen1rat1on of”“ob1e gases other than
“Krypton<85-and -Xen
- 'samples “should¥al
““-ambiént Tevels: detectid.” It is not clear
* ‘whether milk samples are analyzed for I-131 or

33-measured in air

d1scussed in terms of

what range of concentrations have been measured.
Underground Nuclear Testing, Emergency Procedures

It would be appropriate to discuss offsite
radiation exposure criteria and expected or
planned actions to mitigate exposures to the
general public in this section.




DES Section
IV.A.5.a.

IV.A.5.b.(1)

IV.A.5.b.(2)

IV.A.5.c.

C-62

Comment

Effects from Underground Nuclear Testvng,
On-Site Radioactivity

Occupaticnal radiation exposure experience
should be indicated in at least general terms,
with average and maximum annual exposures to
individuals and the total man-rem per year
discussed for each type of activity.

Sources

The fate of the fission products after they are
piped to the tile field near the R-MAD facility
should be discussed. Also, the duration of
storage of "hot" hardware adJacent to the R-MAD
building should be indicated.

Active Waste Management Site

For the collection and consolidation of
radioactive wastes in the new Area 5 Complex, it
should be stated if such procedure will involve
exhuming buried wastes, and if so, will such
relocation offset the exposure to workers
received during the relocation?

Environmental Impacts and Effects - Radioactivity

The radiological impact for the offsite population
and individuals should be summarized in this
section. The radiological considerations should
include exposure pathways associated with the
specific land use characteristics in the offsite
vicinity of the NTS. The radiological impecct

or annual . dose commitment for onsite workers
should also be summarized in this section.
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UNITED STATES
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20845

Mr. Voss A. Moore

Assistant Director for
Environmental Projects

Division of Site Safety and
Environmental Analysis

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Mr. Moore:

Thank you for your letter of March 22, 1977, with comments on the
Energy Research and Development Administration's Draft Environmental
Impact Statement on the Nevada Test Site, ERDA-1551-D.

The NRC comments have been reviewed, and some additional material which
appeared appropriate has been inserted into the Final Environmental
Impact Statement and a copy enclosed for your information. Also, staff
responses to some of your comments are enclosed.

Your letter contains oné general recommendation that there be more
detail in the Envirommental Impact Statement concerning waste disposal
in order tec allow a meaningful evaluation of the adequacy of the methods
used. The Final Statement and our responses to your comments provide
information concerning the specific situations where wastes generated by
the weapons program are disposed of at the NTS. However, neither the
ongoing program nor the program now planned for the NTS involves any
nationwide program for disposal of radiocactive waste. Should planning
for such an activity for the NTS be instituted, another Environmental
Impact Statement probably would be prepared.

Your interestin ERDA‘s“progtam at the Nevada Test Site is appreciatéd.
Your comments have assis;ed us in improving the Final Envirommental
Impact Statement in the area of discussion of radioactive wastes.

Sincerely,

fice of NEPA Coordination

Enclosures:

1. Staff Responses

2, Final Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551 (5)
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. . ERPA STAFF RESPONSES .TO
»RC COMIE\TS ON DEAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
FOR THE NEVADA TEST SITE, ERDA-1551-D

~Comments in the order in which they appeared in the NRC letter are
briefly stated below, followed by staff remarks:

DESlsegtiOh" _ - Specific Comments
s SR ‘ Summary
Comment : ‘ The method of monitoring the amount of radioéctivity

existing offsite in populated-areas should be indicated.
‘Also, what are the current findings?

‘Response: - 'As described in Section II.D.8., offsite radioactivity
: " " has been monitored since the beginning of testing

acfivities at Nevada in 1951. Today there is continuous

‘air monitoring and there are analyses of water, soil,
‘milk, livestock, and vegetation samples that are collected
on a periodic basis. The offsite monitoring efforts have
shown slightly elevated levels of airborne radioactive
gases on several occasions. However, the annual exposures
to radloact1v1ty around the NIS are approximately 130

. millirem per year; levels whlch ‘are typical of the
' southwestern states.

Comment: ~‘;The type of long-term survelllance and what is planned
’ o for the buried radioactive waste inventory at each
underground_test site should be-indicated. As there
are no existing geologic disposal sites for high-level
. wastes, the statement that surveillance and control
- .would be similar to that for such sites is questionable.

Response:, . ~ NRC is correct in observing that there are no existing
geologic disposal sites for high-level wastes so that
there is no example after which we may pattern a long-
term surveillance program. The Final Environmental
Impact Statement has been corrected on this point.
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DES Section B Sp°c1flc Comments

Response:

II.D.l.c.

Response:'

II.DCS'aQ

Populatlon Distribution

Tables appropriately keyed to a map with concentric circles
divided into 16 compass sectors (referenced to true north)
would provide a clearer summary of the offsite population
distribution by distance and direction as well as current
and projected population.

The method of display. suggested for the population distribution
was attempted in an earlier draft of the environmental state-~
ment. In our Judgment this type of display was found

v,unsatlsfactony in the case where the sparse population exists
in and around discrete population centers which are widely

separated. The population map shown on Figure II-5, page 2-19,

- was considered a better method to indicate the populatlon

distribution.
Land Use of NTS Environs

It is not clear vhether the cited reference 15 contains a
summary of vegetable, fruit, meat, and milk production for the

 areas surrounding the NTS. Uhat irrigated and nonirrigated

food production information was used for assessing the radio-
logical impact in this environmental statement?

Reference 15 does not contaln a deualled summary of meat,
vegetable, frult .and. milk productlon for the area. It
primarily concentrates 1nformatlon on famlly arid dairy cows,
and goats. -All food production'is by irrigation 1nclud1ng
home .gardens.. EPA conducted fruit and vegetable studies in
1974 and 1976 in the NTS env1rons.,k

0n31te Radloact1v1ty

The NTS occupatlonal whole body radiatlon levels should be
related to spec1f1c on-51te areas. )
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DES Secticn Spacific Comments (Cont)

Response<:

NTS is generally treated as a single area for occupational
exposure record purposes. Every individual entering the
Test Site receives a personnel monitoring device. Operations
in radiation areas (exposure rate > 5mr/ hs are closely
supervised with workers' exposure individually tracked.
However from a general sense, craftsman move from area to

: area depending -on work requirements, and thus each individual

is tracked with an automatic management alert set at specified

v rthresholds.‘

II.D.8.a. (Cont)

Response

Ir.D.8.d.

Response:

Comment.

;fThe mon1tor1ng program or surveillance used to determine the
" extent of tritium movement from tunnel drainage ponds in the

llthosphere is-not identified. The reports containing
surveillance results or radiocactivity 1nventory of these ponds

"should be referenced in this section.

WA

There is no specific program to determine movement of tritium
in the lithosphere; however, monthly, routine grab samples are
collected and analyzed to assay radioactivity in the ponds.
They are reported in the onsite radiological safety reports
published by Reynolds Electrical & Engineering Co., Inc. The
reference is: "Environmental Sampling Results at the Nevada
Test SLte, July 1970 thru June 1976," to be publlshec.

Radloactlye Wastes

The radiological monitoring program for retired and active

" waste burial or storage sites is not identified. What reportsi

contain surveillance results and radloact1v1ty inventories for

'each NTS waste management site?

The Nevada Test Site as a whole has radiological monitoring -

program which includes air and water sampllng The results

of these samples are included in "Envircnmental Sampling Results
at the Nevada Test Site, July 1970 through June 1976," referred
to above. Radioactive waste inventories burled or stored in

_wasté management sites at the NTS are being reported on a

quarterly basis through the 'ERDA Solid waste Information
Management System (SWIMS). The SWIMS data are available from
USERDA, Division of Vaste Management, Production, and Processing
Operatlons Branch, M/S B-107, Washlngton, D. C. 20545.

o
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4

DES Szction Specific Comments (Cont)

II.D.S.dI

Response:

II.D.8.d.

Response:

Radioactive Waste Manegement

Indicate the standards used for the disposal methods VS
types of waste involved..

The Nevada Operations plan "Operational Radioactive Waste
Management Plan for the Nevada Test Site," NVO-185, in
process of publication, defines the criteria for segregating
and packaging of radioactive waste materials for either

- long-term storage or burial, and designates those site

locations at NIS that would be most suitzble to long-term
radioactive waste storage or burial.

(Cont) . Comment,

In the discussion of tailing 51tes and debris resulting from
tunnel reentry indicate if this-material contains unourned
plutonium, quantify the term "low level" and define the

‘criteria used to determine the SUltabllltj of soil covering

amount. Can this soil coverlno be comparsd to standards
being developed for covering uraniunm mill tailings piles or
commer01al shallow land burial 51ues°

Radioactive tailings generated from past tunnel reentry
operations contain aged fission radionuclides vhich in some
cases can be contaminated with' traces of plutonium. At
present vhen radicactivity is initially incurred during a
reentry, a solil sample is removed for radiochemical analysis.
If the soil is radiocactive, it is removed to an unused drift,
later to be: sealed when the drift is full.

For the purposes of these mining operatlons radioactive
tailings (not containing alpha emitters) reading less than

0.4 mrad/h are:-considered low-level waste and may be removed

-to the portgl;tailingsfpile. Debris-of this nature is rapidly

covered with: clean rock obtained from uncontaminated mining.
It is estimated’that less than one psrcent of the talllngs
removed from these mined areas has any radioactive contami-
nation.  The maxlmum,patentlal_exposure to the uncovered or
covered tailing piles is considerably less than the occupa-
tional guldellnes for a controlled area prov1ded in ERDAM

0521.}.
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5
DES Ssction
I1.D.2.d. (Cont) Comment

In the discussion of the 27 retired sites, the nature of the

radioactive wastes buried at these sites should be indicated.
Also, .the method of burial should be indicated as well as any
long-term surveillance monitoring. Is there any transuranic

material buried at these locations?

Response: The 27 retired sites at the NTS consist principally of piles

' of activated and contaminated cement and metal debris, which
following the atmospheric tests of the 1950's were scraped and
gathered together (at different locations that would not
“interfere with current operations). These locations are
retired surface storage sites, not burial sites. Plutonium has

been identified at some of thgse sites.

The long term surveillance monitoring of the sites is encom- .
passed within the radiological monitoring program addressed in
comments II.D.8.a. and II.D.8.d. above.
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6
DES Seciicn
II.D.8.d. (Cont) Comment

In the discussion of waste in drilled holes, it should be
stated whether such waste is recoverable, what the surface
water conditions at the holes are and the method of plugging,
if any, should be indicated.

Response:; Radioactive waste placed in these "drilled holes" mentioned
on page 2-100, (these holes are steel cased and the bottoms
are cement plu ged) is coring debris which has been treated
with Calseal (a patented material used to solidify liquids)
prior to its placement into the cased hole. These wastes are
classified material and are not recoverable. Wnenever a
waste hole is full, or of no further use, it is backfilled
“to the surface w1th cement and a steel cover welded to the
ca31ng.

Thevcaslng extends . above the surface so that any surface
drainage water is excluded. These holes (50 to 200 ft in
depth) are well disolated from the groundwater which is some
300 meters below the surface.

II.D.8.d. -Acgive Waste Management Sites

The method of selection of designated waste management areas
should be indicated. . The criteria for this selection should
be dlscussed. i '

Response: During the early days of weapons testing, the locations of
: radioactive waste burial and 'storage areas at NIS were
-selected based on operational convenience. The new Area 5
waste management site is located on high, dry alluvial soil,
free of surface water drainage areas, and more than 600 ft
gbove the wator table.
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DES Ssction
I1.D.S.d. (Cont) " Comment

Response:

For those settling ponds containing radiczstive wastes,

how is suspension of radioactivity in air from entrainment

of water or later, of dust in winds, monitored or prevented?
Does the water from drillback contain plutonium? What levels
of radioactivity occur in the ponds?

The ERDAM 0513, "Effluent Env1ronmental Monitoring and
Reporting” requires annual reports to ERDA/EQ of any radio-
active effluents from the Nevada' Test Site. To provide these
data for the contaminated waters of the NTS settllng ponds,
the concentration of radionuclides in the ponds is determined
quarterly, and the evaporative losses of tritium reported.
Traces of plutonium have been identified in scme of these
ponds (107'° pCi/ml or 1107° RCG).

Air sampling has not 1nd1cated any detecteble resuspension of
radioactivity from dried settling ponds. Uind entra_nment
(resuspension) of radioactivity from desert flats has not been
evidenced as a problem. See pages 2-92, 2~95 of the Draft
Environmental Statement. v

II.D.8.d. (Cont) Comment

Response;

The surface and subsurface throloalc and soil properties of
the four active rad.oactive waste managemsnt sites should be
indicated.

The surface and subsurface hydrologlc and soil prOpe”tles of
the wasteAmanaoement site in Area 5 1s indicated in response to
& previous comment.

The UBax crater is a subsidence crater frcm a past underground
nuclear test, PACA, detonated on 5-7-62 zt a depth of 848 feet,
about 650 feet zbove the water table. The original subsidence
crater formed in dry alluvial soil zbove the PACA chimney was
approximately 480 feet in diameter and 60 fzet deep. There is
little, if any, surface water which drains into the subsidence
crater from the surrounding area, however, it does act as a
catchment basin for the llmlted rainfall. Infiltration and
evaporation prevent ponding in the crater bottom. ‘;;>
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DES Section

Response (Cont)

The U3fi drill hole is an abandoned, cased implacement hole
about 1.8 meters in diameter and has been plugged with concreste
below a depth of about 24,0 meters. The hole is drilled in

_ alluvial soil and rock and is located on the alluvial fan

north of Yucca Lake.' The casing extends about a foot above
the surface and is capped with locked covers for security
purposes. These features prevent the entrance of surface
drainage water. The water table is approximately 1500 feet
below the surface.

Horn Silver mineshaft in Area 26 is an abandoned shaft mined
into altered volcanic rocks vhich contained gold and silver ore:
The shaft has been des 1gnatea as a disposal site for classified
radioactive waste. A concrete plug has been poured over waste

- in the partially filled mineshzaft at a depth of about 128 meter:

A concrete collar (or pad) with a steel cover and 1lid with a
security lock has been installed at the opening to the shaft.
This prevents the entrance of surface drainage water. The wate:
table is estimated to be about 1000 feet deep. ' '

For a more general description of the surface and subsurface
hydrologic, soil, and rock properties of the NTS, see Sections
II.D.4., Geology, and II.D.5., Hydrology, in the Draft Environ-
mental Statement.

II.D.8.d. (Cont) Comment

Response:

It is stated that.wastes centalnlhg'greater than 10 nCi per
gram of transuranlcs are stored on the surface in sealed drums.

The kind of drums,’ their method of* storace, protection methods

and monitoring plans should be indlcated._

The NIS storage of transuranlc waste 1s regulated by the Nevada
Operations” ‘Office’ s "Operatlonal Radioactive Waste Hanagenent

~ Plan," re¢erred to ‘previously.  This plan prov1d°s guidance to

all waste generators at the NTS as to: various types of drums
and boxes used for storage, criticality safety and security
responsibility, radiological monitoring and control requirements,
and related information.
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DES Section

II.D.8.8.

RespoﬁSeé

II.D.8.c.

Responsé:

IIT.A.

Responses

Offsite Radioactivity

The offsite monltorlng sample location, type, and frequency
should be identified on a map or maps similar to Figure II-22

used 1n ‘Section II D.

Flgures 620 3 in EMSL-LV-539-L4 (reference 15) provide this
information and are not appropriate for the EIS because of

thelr large number.:
(Cont) Comment

The concentration of noble gases other than krypton-85 and
xenon—133 measured in air samples should also be discussed in

terms of ambient levels detected. It is not clear whether
milk samples are analyzed for I-131 or what range of concen-
tratlons have been measured. .

No noble gases other than krypton-85 and the xenon isotopes

are measured by the analytlcal methods.. The second sentence

of the "Radioactivity in Milk" section (P2-109)_states that the
samples are analyzed for gamma emitters. No detectable iodine-
131 has -occurred in offsite milk samples since 1970. The maxdimun
1970 levels are referenced on page L-21 of the Draft Environmental

Statement.
Underground Nuclear Testing, Emergency Procedures

It would be appropriate to discuss, offsite radiation exposure
crlterla and expécted or planned actions to mitigate exposures
to the general publlc in this section.

The present radiation exposure. crlferla for offsite populations
are those found in ERDAM 0524. The EPA v
has prepared detailed plans for emergency. ‘actions. It is felt
that section III.A. Lo contains a reasonable summary of actions

to be taken.
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DES Section
IV.A.5.a8. Effects from Underground Nuclear Testing, On-Site Radioactivity

Occupational radiation exposure expérience should be indicated
in at least general terms, with average and maximum annual
exposures to individuals and the total man-rem per year discussed
for each type of activity.

Response: ERDA and ERDA contractor radiation exposure experience is pub-
lished annually by HQ in the detail requested (e.g., see ERDA-
76/119) To summarize, every effort is made at the NTS to keep
occupational exposures to as low as practicable. In the past
five years, no one at the NTS has had an exposure to radiation.
greater than four rem total exposure for any year. In 1976, of
the 16,827 people badged on the NTS, 98.7 percent had zero
exposure, and of the remaining, there was no exposure greater
than one rem.

IV.A.5.b. (1) Sources

The fate of the fission products aftver thny are piped to the
tile field near the R-MAD facility should be discussed. Also,
the duration of storage of "hot' hardwere adjacent to the
R-MAD building should be indicated.

Response: The nonvolatile fission products remain in the tile field area.
The existing hardware adjacent to the R-MAD building is part of

the FY 1978-1979 NRDS cleanup and will be moved and buried
during this period. The hardwere from the planned tests at
R-MAD will be stored adjacent to the bulldlng as long as
operationally necessary.

IV.A.5.b.(2) Active Waste Management Site

For the collectlon and consolidation of radioactive nastes in
the new Area 5 Complex, it should be stated if such procedure
will involve exhuming buried wastes, and if so, will such

relocation offset the exposure to workers received during the

relocation?

Response: There are no plans at present to exhume buried wastes.
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DES Szction

IVQAOS oCoe

Response:

Environmental Impacts and Effects - Radioactivity

The radiological impact for the offsite population and
individuals should be summarized in this section. The
radiological considerations should include exposure pathways
associated with the specific land use characteristics in the
offsite vicinity of the NIS. The radiological impact or
annual dose commitment for onsite workers should also be

summarized in this section.

This subgect for the offsite population is covered in detail
in EMSL-LV-539-4 (reference 15). The onsite population is
monitored by an extensive dosimetry system including mandatory
£ilm dosimeters for all who enter the NTS. A routine environ-
mental surveillance program as described on pages 2-78 to 2-88.

Vith the advent of underground testing, exposure to onsite
workers has been minimal. For example, during CY 1976;
16,827 people were film badged. Over 98% had no detecteble
exposure and there were no exposures exceeding 1 rem.



The Nevada State Museum

CAPITOL COMPLEX
CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89710
Telephone (702) 885-4810

resrusry 1%, 1977

Trnig is written ee comucntary on your Jraft “nvaronmiatal Stateasent
for ihe Nevadz Test ~ite, Nye County, Nevada, Lrla-1551-D. T sihell re-
strict my conments tc o single section ol thzat revert thot discusces
ercnzeclogical enl nistoricel voiues, ppe 2-174 througn 2-1%C.

he are exire.ely pleaseC tec Know thet the Nevala Test site will
frotect SLbeD of rc entisl erchaeoicgicel anu historical 1dte*ea+
:nd ne rmuch =lresdy 1o CCuply with eaisting rad .41
such cultural recourcese I dc know that tre lce

: 13« wre worman ¢l L0k ol ris duti in 5 rzdistion

moniterirng leboratery in o"dur thet ne could use tzat time¢ te rocord
some oF tre archzeologicel and hisworical values on thac Test Site.
Otherwise, there wculd be no record of such values present, zs re.orted
in the Ureft 3tatement,

A8 you point out in your second paragraph on nage 2-139, tne ...
formal inv evtlg,tlcn of the dPCﬁB“OlOglC“l and hkisteorical featurec of
NTS has consist d lergely of the rgconna*=fance and spot sampling efforts
of Wormar.." I know of no sutseguent -investigstionoc and reperis orn
Neveda Test Site cultural resources: 'since Worman's dezth in 1970, Since
ithe ertire Test dSite was orly sut ectea to "spot szuplinz' procedures,

I would sugcest that continuous, systerea tlc, intensive archaeclogical
field work woul?d yield: o harvest of hevetofore unreccrded arcraeclogical
values, Surely such rescurces merit.tie:frotective efforts of more thun
just one part time fosition in arch%eulooy. In fMCL, I am wondering if
the Nevade Test Site does now esplcy a full time, or even a ;art time,
professicnal archaeclogist? - o

ﬁrs truly, R(:J_ _.,&‘6

Donald ke ;uo“
Curator of anthropolcuy
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UNITED STATES

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Mr. Donald R. Tuohy
Curator of Anthropology
The Nevada State Museum
Capitol Complex

Carson City, Nevada 89710

Dear Mr. Tuohy:

Thank you for your letter of February 16, 1977, concerning the
Energy Research and Development Administration's Draft Environmental
Impact Statement on the Nevada Test Site, ERDA-1551-D.

You are correct in your assessment that since the death of Dr. Worman,
there have not been any formalized archaeological investigations conducted
at the Nevada Test Site. However, arrangements have been made recently
with the Desert Research Institute of the University of Nevada to conduct
a systematic cultural resources inventory of the Nevada Test Site. The
effort during Fiscal Year 1977 has been primarily to design and test a
suitable sampling system. Systematic investigations of cultural resources
have been made only at construction sites as they become identified.

In future years, the sampling design will be utilized to inventory
systematically archaeological and historical sites on Pahute, Ranier, and
Buckboard Mesas in addition to new construction sites. The Final Environ-
mental Impact Statement has been revised to reflect this information.
Other revisions have been made as a result of comments received.

Your interest in our program at the Nevada Test Site is appreciated.
Your comments have helped us to clarify important aspects of the effects
of that program. A copy of the Final Environmental Impact Statement is
enclosed for your information. ‘ -

Sincerely,

ce of NEPA Coordination

Enclosure: o
Final Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551

cc w/encl: | ;
Honorable Mike 0'Callaghan
Governor of Nevada

Mr. Bruce D. Arkell
State Planning Coordinator
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Washington, D.C. 20520

BUREAU OF OCEANS AND INTERNATIONAL
ENVIRONMENTAL AND SCIENTIFIC AFFAIRS

March 28, 1977

Mr. W. H. Pennlngton

Director

Office of NEPA Coordination

Energy Research and Development
Administration

Washington, D.C. 20545

Dear Mr. Pennington:

The Department of State has reviewed the Draft Environ-
mental Statement of January 1977 for -the continuation of
ERDA's underground nuclear testing program and other acti-
vities at the Nevada Test Site durlng 1978 and beyond.

Within the Department's area of concern, we have noted
several places where we would like to’ suggest additional,
or revised wording. Most of these changes are proposed
simply for the sake of clarity, but a few are designed to
make the Statement more accurately reflect current U.S.
policy on particular issues.

_ For the sake of simplicity, the proposed changes, and
the rationale for each, are enclosed separately :

*ﬁSlncerely,

V“Herbert Splelman
ut Wi Acting Director
Office of Environmental Affairs
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Recommended Changes
.to the
Draft Environmental Statement
for the
Nevada Test Site

l. Page 1-1. We suggest that a brief statement be added
early in the report setting forth why under NEPA an EIS

is required for the Nevada Test Site and, in turn, why this
new EIS has been prepared. Such a statement could include
the period which this EIS is intended to cover.

2., Page 1-1, second paragraph. Change the third sentence
to read:

"In the interim, pending their entry into force,
the United States has announced its intention to abide by
the yield limits of the treaties." :

REASON: As currently worded, one could infer that the
time of ratification and entry into force would coincide.
While this may be true, we should not anticipate such a
coincidence. As a separate matter, the interim policy which
we have announced is to observe the yield limits, not all
terms of the treaties.

3. Page 1-2, section B, second paragraph. Change the first
sentence to read: B

"Nuclear weapons testing will continue to be conducted
at the Nevada Test Site as a vital part of this research
and development program until the US goal of an international
agreement for discontinuance of test explosions is achieved."

REASON: It is US policy to seek to achieve the dis-
continuance of all test explosions of nuclear weapons for all
time, and to continue negotiations to this end. If an agreement
were reached on discontinuance, nuclear weapons testing could
not remain a vital part of the research and development program.

4. Page 1-7, lines 1-3. The last sentence of the top partial
paragrapn carried over from page 1-6 indicates that inadvertant
radicactivity releases through seepage have been detected
offsite. It would appear to be useful to quantify the mag-
nitude of the amount detected offsite in assessing what

implications for the environment such seepage mav have.

5. Page 1-11, section E. Change the second sentence to read:

"Stoppage, curtailment, or delay of the testing
program would inhibit the development of nuclear weapons
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as one of the elements for the maintenance of our national
security and the development of peaceful applications of
nuclear explosives."

REASON: If the cessation of testing were pursuant
to an undertaking by the United States, its conflict with
other national commitments would presumably have been
resolved, thus no longer constituting a conflict. A second
change to the sentence reflects that elements other than
nuclear weapons may also contribute to the maintenance of our
national security.

6. Page 2-4, second full paragraph. Change the last sentence
to read:

“"This program is consistent with United States under-
takings under Artlcle V of the Treaty on the Nonproliferation
of Nuclear Weapons."

REASON: Because of the complexities of any treaty,
including the NPT, it would be helpful to cite Article V,
which appears to be the subject of this sentence, rather
than attempt to summarize it in the text.

7. Page 2-6, lines 1l and 2. Change the first full sentence
on this page to read:

: "Nuclear weapons testing will continue to be conducted
at the Nevada Test Site as a vital part of this research

and development program until the US goal of an international
agreement for dlscontlnuante of test exp1051ons is achieved."

REASON: See the reason for suggested change number
3 above.

8. Page 2-6, first full paraérhgh;‘;Change'thg last sentence
to read: ~ T et . T

> -
et . ]

"Nuclear tests -are an~1ntegral part of the current
nuclear weapons research and development process and ERDA

believes they continue to be essentlal to the achlevement
of its goals." : (

REASON:’-Accurac§“anHﬁt6 make~ &léar that other agencies
are not assuming to judge the essentiality of underground
tests to meeting ERDA's goals.

9. Page 2-6, bottom paragraph. Change the second sentence
to read:

_ “"Based on current policy, it is expected that the
uvwnderground nuclear testing proagram..."
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REASON: Our expéctatlon of future testing lewels is based
on current policy.  If that policy were to.change, future
testlng levels could. concelvably change.

10. Page 2-6, bottom, paragraph. Change the sixth sentence
to read R

"In‘the interim the United States has announced its
intention to abide by the yield limits of the treaties
pending their entry into force."

REASON: See the reason for suggested change number
2, above. S :

11. Page 2-76, first full paragraph following paragraph c.

It would be useful to define the general ranges in
kilotons for "intermediate" and "high yield" explosions. Other-
wise the reader may not be able to infer if these tests are
above or below one megaton since this EIS addresses tests of
one megaton or less.

12. Page 3-8, top partial paragraph. . A statement should be
added showing that ERDA guidelines are responsive to environ-
mental and treaty constraints. Otherwise one could .
erroneously infer that ERDA may establish whatever standards
it chooses.

13. Page 3-13, paragraph b(l). Change'the first and second
sentences to read: :

"The proposed nuclear test series, submitted by the
Administrator of ERDA, is -reviewed by an 1nterageﬁcy group
under the National Security Council. The President acting
on the group's advice and recommendations, grants programmatic
authorlty for an underground nuclear testing series for a
given fiscal year."

REASON: Accuracy

14. Page 6-1, flrstAparagraph. Change the second sentence
to read:

"In the absence of a national decision to cease testing,
this would directly conflict...."

REASON: 1If there were a national decision to cease
testing, it is reasonable to assume that in making it any
conflicts of policies would be resolved.

-
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15. Page 6-1, bottom paragraph. Change the last sentence
to read:

"...the same conflicts with delineated policy apply
as in A. above if there were no national decision to reduce

the number of tests."

REASON: If there were a national decision to reduce
the number of tests, it is reasonable to assume that in
making it any conflicts of policies would be resolved.

16. Page 6-2, top paragraph. Change the first and second
sentences to read: .

"...commonly re ferred to as the Threshold Test Ban
Treaty, a yield limitation of 150 kt on underground nuclear
. tests will be imposed by the treaty's terms. This will reduce the
‘potential for environmental impact due to induced seismic
motion although the current observation of the TTBT and PNET
yield limits has already had this effect."

: REASON. .To reflect that the 150 kiloton limit is
currently being observed with ar attendant reduction in
environmental impact.

17. Page 6-2, paragraph c. Change the first sentence to read:

"This alternative would lead to a comparable delay
in the advancement of nuclear explosion technology which,
absent a national decision to do do, would conflict with the
national policy...."

REASON: If there were a national decision delay testing,
it is reasonable to assume that, in maklng it, any conflicts
of policies would be resolved.
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UNITED STATES
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545 :

Mr. Herbert Spielman, Acting Director

Office of Environmental Affairs

.Bureau of Oceans and International
Environmental and Scientific Affairs

Department-of State

Washington, D.C. 20520

Dear Mr. Spielman:

Thank you for your letter of March 28, 1977, with comments on and
suggested changes to the Energy Research and Development Admini-
stration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the Nevada Test

Site, ERDA-1551-D. Your suggestions have been accommodated within the
enclosed Final Environmental Impact Statement. o

We appreciate the Department of State's continuing interest in ERDA's
underground nuclear testing program. Your carefully prepared comments
have helped ERDA to make considerable improvements to the document.

Sincerely,

ice of NEPA Coordination

Enclosure:
Final Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551
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Northern Arjzona Council of Governments

P.O.BOX 57 e FLAGSTAFF, AZ - 86001 o (602) 774-1895

WILLIAM C. WADE . T .
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR Regzonal A'95' Revzew

TO: Ms. Jo Youngblood

RE:

Arizona State Clearinghouse
- 1700 W. Washington, Room 505
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Project: Energy Research and Development Administration
Nevada Test Site, Nye County, Nevada - Draft Env. Statement
S.A.I. #: 77-80-0008 .

The NoFthern Arizona Council of Governments (NACOG) has completed
its A-95 Review and Comment- ‘upon the above project. Action taken
on this project notification is as follows: :

[:] Proposal supported as described on the AZ-189 and any attachments.

[:] Proposa] is supported with certain recommendations, provisions, etc.:

X No comment on this proposal at this time.
One reviewer is concerned that (1) weapons testing is controlled
and utilized by qualified, conscientious representatives of the
people of the United States, and (2) activities for peaceful
‘purposes are not at the expense or exclusion of overdue efforts
to develop clean coal and solar sources of energy.

Proposal is not supported.

Please be aware that-NACOG reserves the prerogative of making
additional comments should new information become available to
the Agency.

The Northern'Ari;oha Council of Governments has appreciated this
opportunity to review and comment on this project.

Th
1
i ]1am C.

xecutive D1rector Date: March 29, 1977

THIS A-95 REVIEW IS SUPPORTED IN PART BY A HUD 701 PLANNING GRANT.

-
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Dr. James Schoenwetter C-85
Q "Center for Environmental Studies Souts Avoicaden Tdemier GAD
Department of Anthropology ‘ '
 Arizona State U“é;’;;iity March 7, 1977 swe AZ  nomver 77-80-0008
?empe' ' Economic Sec. Region IXI
: , Game & Fish Region IV
From: Ag%sona Et%tehglearin housg Room 505 ﬁg. gtﬂgig.Energy
: es shington e ._Ato!

hoen¥x, Arizpnagt 8 35? ’ Bealth

This project is referred to you for review and comment. Please evaluate as to: Watgr

(1) the prog_ram's effect upon the élans and programs of your agency

Mineral Resources
Energy Programs

(2) the importance of its contribution to State and/or areawide goals and objectives Emergency Services

(3) its accord with any applicable law, order or regulation with which you are familiar

(4) additional considerations :

Renewable Natural Resources
Environmental Studies

Please return this form to the clearinghouse no later than 15 working days from the date noted above. Please confact the clearinghouse if );ou need further

information or additional time for review,

ﬁ'ﬂo comment on this project
O Proposal is supported as written
[J Comments as indicated below

Comments: (Use additional sheets if necessary)

vue 2l _Mar 72

. Telephone.-




TO: C 86 . .Q

Mr. Roger Roat, Acting Chief
Office of Planring
Dept. of Econ. Security

State Application Identifier (SAI)

'1717 W. Jefferson March 7, 1977 = g,. AZ Nomber 1 7-80-0008
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 - . Economic Sec. Region III
Game & Fish Region ™
e JolEme S oo T -
s shlin n e - .
%hoen?:e:, Arizonagto b5t Health
This project is referred to you for review and commert, Please evaluate as to: Watgr
' S : Mineral Resources
(1) the program’s effect upon the plans and programs of your agency Energy Programs

(2) the importance of its contribution to State and/or areawide goals and objectives gergggiy Ne?icisRe
3) its accord with licable law, - . - newable Natura sources
(3) its accord with any applicable law, order or regulation with which you are familiar Environmental Studies

(4) additional considerations

Please return this form to the clearinghouse no later than 15 working days from the date noted above. Please contact the clearinghouse if you need further
information or additional time for review.

O _No comment on this project
Proposal is supported as written
[ Comments as indicated below

Comments: (Use additional sheets if necessary)

Reviewer"s Signature. ﬁl/;/(&"(_ [ W Date -7 70375
'mm)ke’: ﬂ &W Telephone / 72 2y -S9F Y

-



Mr. Donald C. Gilbert, Exec.Dir. c-87

Arizona Atomic Energy Comm.
1601 West Jefferson Street
Phoenix, AZ 85007

March 7, 1977 sae AZ

State Application Ideatifier (SAI)

Number 77-80-000E

. Arizona State Clearln house - -
From: g Room 505

Wash t t
B Oen st AT scRRI g bR

This project is referred to you for review and comment. Please evaluate asto:

(1) the program’s effect upon the plans and programs of your agency

(2) the importance of its contribution to State and/or areawide goals and objectives
(3) its accord with any applicable law, order or regulation with which you are familiar
(4) additional considerations

- Emergency

Region III
Region IV

Economic Sec.

Game & Fish

Ag. & Hort.

Az. Atomic Energy
Health ° ‘
Water

Land

Mineral Resources
Energy Programs
ervices
Renewable Natural Resources
Environmental Studies

Please return this form to the clearinghouse no later than 15 working days from the date noted above. Please contact the clearinghouse if you need further

information or additional time fox review,

CJ No comment on this project
O Proposal is supported as written
O Comments as indicated below -

- RECEIVED

Comments: (Use additional sheets if necessary)

T RAR 111977

ARIZONA 87TOMIT HNERSY
CUMMIBIION

Roviewer's Signature. JW 7Y LYY

Tite ﬂxu Yy

o

e 32127

Telepbone 17, ‘/g ,/'7




TO:
Mr. Wesley E. Steiner,
State Water Commission
222 N. Central Ave., Suite 800
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 .

At:.zona State Clear:l.n house

. From:
Wash g t, Room 505
%Kggni’if"uiioéﬁg"“ Akl

This project is referred to you for review and comment. Please eva.luate as to:

- (1) the program’s effect upon the plans and programs ‘ot" your ageacy

(2) the importance of its contribution to State and/or areawide goals and objectives
(3) its accord with any applicable law, order or' regulanon thh which you are famihax

(4) addinonal considerations

-88

State Application Identiﬂet (SAY)

March 7, 1977 AZ

State

-

' Numie: 77-80-0008

Economic Sec.

Game & Fish

Ag. & Hort.

Az. Atomic Energy
Health ..,

Water

‘Land -

Mineral Resources
Energy Programs
- Emergency Services

Region III
Region IV

Renewable Natural Resources
Env:.romnental Studies . ..

Please return this form to the clearinghouse no later than 15 wokag days from the date noted above Please contact the cleannghouse if you need further

information or additional time for review.

& No comment on this project
3 Proposal is supported as written
£] Comments as indicated below

Comments: (Use additional sheets if necessary)

S s
"’///(C/(t'\_

Date

Reviewer's Signature. £
///"'
/-,L ol A

Title

SRR
st / H

oy

S AT AV

Telephone =58
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<

Dr. Suzanne Dandoy, Di.rect;or Stste Application Identifier (SAD
Department of Health Services
1740 West Adams Street , : March 7, 1977  gue A2 jyme 77-80-0008
Phoenix, Arlzcng 85007 Economic Sec. Region IIIX
» learingh | S more, Reglon IV
Arizona State Clearinghouse g. ort. ,
From: .
t § t Room 505 Az. Atomic Ener
Bloon Yo A¥eSaRRT gl Health &
This project s referred to you for review and comment. Please evaluate as to: mgr
. ' Mineral Resources
(1) the program’s effect upon the plans and programs of your agency Energy Programs
(2) the importance of its contribution to State and/or areawide goals and objectives Emergency Services

Renewable Natural Resources

(3) its accord with any applicable law, order or regulation with which you are familiar Environmental Studies

(4) additional considerations

Please return this form to the clearinghouse no later than 15 working days from the [date noted above, Please contact the clearinghouse if you need further
information or additional time for review.

gNo comment on this project
Proposal is supported as written
[J Comments as indicated below

Comments: (Use additional sheets if liecessa.ry)

4'_/ .’. , P T——— — T
Reviewer's Signature //QB\M S@‘— . N " Date 7

ASSISTANT D!nECTOR
ARIZONA DZPT C’

A

EA SERVICES
T

LTH
"L HEALTH SERVICES Telephone

Titte DIV. CF EHNIRTNS

@ e MO
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p— — _‘._/ . .
M.r. John Jett, Director : o arteation Taestier GAD
Mineral Resources Department
Fairgrounds, Mineral Building AZ -~ 27-80-0008
1826 West McDowell Road~ March 7, 1977  swe Nuber
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 _ Economic Sec. Region III
! i. RSt A ﬁame&&HFiﬁh Region IV
Arizona State Clearinghouse g. & Hort.
From: g : } )
Washington et, Room 505 Az, Atomic Energy
bR n s T At 2 s RR T Ong BBt O Health
“This project is referred to you for review and comment. Please evaluate as to: Watgr .
: L ' Mineral Resources
{1) the program's effect upon the plans and programs of your agency Energy Programs
(2) the importance of its contribution to State and/or areawide goals and objectives Emergency Services

Renewable Natural Resources

(3) its accord with any applicable law, order or regulation with which you are familiar Environmental Studies

(4) additional considerations

' Please return this form to the clearinghouse no later than 15 working days from the date noted above. Please contact the clearinghouse if you need further
information or additional time for review.

No comment on this project
O Proposal is supported as written
O Comments as indicated below

Comments: (Use additional sheets if necessary)

Date j/ld—' 7 z,
Telephonev'z 2/-37 ?/\__

w
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TO: Mr. Andrew L Bettwy

Department of Land

Comm., State Application Identifier (SAI)
1624 W. Adams St., 4th Floor-
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 March 7, 1977 - g AZ Number 7 7-80-0008
' . Economic Sec. . Region III
i thame&&HF;s:h Region IV
Arizona State Clearln house’ ge. ort.
From: [
1700 West_Washington g et, Room 505 Az. Atomic Energy
Phoen‘gx, AVESOa0Tt §gget- Health
This project is referred to you for review and comment, Please evaluate as to: ’ Watg;
o - . Mineral Resources
(1) the program’s effect upon the plans and programs of your agency . Enerqgy Programs
(2) the importance of its contribution to State and/or areawide goals and objectives Emergency Services

Renewable Natural Resources

(3) its accord with any applicable law, order or regulation with which you are familiar Environmental Studies

(4) additional considerations

Please return this form to the clearinghouse no later than 15 working days from the date noted above. Please contact the clearinghouse if you need further

information or additional time for review.

3 No comment on this project
{3 Proposal is supported as written
_ B Comments as indicated below

134

Comments: (Use additional sheets if necessary) ' :STA E LAHD D
3-16-77

The State land Department, Division of Natural Resource Conservation has read °
the Draft Environmental Statement Nevada Test Site, Nye County, Nevada, published
January 1977. The.land Department would encourage your proposed experiments

on commercial radio-ective waste disposal. Arizona is in the process of constructing
a muclear power plant at Palo Verde, and any contrlbutlon your work in this area
could furnish us would be timely.

EPT. -

g wer's Signal @/7 %Q—Z/ ) ] Date___3-16=77
‘ \Revie: gnature 5 Fog gyaS péw B :

Tite.... Administrative Ass:.stant ' Telephone 271-4625

-




TO:

oo -

te Application Identifier (SAI)
Mr. Robert Jantzen, Dlrector
Game and Fish Dept. /| Mareh 7, 1977 sse BZ  Numper 77-80-000
2222 W. Greenway - p—
Phoenix, Ari a 85023 Economic Sec. Region III
zon h game &Hrégh Region IV
‘ . Arizona State Clearinghouse g. ort.
From:
1700 West_Washington § et, Room 505 . Az._Atomic Energy
] Phoen?x, Arizonagt kgget Health
This project is referred to you for review and comment. Please evaluate as to: g:;gr
- ‘ Mineral Resources
(1) the program’s effect upon the plans and programs of your agency Energy Pro rams
(2) the importance of its contribution to State and/or areawide goals and objectives Emergency Services

'(3) its accord with any appaicable law, order or regulation with which you are familiar

(4) additiona! considerations

Renewable Natural Resources
Environmental Studies

Please return this form to the clearinghouse no later than 15 working days from the date noted above. Please contact the clearinghouse if you need furthe

information or additional time for review.

o comment on this project
0 Proposal is supported as written
[J Comments as indicated below

Comments: (Use additional sheets if necessary)

oo Worcls 4, 1977 @

Telephone94 Z: 306@_
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TO: Col. George B. Jordan, Dir.
Div. of Emergency Services State Application Identifier (SAI)
5636 East McDowell Road : ‘
Phoenix, Arizona 85008 March 7, 1977 se B2 Number ! 7—-80-0008
' Economic Sec. Region III
game&&HFigh Region 1V
Arizona State Clearinghouse . g. ort.
From: mic Ener
1700 West_Washington g et, Room 505 Az. Atomic qy
Phoengx, Arizonagt 55getr Heal
This project is referred to you for review and comment, Please evaluate as to: g:ggr '
. ' : Mineral Resources
(1) the program’s effect upon the plans and programs of your agency Energy Programs
(2) the importance of its contribution to State and/or areawide goals and objectives Emergency Services

Renewable Natural Resources

(3) its accord with any applicable law, order ot regulation with which you are familiar Environmental Studies

(4) additional considerations

- Please return this form to the clearinghouse no later ‘than 15 working days from the date noted above. Please contact the clearinghouse if you need further
« information or additional time for review. '

0 No comment on this project
{0 Proposal is supported as written
[ Comments as indicated below

Commenu (Use additional sheets if necessary)

. ,,"_J cﬁ/vmer( /Léb<zq§adkiﬁrt<;ga/ <£2ﬁ>szZ,1,h‘;ZL%;J_

”jZfi:‘,Zzi;;:fjigéffij:74ﬂaed¢ ’::Z ' 4/¢vv¢41;-«49 «éisﬂ;amuézb
Tt &5 /SORT

Roviewer's Signature. 7" : ‘ /%/C'Id /4 /7 77
uﬂ. ﬂﬁé% “/ f f@ cL’C/ f E2 i/} Cgs mmf.z [/~ ‘7’ 4 7/
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TO: . .
Mr, .R' K. Perry, Acting Directi:orv State Application Identifier (SAI)
Agriculture & Horticulture Dept.
421 Capitol Annex West o :
: March 7, 1977 AZ 77-80-0008

Phoenix, Arizona 85007 o : L State Number :

. Economic Sec. Region IIT

Game & Fish : Region IV
Fom  A5izone it%teh“e:mghwsz Room 505 2. £ BOLE. oy
. ington e om .
Phoen?if Arigonag ongegget ' Health

This project is referred to you for review and comment. Please evaluate as to: g:ggr
. Mineral Resources
. (1) the program’s effect upon the plans and programs of your agency Energy Programs
" (2) the importance of its contribution to State and/or areawide goals and objectives Emergency Services

Renewable Natural Resources

3y it . . . . . e R
(3) its accord with any applicable law, order or regulation with which you are familiar Environmental Studies

(4) additional considerations

Please return this form to the clearinghouse no later than 15 working days from the date noted above. Please contact the cleannghouse xf you need funher
information or additiona! time for review.

D No comment on this project
K Proposal is supported as written
[0 Comments as indicated below

Comments: (Use additional sheets if necessary)

a;m«,s.mamm m(@t/uﬂ _ | - e 3////77{

LT Zl\.ﬂ#..@bA ..... — o Telephongl UEETS




TO: Tom Lynch, Chief
Energy Programs

Room 507

1700 W. wWashington
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Arizona State Clearinghouse

From:
%700 Yest Washington8 Bsset,,Room 505

hoenix, Arizona

This project is referred to you !‘9: review and comment, Please evaluate as to:

i

(1) the program’s effect upon the plans and programs of yodt agency

(2) the importance of its contribution to State and/or areawide goals and objectives
(3) its accord with any applicable law, order or regulation with which you are familiar

(4) additional considerations

March 7, 1977

State Application Identifier (SAI)

State AZ Number 77-80-000

Region III
Region IV

Economic Sec.

Game & Fish

Ag. & Hort.

Az. Atomic Energy

Health =~

Water

Land

Mineral Resources-
Energy Programs . ‘
Emergency Services

Renewable Natural Resources i
Environmental Studies

Please retutn this form to the clearinghouse no later than 15 working days from the date noted above. Please contact the clearinghouse if you need further

information or additional time for review.

/ﬁ No comment on this_[;roject
D Proposal is supported as written
[J Comments as indicated below

Comments: (Use additional sheets if necessary)

w3l 77

Teleph éZ)Z/Z'j3'35¢9.EE§
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UNITED STATES Q
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMlNISTRATIDN
© WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Ms. Jo Youngblood

Arizona State Clearinghouse
1700 W. Washington, Room 505
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Dear Ms. Youngblood:

Thank you for providing comments from the various agencies within

the government of the State of Arizona regarding the Energy Research
and Development Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement
on the Nevada Test Site, ERDA~1551-D. The statement has been revised

based on the comments received and a copy of the Final Environmental
Impact Statement is enclosed for your information.

Your interest in ERDA's program at the Nevada Test Site is appreciated.

Sincerely,

Penningtony” Director
ice of NEPA Coordination

Enclosure:
Final Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551 (15)

cc: Honorable Raui H. Castro
Governor of Arizona
w/encl.



_STATE OF NEVADA

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE OF PLANNING COORDINATION
CAPITOL BUILDING, ROOM 48
CAPITOL COMPLEX
CARSON CiTY, NEVvADA 88710

(702) 885.4865 -

April 14, 1977

Mr. James L. Liverman

Assistant Administrator for

Environment and Safety

Energy Research and Development Administration
Washington, D.C. 20545

Re: SAl NV #77800022 - Draft E!S - Nevada Test Site
Dear Mr. Liverman:

Attached are comments from the following affected State Agencies
concerning the above referenced Environmental Impact Statement:

Environmental Protection Services
Department of Fish and Game

These comments constitute the State Clearinghouse review of this
proposal, and we would appreciate it if you would incorporate these
comments in your final Environmental Impact Statement.

Wyl

Sinéefelyf '

Bruce 'D. Arkell
.-State Planning Coordinator

BDA/cc
Attachments

cc: Environmental Protection Services
Department of Fish and Game

-




STATE OF NEVADA
DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION SERVICES
" CAPITOL COMPLEX
CARSON CITY. NEVADA 89710

February 28, 1977

MEMORANDUM

TO: Bruce Arkell, State Planning Coordinator

FROM: Nendéll.D. McCurry, Water Quality Officer §22457;%;7L‘—
RE: SAl NV #77800022 - Draft EIS, Nevada Test Site - Nye County

In reference to the above mentioned project, we forward the
following comments:

Air Quality Control

All operations must comply with Nevada Air Quality Regulations as enforced
by the Environmental Protection Services. There are no comments included

regarding ambient air monitoring re: fugitive dust created by processing

equipment or possible sources of air contaminant other than radio-active.

Why not? (Galen Flinn)

Water Poliution Control

No comment. (Wendell D. McCurry)

Solid Waste Management

No comment. (H. LaVerne Rosse)

pc

cc: Frank Holzhauer
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MIKE O'CALLAGHAN
. GOVERNOR
e

Tremrr A GLEN K. GRIFFITH
Lo DiIrEcTOR
1100 VALLEY ROAD i P.O. BOX 10678 RENO. NEVADA 88510 \"':TLE‘LEP‘HONE (702) 784-6219

March 18, 1977

Mr. Bruce D. Arkell
Planning Coordinator
Governor's Office
Carson City, NV. 89701

Dear Mr. Arkell:

We have received a draft Environmental Statement from the Energy
Research and Development Administration relative to the Nevada Test Site
Nye County.

We have been requested to comment by the 19th of March and having
not heard from your office concerning this subject, we will reply to you
for response to the Energy Research and Development Administration,
Nevada Operations, Box 14100, Las Vegas, Nevada 89114.

The effects of the establishment of this test site on wildlife
result in loss of normal wildlife protection and management practices
normally carried on by the Nevada Department of Fish and Game for the
" entire area. There is a direct loss to the public for normal aesthetic
and consumptive use of the wildlife species associated with this area.
This loss has further compressed or increased public use for outdoor
recreation on the areas surrounding the Nevada Test Site.

Within the document only minor comment is made to the presence of
wildlife and the wildlife values. Another indication of this would be
the fact that only two pages- plus a table, are utilized in describing

"predominant wildlife species" in contrast with the 12 pages devoted to
"flora" section. - _

It is- understood that this area has been established for a long
period of time and-is‘considered one of major importance for National
Defense; however, considerations should at least be made that a valuable
wildlife resource doées exist within the area and that within certain
sections, possibilities may be ‘found wherein uses for:wildlife and re-
creation may be developed through the cooperative efforts of the Nevada
Department of Fish and Game and the Energy Research and Development Admin-
istration.

Sincerely,

len K.;ZZiffith

Director
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: UNITED STATES
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTBATIDN
WASHINGTON D.C. 20545

Mr. Bruce D. Arkell

State Planning Coordinator i

Governor's Office of Planning
Coordination

State of Nevada

Capitol Building, Room 45

Carson City, Nevada 89710

Dear Mr. Arkell

** Thank you for your letter of April 14 1977, forwarding Nevada State
comments on the Energy Research and Development Administration's

Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the Nevada Test Site,

ERDA-1551-D. Comments were also received directly from the Nevada State
Park System and the Nevada State Museum. These were responded to directly.

The comments from the Nevada Department of Fish and Game have been
studied by the Energy Research and Development Administration staff,
and staff responses concerning the matters addressed are enclosed.

Your interest in ERDA's program at the Nevada Test Site is appreclated.
Your comments have helped us to clarify important aspects of the effects
of that program. .

Copies of the Final Environmental Impact Statement are enclosed for
your information and distribution.

Sincerely,

Office :of NEPA Coordination

Enclosures:

1. Staff Responses

- 2. Final Environmental Impact
- Statement, ERDA-1551 (6)

cc: Honorable Mike 0'Callaghan

Governor of Nevada-
w/encls.
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ERDA STAFF RESPONSES TO
STATE OF NEVADA COMMENTS ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
FOR THE NEVADA TEST SITE, ERDA-1551-D

Comments numbered in the order in which they appéared in the State
of Nevada letter are briefly stated below, followed by staff responses:

1. Comment: The effects of the establishment of this test site on
wildlife result in loss of normal wildlife protection
and management practices normally carried on by the
Nevada Department of Fish and Game for the entire area.

Response: Contrary to the implication that establishment of the
NIS results in loss of wildlife protection, it should
be pointed out that because NTS is a closed area and is
under strict security controls, this particular area gives
a higher degree of protection to wildlife than they
receive on uncontrolled public lands in Nevada. 1In
addition, our security patrols enhance the closed area
protection and are believed to deter molestation or
unlawful acts involving the wildlife by personnel assigned
to the NIS. 1In point of fact, the NTS is serving as a
wildlife refuge.

2. Comment: There is a direct loss to the public for normal aesthetic
and consumptive use of the wildlife species associated
with this area. This loss has further compressed or
increased public use for outdoor recreation on the
areas surrounding the Nevada Test Site.

Response: It is. true that there is:a loss. to the public' for normal
~ aestheticand consumptive' 'use of the wildlife species

associated with- this:-area. However, if this loss is to
be properly.-evaluated, then the benefit to the nation
should also be factored in:: . i.e., the NTS is the one
and only land area. used by the United States to test and
certify nuclear weapons: for :the defense of the country.
The importance of the site to the country's defense and
the importance of defense to the nation must be weighed
as the benefit that counterbalances the cost represented
by the loss of this area for other possible uses.




3.

4.

Comment:

Response:

Comment:

Response:
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Within the document only minor comment is made to the
presence of wildlife and the wildlife values. Another
indication of this would be the fact that only two pages
plus a table, are utilized in describing '"'predominant
wildlife species'" in contrast with the 12 pages devoted

" to "flora" section.

There are a number of plant species found on the test

site that are candidates for designation as endangered or
threatened status by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service;

on the contrary, there are no known species of wildlife
reslident on the test site that are either on the endangered
or threatened list. Therefore, since the NTS flora

require more attention they received more attention in

the EIS than the fauna.

It is understood that this area gstabllshedeor
a long period of time and is consideredione of major
importance for National Defense; however, considerations
should at least be made that a valuable wildlife resource
does exist within the area and that within certain sectioms,
possibilities may be found wherein uses for wildlife-and . .
recreation may be developed througli‘the cooperative

efforts of the Nevada Department of Fish and Game and the
Energy Research and Development Administration.

Earlier in 1977, a five-party interagency cooperative
wildlife management agreement was signed by ERDA and the
Nevada Department of Fish and Game (the other signators
were the U.S. Air Force, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
and Bureau of Land Management). As stated in that
agreement, public access to ERDA-controlled land areas is
not envisioned and this, of course, rules out use of

ERDA -land for hunting or other forms of recreation.
Therefore, the urging by Nevada Fish and Game that NTS

be considered for recreation use is not consonant with the
interagency agreement recently signed by our two agencies.
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There are three particularly important reasons why
ERDA has taken the position that hunting should not
be allowed on the NTS. These are:

a.

Strangers, not programmatically involved with

the NTS, are not welcome as there are many locations
on the Test Site where there would be safety or
security problems if visitors were allowed to roam
indiscriminately.

Stray bullets from hunters would pose an undefinable
and unacceptable hazard to NTS personnel, facilities,
and experiments. -

Although the possibility of hazard is believed to

be very small, we do not allow wild or domestic

animals or birds to be taken from the Test Site

for use as human food: because of the latent possibility-
they might be contaminated with radionuclides.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL ' PROTECTION AGENCY

“on agenct

240 pacte” WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

Mr. W. H. Pennington MAY 271977

Director, Office of NEPA Coordination

U.S. Energy Research and Development
Administration

Washington, D.C. 20545

Dear Mr. Pennington:

The Environmental Protection Agency has reviewed the draft environmental
impact statement for the Nevada Test Site in Nye County, Nevada
(ERDA-1551-D). As stated, the statement was prepared to assess the
environmental impact of the continuation of ERDA's underground nuclear
testing program and other activities at the Nevada Test Site (NTS)

for Fiscal Year 1978 and beyond. The statement addressed those
environmental consequences that may not have been fully evaluated

at the outset or at each stage of the testing program, and serves as a
base for evaluating the environmental impact of future actions in relation
to the existing environment at the Nevada Test Site and surrounding

area. In addition, we reviewed the current ERDA radiation monitoring
program to determine if contamination is presently reaching the
enviroument and if the ERDA monitoring program Yas the capibility

to predict the present and future 1mpact of underground nuclear testing
on the environment,

Our primary conclusion is that, given the requirement for testing, the
proposed underground testing program can be conducted with an acceptable
environmental impact. EPA believes that the draft environmental
statement (ERDA-1551-D) presents an adequate evaluation of that environ-
mental impact. However, the final statement should include additional
information on the radiation guidance which is used for the Nevada

Test Site. Specifically, in Section III, A,.3.C. (pp 3-14 thru 3-18),
radiation guidelines are discussed. It is indicated that measures

will be taken to assure that the whole body exposure to any off-site
population group does not exceed 0.170 R per year. This is discussed

in the context of a single event or test. It is conceivable that a

population could be exposed to radioactive materials from more than

one event, wherein the projected whole body exposures could exceed

0.170 R. The ERDA policy regarding this contingency should be presented.

In addition, the identification of the apphcable radiation protectlon guides
to off-site populations should be made for 'normal operations' as well
as for emergency or accident conditions.

In EPA comments on the supplement to WASH -15286, submitted in

August, 1975, we presented similar questions concerning the individual
dose, both whole body and organ dose, and the dose commitment to the
Nevada Test Site and surrounding area. These questions persist when

-
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2

considering the radiation exposure criteria for planned tests. The
rationale or basis for ERDA's test criteria should be presented in
the Final Statement to clarify this issue.

For example, EPA has protective action guidance (PAG's) under
development wherein mitigating actions.are to be considered or taken
at exposure levels ranging from one to five R. The EPA draft PAG's
are based on the fact that the like'ihood of an individual receiving such
a dose more than once in his lifetime is extremely low, since the
probability of an event leading to such exposures is low. The most
frequently considered accident case to which PAG's are applied is an
accident at a LWR where extensive engineering safety features are
utilized to insure that probabilities and consequences of accidents are
low. When applying PAG's to underground tests, however, it is not
immediately clear that the probability of accidents leading to such
exposures is low. If the probability is high that individuals could
receive repeated exposures in the above stated range from underground
‘test accidents, EPA is concerned that the total exposure may be found
-unacceptable. In addition, we are also concerned over the relationship
of these test criteria to individuals whose past exposures may be in,
or may have exceeded this range.

We believe a much more detailed evaluation of the potential doses
resulting from test accidents and the likelihood of these accidents
occurring is needed to permit judgements to be made concerning the
adequacy of the exposure criteria as presented in the draft statement.

We believe that the information which we have requested is necessary
for a fuller understanding of the potential impact of the continuing
underground nuclear test program. We recognize, however, that

this program has been conducted in the past without major environmental
problems, and believe that its continuation also can be carried

out safely. In light of our review and in accordance with EPA procedure,
we have rated the draft statement as Category 2 (Insufficient Information)
and the proposed actions as LO (Lack of Objections). If you or your
staff have any questions.concerning. our. class1f1cat10n or comments,
please do not hesitate to call on us. : :

Sincerely yours, ,
Reewnn or Foooren
Rebecca W, Hanmer ' |

" Director
Office of Federal Activities (A 104)
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UNITED STATES
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Ms. Rebecca W. Hanmer

Director L . .
Office of Federal Activities (A-104)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Ms; Hanmer:

Thank you for your letter dated May 27, 1977, which provided the:
Environmental Protection Agency's comments on the Energy Research .
and Development Administration's Draft Environmerital Impact
Statement on the Nevada Test Site, ERDA-1551-D. The statement has been
finalized, taking into account the comments received. ‘

You commented that the ERDA statement should address the possibility of
multiple exposures to radioactive materials which could lead to offsite
population group exposures exceeding 0.170 R per year. As indicated in
the statement, estimations are made prior to each test of the offsite
exposures that could result from the most probable venting. If these
estimates indicate that there are offsite population groups where the
0.170 R per year dose limitation would be exceeded in case of the worst
accident, and if prevention actions to reduce whole-body doses are not
feasible, the event will be postponed until more favorable conditions
prevail. However, where a population group might accidentally have
received some radiation exposure, the subsequent test operations would
have to be controlled so that another accidental release could not lead
to exposing that group to a total radiation exposure exceeding 0.170 R
per year. .

Your cogments ‘call for identification of the applicable radiation
protection guides to offsite populations for normal operations. It must
be made clear that under all but emergency-conditions there are no

- radiation exposures to offsite populations.

Your next question is with regard to doses and dose commitments for the
NTS and the offsite areas. The pertinent dose limit information can be
found at pages 3-14 through 3-16. It should be noted that the radiation
exposure criteria used by ERDA for its underground testing activities
conform with criteria provided by the Federal Radiation Council and
used throughout the United States for radiation protection. Regarding
dose commitments, there would be none for normal operations; the dose
commitment in the event of an accidental venting would depend upon the
size of that venting and the population sector that happened to be in
the path of that vented radioactivity.

-
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Ms. Rebecca W. Hanmer 2

The protective action guides which EPA has under development will be of
interest to ERDA. If one compares EPA's guideline levels of 1 to 5 R
with the 0.170 R level which has been applied in the case of accidental
nuclear test ventings, the ERDA guide proves very conservative. The
probability of a venting that would cause offsite exposures in excess of
0.170 R is extremely remote. No such exposure has occurred since 1962;
meanwhile the containment methods have had dramatic improvements over
that period.

Your next comment deals with the likelihood of the testing accidents
that might cause radiation exposures. Unlike operations with nuclear
reactors, underground nuclear test operations are not of a nature such
that there can be quantitative evaluation of accident probabilities.
Because of this situation, ERDA has elected to use the 0.170 R FRC
exposure limit which has been found acceptable for protection of the
general population.

Regarding EPA's evaluation that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
contained insufficient information, it is hoped that the above explanations
relative to the EPA questions and additional information included in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement will furnish a better understanding

of the matters involved and satisfy this deficiency. Copies of the

Final Environmental Impact Statement are enclosed for your informationm.

Sincerely,

Enclosure:
Final Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551 (2)

cc: (see attached)
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3cc: EPA w/encl.

Chief :

Energy Systems Analysis Branch (AW-459)
Office of Radiation Programs
Environmental Protection Agency

Room 645 East Tower

401 M Street, SW.

Washington, D.C. 20460 (3)

Director

Las Vegas Radiation Operations
Environmental Protection Agency
P. 0. Box 15027

Las Vegas, Nevada 89114 (1)

ek

Patricia Port

Environmental Protection Agency
Regipn IX .

100 California Stree

San Francisco, California 94111 (3)

®U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE:s 19877-240-979/86
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Ms. Rebecca W. Hanmer 2

The protective action guides which EPA has under development will be of
interest to ERDA, If one compares EPA's guideline levels of 1 to 5 R
with the 0.170 R level which has been applied in the case of accidental
nuclear test ventings, the ERDA guide proves very conservative. The
probability of a venting that would cause offsite exposures in excess of
0.170 R is extremely remote. No such exposure has occurred since 1962;
meanwhile the containment methods have had dramatic improvements over
that period.

Your next comment deals with the likelihood of the testing accidents'
that might cause radiation exposures. Unlike operations with nuclear
reactors, underground nuclear test operations are not of a nature such
that there can be quantitative evaluation of accident probabilities.
Because of this situation, ERDA has elect§d to use the 0.170 R FRC
exposure limit which has been found acceptable for protection of the
general population. i

Regarding EPA's evaluation that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
contained insufficient information, it is hoped that the above explanations
" relative to the EPA questions and additional information included in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement will furnish a better understanding

of the matters involved and satisfy this deficiency. Copies of the

Final Envirommental Impact Statement are enclosed for your information.

Sincerely,

0ffice of NEPA Coordination

g
¥
i
M

Enclosure:
Final Environmental Impact
Statement, ERDA-1551 (2)

cc: (see attached)
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3cc: EPA w/encl.

Chief

Energy Systems Analysis Branch (AW-459)
Office of Radiation Programs
Environmental Protection Agency

Room 645 East Tower

401 M Street, SW.

Washington, D.C. 20460 (3)

Director

Las Vegas Radiation Operations
Environmental Protection Agency

P. 0. Box 15027

Las Vegas, Nevada 89114 (1) "

Patricia Port

Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

100 California Street -
San Francisco, California 94111 (3)*

-

fU.5. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICEs 1977-240-979/86
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