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Mr. ‘Chairman and members of the Commlttee, thank you ‘for the invitation to

speak today. My name is Lynda L. Brothers and 1 am pleased to represent ,

‘Governor Booth Gardner of the state of Washington. Ve weleome th'e-‘»"

opportumty to reiterate our thoughts and our concerns pertaimng to the sbund |
management of the natlon's low-level radioactive wastes. Washmgton is the
host state for the dnsposal site and chair ior the Northwest Interstate Compact
on Low-Level ' Radioactive Waste Management-therefore, today I will be
dxscussing Interests and activities of both the state of Washmgton and the

Northwest Compact. N | - ‘

The first point I'd like to address is the need tor ratification of thehpending’
compacts. ~ As the reciplents of ‘over 50 percent of the nation's; low-level- ‘
radioactive. wastes disposed of at commercial sites; Waehington hais;a vital .
mterest in securmg & safe and eqmtable national dzsposal system. To - achteve .
thxs end, there Is an urgent need for- congress:onal ratmcatxon oi the pendmg .
compacts. Washington's newly elected Governor Booth Gardner iully supports :

the intent and purpose of the 1?80 Low-Level Radiozactive Waste Policy Act, and

supports any- reasonable amendments to .the Act or other alternatives that will

enhance the probability of congressxonal ranﬁcatnon. The state of Washington Is

wxllxng to cooperate iu!ly and consider all reasonable alternatives.

The state of Washington haa remained reas:onable and patient for & nurmber of
years on this issue.  Since passage of the Act in 1980, the state of 'R’ashfngton
and the Northwest Compact have put tremendous efforts into compliance with
the intent and porpos'es' of the Low-Level Radioactive Waste Policy Act. First,
the Northwe_st Interstate Compact was created and adopted ~by the states in

1981, the first compact to be established in the nation. The seven member’

states include Alasks, Hawail, Jdaho, Montana, 6régon, Uteh and Washington.



The Northwest Compact was formally xntroduced in Congress in the iall of 1982

and a field hearing convened In November 1982 by the Senate Judlcxary

Committee; The Compact was reintroduced In both houses in January, 1983." '

On January 31, 1985, the Northwest Compact was once agai[i reintroduced In the

House and Senate, ' ' - .

o
Second, Washington State representatives have been and will continue to

~\ . ~ -,

~ participate in the ongoing National Governors' Association organized efforts of

various states, providing technical and other input to discussions of the proposed

amendments to the Low-Level Radioactive Waste Policy Act. At the present :

time, we are optimistic that those efforts are close to achieving a widely

acceptable compromise.
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The Low-Level Radioactive W{aste'_'Policy Act establishes January 1, 1986 as the :
date on which compacts could exclude out-of-region wastes, * Without

ratification of compacts, the act becomes meaningless on that date and

management of the disposal sitg would presumably be handied by the governor.
We believe -th'at the Udaﬁ amendments amend the Act so that it will remain
viable and also permit immediate ratiﬁcation_oi_ the pending compacts.

Now, I'd like to address th; .second major issue of this hearing, }%&1083, the
proposed amendments to the Low-Level Radjoactive Wastg Policy Act. The
Amendments extend the exclusionary date from January 1, 1986 to January 1,
1993. As a state hosti;mg a disposal site that réceives over 50% of the nation's
wastes vin a region that only produces 4%, we are not pleased with that

extens:on. We a!so recogmze that the amendments require us to extend offers

"to other regions that may result in interregional agreements for some level of

4

.continued access to the site. However, we support these amendments in
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general, and can abide by that extenslon, on the condition’ that the comp'act'is,

ratified and that the volumes of wastes coming to Washington are redu'ced. ‘l'd‘..

. 'lxke to emphasize the need to treat these amendments and the pending compacts .

as an inseparable package. . | - i R

We believe that the present amendments, with some rninor ‘technical changes,
provnde an acceptable framework for ratnﬁtatzon of the compacts. Vo!ume
reductnon is achieved by establishment of 2 national cap for dxsposal while at
the same time the' goals of states and | regxons wnthout dxsposal sites are met.

Washi'n'g‘ton has accepted for disposal the greatest share of the nation's low-level
wastes,'and. jn so doing, :o_ur" citizens have had to bear an undue nation_a{ burden - :

-~

of increased risk to public and environmental safety We are firmly committed,' )

o as Governor Gardner recently emphasized to the winter meetmg of the National'.

Governors‘ Assocxatlon, to' 2 reductxon in volume of wastes commg to
Washington. HR1083 helps accomphsh that aim by establxshxng a reasonable :
formula and schedule for development oi other dtsposal sites. We will consider
whatever combination of on-site storage1 volume reduction at the source,
increased surcharges and impetus for siting new dtsposal sites that represent a
viable compromise. We are willing to accept these amendments, includxng the

extension from January 1, 1986 to January 1, 1993, condmonal upon approval of

the pending compacts. As more regions develop disposal sites, the wastes

disposed there should be directly subtracted from the presentlv . operating

disposal! sites.

. 1f all of the ongoing congressional efforts fail to resuit in ratification of the

compact, Governor Gardner has stated his intent to do whatever Is necessary to

protect the' interests of the state of Washington. if compacts are not ratified,
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commerce.
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W.ashington will probably not wait until 1993 to reduce or exclude extr'a-i‘"e-g.ional

waste volumes. Currently there are bills before the Washingfon State

l,egislatu}é requiring volume reduction beginning in 1985. Governor Gardner Is - -

considering increasing the costs of disposal in our state. Volume reduction, fee

and .surcharge increases could be accomplished without_' burdening interstate

~

~

..

In summary, I would like to re-emphasize th;i‘ the state’ of Washington will
continu.e to work on prob_lerﬁs that have allegedly c!ela;}ed conéressional action
on ihe compacts and which.tl"nreate'n a sound and r;asonable national disposal
system. ‘However, as a stafe, we cannot continue to accept the majority of the

nation's low-Jevel radicactive wa.v‘.tes.

1 want to thank the Chairman and the Committee for your interest and

- . *

a,ttention.. 1 would be happy io‘aﬁswer any questiorjs you .may have.
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