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members of Committee. I am pl~sed appear before t~ to 

a.ts:cm;s tbe Energy's plans for ,surplus fissile material and CllSlpQSltJOn. 

With tbe passing of tbe Cold War, significant quar1tities of weapons-capable nuclear materials 

have beoome surplus to national defense needs both· in tbe United States and Russia. 

stocks of fissiJe materials pose significant global dangers. The dangers reside in the potential 

proliferation of nuclear weapons and in the potential for environmental, safety and health 

consequences if surplus fissile materials are not properly managed. The manner and 

effectiveness with which we deal with these concerns is clearly one of tbe key challenges of 

our time. In the judgement of the National Academy of Sciences, the existence of this 

surplus material constitutes a "clear and present danger" to national and international security. 

The context for our various initiatives on the control and disposition of surplus fissile 

materials has been set by a number of significant events which have occurred over tbe past 

several months. 

to 
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' 
dismantled nuclear weapons and within civil nuclear programs. As key elements of the 

President's policy, the United States will: 

• Seek to eliminate. where possible, accumulation of stockpiles of highly enriched 
uranium or plutonium, and to ensure that where these materials already exist they 
are subject to the highest standards of safety, security. and international 
accountability.~ 

• Propose a multilateral convention prohibiting the production of highly enriched 
uranium or plutonium for nuclear explosives purposes or outside international 
safeguards. 

• Encourage more restrictive regional ~gements to constrain fissile material 
production in regions of instability and high proliferation risk. 

• Submit U.S. fissile material no longer needed for our deterrent to inspection by the 
International Atomic Energy Agency. 

• Pursue the purchase of highly enriched uranium from the former Soviet Union and 
other countries and its conversion to peaceful use as a reactor fueL 

• Explore means to limit the stockpiling of plutonium from civil nuclear programs, 
and seek to minimize the civil use of highly enriched uranium. 

• Initiate a comprehensive review of long-term options for plutonium disposition, 
taking into account technical, nonproliferation, environmental. budgetary and 
economic considerations. Russia and other nations with relevant interests and 
experience will be invited to participate in the study. 

speech 
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has to address 

The Soviet Nuclear Threat Reduction Act of 1991~ known as Nunn-Lugar, was enacted on 

December 12. 1991, and amended by a title of the National Defense Authorization Act 

demilitarization of the independent states of the former Soviet Union. To date, Congress has 

programs to: 

• transpon. store, safeguard and destroy nuclear. chemical, and other weapons; 

• establish verifiable safeguards against the proliferation of such weapons and their 
components; 

• prevent diversion of weapons-related scientific expenise to terrorist groups or third 
countries; 

• facilitate the demilitarization of defense industries; 

• expand 

note to 



member states of Commonwealth Independent. States with 

• the safeguard and permanent disposal of nuclear materials 

• an end to the production of plutonium and highly enriched uranium 
weapons 

nuclear 

The provision also urged the extension of these issues to all nations capable of producing 

nuclear weapons materials. It contained a framework for negotiations involving exchanges of 

information and technical working groups, and amended the Atomic Energy Act to allow the 

President to release Restricte.d Data if the U.S. and member states of the Commonwealth of 

Independent States reach reciproca1 agreement on the release of such data. As part of the 

provision, $10 million was directed to be spent by the Department of Energy to carry out a 

verification technology program in suppon of verifying the agreements called for in June. 

The subsequent repo!"l provided by DOE to Congress in June 1993, indicated that fiscal year 

1993 funding called for in the provision exceeded this amount; that is $58.2 million. 

START I 

• 
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• Jooattc•n and inventory on the the T\!:lrnP..: 

produc:ing or processing significant quantities 

Year 1994 COiittanlS a 

k:no\\rn as the Markey Amendment that requires the President to ,.. ..... t.t"u that Russia 

committed to halting the chemical separation of weapon-grade plutonium from spent uu"'u::::ru 

provision would prevent obligation of Nunn-Lugar funds to assist the Russian Ministry of 

CLINTON ADMINISTRATION INITIATIVES 

In the summer of 1993. as part of the U.S./Russia Vancouver Summit, Presidents Ointon and 

Y eltsin set in motion a series of efforts to strengthen and increase cooperative ties between 

our the tNst-Cold War world. In the months that followed, Vice President Gore 

't"'T"'"'"'"' and then led a U.S. delegation to Moscow for a meeting of the newly-created 

One 
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on alternative PnPrav sources; and, agreement to study the health effects radiation. 

JANUARY 1994 SUMMIT STATEMENT 

President Y eltsin. during their meeti1112: in Moscow on January 14. 

agreed that the proliferation of weapons of maSs destruction and their missile delivery systems 

ret>re~;ents an acute threat to international security in the period following the end of the Cold 

War. They declared the resolve of their countries to cooperate actively and closely with each 

other. and also with other interested states, for the purpose of preventing and reducing this 

threat. Specifically. 

• They expre~sed their suppon for the International Atomic Energy Agency in. its 
effons to carry out its safeguards responsibilities. They also expressed their intention 
to provide assistance to the Agency in the safeguards field, including through joint 
effons of their relevant laboratories to improve safeguards. 

• They noted that an imponant contribution to the goal of nonproliferation of nuclear 
weapons would be mac· - by a verifiable ban on the production of fissile materials 
for nuclear weapons and by the most rapid conclusion of an international convention 
to this effect with the widest possible participation of states and on a 
notl-GltscrtmJnatory basis. 

• """''"'""i't to cooperate with each other and with other states to 
desiS?:nc~ to the acc:umtulatiOJlS of exc:~;~ve 
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• that reduction 
a and this context 

September 1993 Agreement to cooperate in imt>rO\rin2 
accoutltinf%~ and nuclear materials. 

gmittcance to further work on the separate but mutually connec:tea urc•t>Ie:ms 
ma:tentats used the civilian and militaty 

Rand 

must 
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. 
health vulnerabilities; technical. scientific, JX>licy and economic considerations for near term, 

• ~long term, and ultimate control and dis}X>sition of surplus materials itt both the U:S. and 

former Soviet· Union; public involvement and/ openness and organizational approaches to the 

problem. 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY STRATEGIC PLANNING 

Over this same time period, the Department's Office of Defense Programs and Office of 

Nonproliferation and National Security developed a strategic plan for the Department's 

national security activities. This national security strategic plan adopted "Reducing the Global 

Nuclear Danger", as the strategic vision, or organizing principle, for the Department's/ national 

security programs. A number of key objectives in this plan involve the drawdown of 

weapons stockpiles, and the safe control and disposition of resulting surplus nuclear materials 

and comJX>nents that could contribute to proliferation. 

DEPARTMENT-WIDE PROJECT FOR 
SURPLUS MATERIALS CONTROL AND DISPOSITION 

............. "'"" of matters related to the availability significant quantities and 

to Departmental 
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recommendations and for directing implementation of decisions concerning the control and 

dispo5itioffbf excess n1lclear~t:rulterials. 

The objective of this effon is to provide for safe, secure and environmentally sound control, 

storage and ultimate disposition of surplus fissile materials. In pursuing this objective, the 

project will coordinate the Department's participation on nuclear materials matters being 

addressed by the President's Interagency Working Groups. 

As one of its earliest effons, the Department-wide project bas initiated the development of a 

strategic plan building on that part of the Department's National Security Strategic Plan 

dealing with surplus fissile materials disposition. The purpose of the plan is to better 

coordinate the increasingly complex relationships among the Department's ongoing initiatives, 

and to ensure coordination and consistency with administration policy and legislative 

requirements. Drafting of the plan bas included input from a wide range of contributors 

within the government, private sector and the public. In addition, the planning process 

included thoughtful consideration of the findings and recommendations contained in the 

various independent reports and studies 1 noted earlier. 

nh11 ... 1"'1CtV~><;: VU1U.£UJJ"-U in the draft plan are derived 

1993, Nolnprie>Utera1tton and Export Control 

statement of Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin at their meeting 

Our ~u,..,ntr ,..,...,.,.,.,.,., 

9 

the Vr'P•<otrliPI"'I''<: 

as well as the joint 

Moscow on January 14, 



• Foster and implement policies tfuit result in the dismantlement, inventory declaration 
and placement of fissile materials that are surplus to U.S. national 'security 
requirements in enyironrneJ;ltaJ]y_§Q"!mQ.,. ~fe~ ~}lfe, and verifiable interim storage; 

• Contribute to efforts to identify mC4ns to limit and ultimately reduce the stockpiles 
of Russian weapons-capable materiats, and assist in the environmentally sound, safe, 
secure, and verifiable interim storage of fissile materials surplus to Russian national 
security requirements; 

• Assist in efforts to place nuclear materials from the disarmament process in a form 
or condition that is substantially and inherently more difficult to use in weapons; 

• In support of U.S. policy not to encourage the separation and stockpiling of 
plutonium, participate in the identification of non-reprocessing alternatives to the 
recycling of civil plutonium and help develop short and long-term activities and 
strategies that can be implemented; 

• Accelerate efforts to minimize the use of highly enriched uranium in civil programs; 
and 

• Evaluate options that could in the long-term result in the maximum destruction of 
surplus plutonium. 

In the sections which follow, I wil1 describe more fully some of the significant actions that 

are already underway. 

Hazel 

AcnONS UNDERWAY 

SHUTDOWN AND REPLACEMENT OF PRODUcnON REACTORS 
AT TOMSK AND KRASNOYARSK 

the agreements reached by Presidents Ointon and on January 14, 1994, 

and Prime Minister Olemomyrdin on December 16, 1993, ............ ~, ..... , 

and Minister Victor Mikhailov Ministry of Energy 
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replacement of Russian plutonium production reactors with alternate energy sources. Under 

y~terrnsotffie~agreement. tne Depaifmebl'of'Enet~y ana a broad interagency team are 

working with national and regional officials from the Russian Federation on the issue of 

shutting down Russia's three remaining production reactors near the cities of Tomsk and 

Krasnoyarsk. 

At the meeting, Minister Mikhailov agreed to shut down the reactors once replacement 

sources of heat and power are implemented. U.S. technical experts are expected to travel to 

Moscow. Tomsk, and Krasnoyarsk within a month's time, in order to assess the situation on 

the ground and evaluate the Russians' preliminary plans for gas-fired replacement capacity in 

Tomsk, and coal-fired capacity for Krasnoyarsk. Our overal1 goal will be to assure a speedy 

shutdown by securing fmancing for the completion of feasibility studies to meet the 

requirements of Western financial institutions and private sector investment for the 

replacement heat and electric power sources. 

The Russians also indicated their willingness to negotiate an agreement to cease "military 

use" of the plutonium produced after the date of the agreement. This cessation would begin 

even before the reactors were taken off line and would provide for verification and 

measures. 

On March 11. pursuant to section 1612 of the National Defense Authorization Act 1994. 

Warren 
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halting the chemica] separation of wea}X>n-grade plutonium from spent nuclear fuel, and is 

'fakin~~ali'practtt'al"steps1o halt sucrrfurther-separation -at the earliest JX>SSible date. The 

Secretary of State reached this judgment based on Russia's commitments to take certain 

actions in the future and the implementation of those actions. 

RECIPROCAL U.S./RUSSIAN INSPECfiONS OF PLUTONIUM FACILmES 

During the March meetings, Secretary O'Leary and Minister Mikhailov declared their 

intention to initiate reciprocal inspections of plutonium facilities by the end of 1994. This is 

a followup to the Summit Statement of Presidents Clinton and Y eltsin in which they agreed to 

pursue steps to assure the "transparency and irreversibility" of the dismantlement process for 

nuclear weaJX>ns. An initial meeting of technical experts is proposed for the week of May 9 

in Moscow to establish the procedures for these inspections. The Department of Energy is 

joined in this important effort by the Departments of State and Defense and the Arms Control 

and Disarmament Agency. This initial bilateral inspection initiative is the first step in 

developing the transparency and irreversibility measures envisioned by the two Presidents. 

CHERNOBYL AGREEMENT 

int1ention to assess. with experts 

the requirements that would lead to the shutdown 

n.,.,..,,.,,....,...,, nuclear ,...,-.,1 JPT" plant Deputy White 6 to 9 
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' 
expressed the substantial concern of the United States and the entire international community 

about· the safety risks posed by ChernobyL These risks were again underscored in a recent 

report of the International Atomic Energy Agency. 

Representatives of the Ukrainian government insisted that they were unable to close the plant 

until power to replace Chernobyl's current 1700 mw output is located and the Ukrainian 

energy system is stabilized. The U.S. and Ukrainian sides announced the formation of a 

working group which will analyze all issues associated with the earliest possible shutdov.rn of 

Chernobyl. 

PURCHASE FROM RUSSIA OF HIGHLY ENRICHED URANIUM 

In February, 1993, the U.S. Government signed an historic agreement with the Russian 

Federation to purchase low enriched uranium derived from up to 500 metric tons of highly 

enriched uranium extracted from nuclear weapons of the Former Soviet Union. On January 

14, 1994, the United States Enrichment Corporation. as agent for the U.S. Government, 

signed an implementing contract with the Russian Federation. In addition, a trilateral accorn 

was signed the Presidents United States, Russia, and Ukraine that provides 

The 
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On March 18t 1994, the Depanment of Energy, as the responsible Government agency the 

weapons* SlgJnea a further protocol with the Russians. This protocol is designed to begun the 

development of transparency assurances necessary while respecting Russian security and 

sovereignty needs. This week, the Department be leading a team Government expens 

on a familiarization visit to the plant in Russia where the blending will occur. The visit will 

IAEA SAFEGUARDS INSPECflONS 

The Department has formally requested the Depanment of State to take the necessary to 

add Vault 16 at the Y -12 Plant to the Eligible Facilities List under the U.S.-lntemational 

Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) Voluntary Safeguards Agreement. This initiative stems from 

September 27. 1993, Excess Fissile Material Initiative announced as a key 

Nonproliferation and Expon Control Policy. the 

to 

no 
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' to nteJ:nattonu safeguards at DOE's Hanford 

./ 

perna~,s as early as the end 1~4 or early 1995. 

MATERIAL CONTROL AND ACCOUNTING 

The places a high priority on assisting Russia to improve cor1trols on fissile 

materials. both nuclear materials resulting from dismantlement activities and materials 

which have been solely in civil programs. In their January 1994 

Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin "agreed that reduction of the risk of theft or diversion 

nuclear materials is a high priority." Accordingly, it is a central objective of U.S. 

nuclear nonproliferation policy to ensure, to the maximum extent possible, that all 

nudear materials in Russia are subject to effective nuclear material control and 

accounting and physical protection measures. In this regard, the U.S. has a number of 

initiatives currently underway to cooperate with Russia in strengthening its controls over 

nuclear materials. 

1 the U.S. Department 
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. 
physical protection systems at the Russian fuel fabrication plant at Elektrostal, near 

·Moseow~ 

Second, in March 1994, as a result of the January 1994 Summit and the December I 993 

Gore-Chemomyrdin agreements, the U.S. proposed to cooperate with Russia on a 

program to provide equipment and other assistance to address urgent needs at key 

Russian HEU and plutonium sites. As a first step in this expanded cooperation, the U.S. 

has invited Russia to send experts to a technical exchange at a DOE plutonium storage 

facility at Hanford, Washington, followed by a U.S. visit to the Russian civilian 

plutonium storage facility at Mayak. 

Third, an additional $20 million in Nunn-Lugar assistance for material control and 

accounting in Russia has been approved to support cooperation with Russia at the HEU 

to LEU conversion and blending facility, as well as the near-term upgrades for urgent 

needs at HEU and plutonium sites. Funding in this area includes support to the former 

Soviet Union, including Russia, in the area of material control, accounting, and physical 

protection. 

LAB TO LAB COOPERATION 

This effort focuses on the 
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to encourage 

improve the transparency of weapons laboratories in the former Soviet Union and to 

in the development a market economy. thereby reducing economic pressures for 

emigration. Since 1992. technical collaborations have resulted in over 200 contracts, 

totaling over $5 million. with 40 Institutes in Russia and Ukraine. 

ln addition. the International Science and Technology Center (ISTC) in Moscow was 

authorized under Nunn-Lugar funding in joint sponsorship with Japan and the European 

Community to develop, fmance, and monitor projects primarily within the Russian 

Federation. The Center is chartered to provide employment for former weapons 

scientists as a nonproliferation measure. ln March, 1994, $11.6 million was committed 

to stan 23 projects and additional projects will be selected in June, 1994. The 

Department of Energy is supporting the center by the assignment of the U.S. 

Representative to the Board of Governors, two senior technical advisors in Moscow, and 

DOE's 
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NEWLY INDEPENDENT STATES (NIS) 
_HJf\lDUSTRIAL PARTNERING PROGRAM 

The Department of Energy has a lead role in a new program aimed both at reducing the 

risk of proliferation of weapons of mass destruction and commercializing technologies 

that are developed by NIS research and development organizations. The NIS Industrial 

Partnering Program, which was initiated by Congress under the Foreign Operations, 

Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act for FY 1994 {P.L. 103-87}, 

will provide a total of $35 million that will be used to: 

• stabilize laboratories of the former Soviet Union that were involved in the 
development and production of weapons of mass destruction, and 

• support collaborative efforts between U.S. industry and NIS institutes to 
commercialize technologies at NIS institutes. 

From the U.S. side, participants will be the DOE laboratories, as well as U.S. industry. 

Participating organizations from the NIS side will include organizations in Russia, 

Ukraine, Kazakhastan and Belfu As. 

SURPLUS NUCLEAR MATERIALS INVENTORY 

which can be made available for safeguards. Key tasks 

can a 
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comprehensive data base of fonns and locations_ for _the highly enriched urani~ and· 

.w ... ··:~ , ~ ·: :;~'. ·~ ~~~6hi~tii:' Eii>1ts ~1fairo:Inciu&~dec'Iassf!Ym~g·uuonnaikiri -~n 'Sirrplus. fissme material 
. -

. 4 

to the maximtim extent ·practicable consiStent-with national security and with the need to 
~ . 

protect informat1on that could assist a }X)tential proliferant. -

The declassification of information on surplus ~ssile materials is needed to support 

bilateral and international inspection efforts. It is also an_ essential element of the 

Secretary's efforts to build public trust by providing information that is important to. the 

current debate about the proper ~agernent and disposition of these materials. Release 

of this previously Secret information will be used to encourage other nations to 

reciprocate and declassify similar information. 

REDUCED ENRJCHMENT RESEARCH 
AND TEST REACTOR PROGRAM {RERTR) 

The Reduced Enrichment Research and Test Reactor pr:ogram (RERTR) was launched by 

DOE in 1978 to address the proliferation concerns associated with the use of HEU in 

research and test reactors. The goal of the programs is to develop the technical means 

needed to minimize use of HEP' in r:esearch reactors. Research reactors consume nearly 

all the HEU used for civilian use~ and therefore the RERTR program supports directly 

the U.S. policy of minimizing HEU use in civilian nuclear programs . 
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The RERTR program has developed, tested, and gualified several fuel types containing 

~· ~t::EU tnafcari'6e'used'm'reseafc1i reactors~instead ofdthe·HEU fuels. The most advanced 

of these fuels can be used to convert to LEU nearly 90% of the research reactors that 

used HEU when the program began. Nearly all the research reactors that use HEU of 

U.S. origin, which are spread among nearly thirty countries, are participating in the 

program. Twenty reactors have already fully convened to the use of LEU fuel and many 

more are in the process of doing so. The RERTR program is now in the process of 

extending its activities to Russian and Chinese~esign reactors, and is preparing to 

resume development of advanced fuels which, if successful, might allow conversion of 

HEU-fueled research reactors. 

One key activity underway is the proposed urgent relief acceptance of foreign research 

reactor spent fuel. Beginning in the 1950s the U.S. supplied highly-enriched uranium for 

use in research reactors abroad. It had been U.S. policy to accept back spent fuel 

containing this HEU. In 1988 the policy for acceptance of foreign research reactor spent 

fuel was allowed to lapse. In early 1993, the Department of Energy restarted the 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process for foreign research reactor spent 

fuel acceut;ance. The prcK:e~;s has been divided into two steps. Pan one is an 

co:mntents on 

on April 8. Part 

1"""'"'£"1' !StatterneJlt (EIS) on the proposal to accept 15,000 Tnr~·tcrn rP<::J"'!:lrt•n reactor 

.. 
1"'"'""'"'t"' over the next 10 to 15 years. 
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The administration believes that this spent fuel return policy is important for two 

.~ reasons. First, we want to keep research reactors in the RERTR program. This program 

provides high density, Jow enriched fuel to replace the highly enriched uranium fuel in 

these reactors. Second, we do not want the reactor operators to resort to reprocessing 

this highly enriched spent fuel because they have run out of storage space. 

SOVIET NUCLEAR THREAT REDUCTION ACT OF 1991 (NUNN-LUGAR} 

The Department of Energy continues to work with the Departments of State, Defense and 

others on programs for the safe, secure dismantlement of nuclear weapons in the former 

Soviet Union. These activities, initiated by Congress under the Soviet Nuclear Threat 

Reduction Program (Nunn-Lugar} include: 

• Fissile Material Containers -- designing and manufacturing containers for 
transportation and storage of fissile material from distnantled Russian nuclear 
weapons; 

• Rai1car Upgrade Kits - designing and modifying existing Russian railcars to 
enhance the security and safety of nuclear weapons during rail transport; 

• Soft Armor Blankets - providing soft armor blankets to enhance nu9lear 
weapons protection; 

• Material Control and Accounting and Physical Protection developing and 
tmple:m(:ntltng eru1an~cea national of material control and and 

special nuclear materials in Russia; and 

• 
Acc:ountii:tg and Physical norect:mn safety 

...... ,.,.. .... ,..., and other design related to fissile material 

21 



CONTROLLING CIVILIAN NUCLEAR MATERIALS 

The administration's non-proliferation poliCy ~tes that the United States does not 

encourage the civil uses of plutonium and does not itself reprocess plutonium for either 

nuclear power or nuclear explosive purposes. However, the policy also states that the 

U.S. wilJ maintain its existing commitments regarding the civil use of plutonium in 

Western Europe and Japan. In addition, the policy commits the U.S. to explore means 

to limit the stockpiling of plutonium from civil nuclear programs and to seek to 

minimize the civil use of high1y-enriched uranium. 

Because separated plutonium and highly-enriched uranium can be used in nuclear 

weapons, its accumulation can create serious proliferation and security dangers, The 

Department of Energy is working to minimize the civil use of highly enriched uranium 

and to identify alternatives to civil plutonium separation and use. We will work with 

other government agencies to implement these strategies. 

PLUTONIUM INVENTORY VULNERABILITY STUDY 

March 1 ......,.r•rpt2rv O'Leary directed DOE's Office 

and to cosnp1reh1ensive assessment the em.rtronm1ent, 

This 

assessment 
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Ointon's Nonproliferation and Expon Control Policy calling for the U.S. to ensure that 

where these materials already exist they are subject to the highest standards safety. 

security, and international accountability. 

The results of this effon will serve as the technical information base to identify 

corrective actions and options for the safe management of surplus fissile materials. This 

assessment. which will also be provided to the Congress, is scheduled to be completed 

by September 30 and will be followed by an assessment of highly enriched uranium. 

DEVELOPMENT OF LONG-TERM DISPOSITION OPTIONS 

The President's Nonproliferation and Export Control Policy ca11s for the U.S. to seek to 

eliminate, where possible, the accumulation of stockpiles of surplus highly-enriched 

uranium or plutonium. Long-term disposition of surplus fissile materials is also a subject 

of the joint statement issued by Presidents Ointon and Yeltsin at the January 14, 1994 

summit meeting in Moscow. 

..,...,,t,, .. ,,."' goal for plutonium suppons 

tnv.nlv•"'"' placing PllJitOiliUJm 
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reactors {mcluidiilR atccc~lelratc:>r """""""' rc~cton;l 

uo•""ua<.lvu serves as a barrier to di\l•ersion 

as ...V~UVJU~ .... waste 

of the technical evaluation process be to prepare the United 

weapons more 

eiunmatUll and """"~'"""LJu•a;;. options will therefore be influenced 

other nations as wen as technical, environmental. 



NUCLEAR MATERIALS PROGRAMMATIC 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACf STATEMENT 

The disposition options identified during the scoping process will be evaluated to a level 

of detail that allows for analysis in a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 

(PElS) and the subsequent selection of the most attractive option(s) in a Record of 

Decision. The PEIS wiU include comprehensive information on the environmental, 

and health impacts to workers and the general public associated with the range of options 

for plutonium disposition. We intend to publish a notice of intent for this effort in the 

month of May and conduct public seeping meetings and data collection into the fall of 

this year. Our objective is to prepare a draft of the Programmatic Environmental Impact 

Statement and conduct public hearings during the middle of next year in order to support 

completion of a record of decision by early 1996. 

INTERAGENCY COORDINATION 

In the same way that our Departmental efforts gain focus and effectiveness through 

coordination and integration across internal program lines, so ~do our efforts with other 

nn,J .. ,.., ... ,..,....,."'t aRc~ncies through an inter-agency coordination process. The Department's 

Departtnents State and Departtnent Defense. and 

sum of our individual contributions. 



Through the National Security Council's Interagency Working Group process, the 

Departments of Energy, State, Defense. Commerce, and the Central InteUigence Agency,~ 

Environmental Protection Agency, Office of Management and Budget as well as the 

Office of Science and Technology Policy. Anns Control and Disarmament Agency and 

the Nuclear Regulatory Commission are joined together to assure timely sharing of 

information and coordination of actions on fissile materials control and disposition. The 

success of many of the specific efforts described earlier, rely on contributions from 

agencies throughout the government. Collectively. our efforts help form a strong 

foundation for attaining our fissile materials control and disposition objectives. 

CLOSING 

The manner and effectiveness with which we deal with the control and disposition of 

surplus fissile materials is clearly one of the most urgent and significant challenges of 

our time. We must bring to bear the full range of our experiences and capabilities to 

meet this global challenge and help assure a lasting peace. This comprehensive approach 

wiH involve numerous federal government agencies and will require prompt, coordinated 

to 

to assure .. "'"''"'T"'1"" policies and programs which set an example other 

effort. 

'Ni11 """'"t' .. '""' to be 

is ready and committed to 

been, 

With your continued support. we <~rn,,.,. .. ,.... these 



initiatives and work effectively with other nations in reducing the global nuclear danger. 

This concludes my prepared remarks. At this time, I would be pleased to answer any 

questions you have. 


