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MR. MCDANIEL: This is Keith McDaniel and today is January 21, 2015 and I am at my studio here in Oak Ridge with Cindy Kelly of the Atomic Heritage Foundation. Cindy, thank you for taking time to talk with us.

MS. KELLY: It's my pleasure.

MR. MCDANIEL: Tell me a little bit about your background, you know, where you were born and raised, where'd you go to school and kind of lead me up to your interest in ... in heritage, history preservation with the Manhattan Project.

MS. KELLY: Ok. Well, I grew up in a small town called Cohasset, south of Boston, and my father was MIT engineer and entrepreneur.

MR. MCDANIEL: All right.
MS. KELLY: So he was an inventor. And dinnertime, if he had gotten a brilliant idea that day, he would take his napkin, you know, our paper napkins at the dinner table, and his pen, and he would sketch out just how he fixed this little widget to work better. And, anyway, so this is something that I think that planted a seed in me. Planted a love of inventors and of that era of person. He was Class of 1933 at MIT. He was a little old, older, like a decade older than a lot of Manhattan Project participants that I've come to know and love. People ask me, you know, 'Why do you like this so much? Do you have a relative?' and in a way my father and the gentlemen, people that I've come to know so well who participated in Manhattan Project, so many remind me of my own father.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So that's kind of a nice bond there. 

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: I studied history in college and went to Wellesley College in Wellesley, Massachusetts, and then Yale University afterwards where I get my Masters in Arts of Teaching. You know, it gave me a certificate to teach and continue history.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: And then I taught in New Haven public high schools. Then I came to Washington and started working for the government. That's kind of a company town ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: ... and I had a friend who said, “Do you want to work for a Congressman?” I thought, “Terrific!” So I get some experience on the Hill and learned how the legislative process worked. And then I sold that to the Environmental Protection Agency we were the new, dynamic agency at the time, and was able to get a major piece of legislation enacted. The Toxic Substances Control Act.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: And really enjoyed being on the cutting edge of putting together the first set of regulations under that act and enjoyed seeing on the inside how the government worked.

MR. MCDANIEL: So did you work ... Did you work for the EPA?
MS. KELLY: Yes, I did.

MR. MCDANIEL: You went to work for the EPA, right?
MS. KELLY: I did.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: I worked for 15 years and then I took a four year sort of IPA, which is sort of an exchange, and worked for a non-profit that is called the International City-County Management Association.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: Better known as ICMA, and they are the county officials that are appointed and the county managers in that form of government, which is very common in the United States and in Great Britain.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: So I was responsible for an environmental program that'd just gotten some money from EPA to help local governments with their unfunded mandates.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: So that's Superfund and waste water treatment programs, storm water sewerage, all that stuff.

MR. MCDANIEL: Things that county exec ... county officials hate -- those unfunded mandates.

MS. KELLY: Exactly, exactly. But it gave me another perspective on local government and looking, basically, at the beast that is the federal government ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: ... from the belly up, you know, just what is this ... thousand pound gorilla ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: That is the federal government? How does it impact, as these mandates trickle down, how do we solve real problems on the ground.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure, sure ...
MS. KELLY: It was really fun. And then I had a choice. I could've kept working for that local government organization but I had so many years in the federal government and it was just a new administration coming in that I thought, “Well, let's see what else is around in the government I could do and give that a try.” So the opportunity came up to head up a new organization at the Department of Energy in their Environmental Management Office and it was called the Office of Public Accountability.

MR. MCDANIEL: All right.

MS. KELLY: The idea was to make the Department of Energy accountable to the public.

MR. MCDANIEL: All right.

MS. KELLY: And having, you know, seen how local governments work, they were a major constituent of the Department of Energy, and having known how Congress works first hand, and through my experience in the EPA, having had the environmental protection regulatory background, it all was a good piece for this office.

MR. MCDANIEL: Let's stop for just a real quick second. I want to adjust your microphone. So you had gone to work for DOE.

MS. KELLY: Yes.

MR. MCDANIEL: And heading up this new program. Tell me again what it was called.

MS. KELLY: Office of Public Accountability.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right. Ok.
MS. KELLY: So I was trying to make the department more accountable to the public.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So that gave me, well, the main assignment was to create citizen advisory boards ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Take that cord ... I'm sorry having to do this. Take that cord and go underneath your arm. There you go. Just like that. You're fine.
MS. KELLY: What I want to do is also take a swig of water.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok. Sure, absolutely. Go right ahead, absolutely.

MS. KELLY: So ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok. There we go. Now we're all set.

MS. KELLY: Ok, so, anyway, the job was ... took me around the country to see, 'cause we were setting up at the twelve major offices of the department and laboratories, citizen advisory boards or Site Specific Advisory Boards, as they're known in some of the sites.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So these boards were composed of Native American representatives, Hispanic representatives, you know, the business community, the housewives, you know, a whole gamut of interests, who then were able to get outside consultants that, of their choice, to review all of the clean-up documents and decision-making background and weigh in and help the department answer the question, "How clean is clean enough?"

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: In cleaning up these sites. 

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So much to the manager's amazement, instead of, sort of, encumbering the process with annoying meetings and being of little value, it empowered the managers to make decisions that they otherwise could never have made without the community suspecting that they were selling out the community for cheap.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: And it was really a dramatic example of how effective public participation can be.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: So ...

MR. MCDANIEL: How many of these sites ... how many communities did you have these site specific, these advisory boards set up?
MS. KELLY: I think the count was twelve.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok. All right.
MS. KELLY: So it was Rocky Flats, Savannah River, Oak Ridge ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure. Los Alamos?
MS. KELLY: The three laboratories, Los Alamos, Livermore, Hanford ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Hanford.
MS. KELLY: Sandia, think it was Sandia ... anyway ... Fernald ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Right, right, right ...
MS. KELLY: Mound. So these were all over the country.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right, right, right.
MS. KELLY: Yeah. So it was a big job but it got me to read about the history. You had to know what does Savannah River do? What did it do? What are the wastes from? So I was always interested in the Manhattan Project history.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: As a history major. Then I learned from Skip Gosling, I believe he was the one who was chief historian for the Department of Energy, that they were going to destroy the Manhattan Project buildings at Los Alamos.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: They were behind the security fence and, you know, for 50 years at that point they had stood, basically, abandoned.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: And in the, with the end of the Cold War in 1989, that freed up the government, that is the Department of Energy, to begin to clean up the former nuclear weapons complex. Or those pieces of it that they were no longer using.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: There was a lot of pressure to comply with environmental standards of the day. And the laboratory, Los Alamos National Laboratory, as well as these other sites, negotiated with their state and federal environmental agencies, agreements to clean up and reduce the footprint of these old, contaminated properties.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So that's what was going on. There was a steady stream of money, started to grow from $2 and $3 billion up to $5 to $6 to $8. You know, it looked like it was going to keep escalating.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: And they ... there was a lot of ... lot of things in play. So they were, Los Alamos was going to get credit for every property that they took down and that was the game.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So these particular properties were declared to be contaminated. Happened that their contamination was asbestos shingles and hunta virus, which is mouse, from mouse droppings.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: And, maybe some high explosives in the drain pipes of some of the buildings. But it was nothing that couldn't easily have been resolved, it was just that when the state of New Mexico saw the markings, "These Properties Are Contaminated" ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: ... they probably concluded, Oh, it's radioactive ...

MR. MCDANIEL: It's radioactive because of what was done there.

MS. KELLY: Right, right, exactly. For all that. So it was very easy for them to get, sure, that's a pass, let's go ahead with that. But after this was brought to my attention, I thought, Well, how can we ... ? What can we do about this? And I had ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Because these were historic buildings. I mean, these were significant buildings in the history of the Manhattan Project.
MS. KELLY: Oh, absolutely. I mean, they didn't look like much. No one had bothered to go through the process of registering them on the National Register.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So, you know, no one had really assessed if these were really all that important or not. So I asked the ... an old friend, John Fowler, who had gone to law school with my husband, so we knew him, and his first job was to be the executive director for the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.

MR. MCDANIEL: Oh, ok.
MS. KELLY: Which is a small federal agency that weighs in on all matters of significant preservation importance.

MR. MCDANIEL: Good friend to have.

MS. KELLY: Good friend to have. (laughter) He was a very good friend.

MR. MCDANIEL: At that point in your life, wasn't it?

MS. KELLY: Yeah, yeah ... So I said, “John, help us, you know, what shall I do?” And he said, “Oh, Los Alamos – we're going to Santa Fe in November with the Council.” The Council met probably quarterly. “I can just add a day and we can go to Los Alamos and look at the properties.”
MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: And so they did. And these are the ... The Council was composed of membership, half of them are appointed by the President and half by the Congress.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: So they were, some of them, very ... had important jobs in the government such as the Keeper of the National Register or they were noted architectural historians or, you know, had some other expertise.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So this group came and saw V-site, this is the buildings we thought probably most significant. And they said, “Why, these are not just National Historic Register properties, these are a National Historic Landmark, of which there are about 2,500, such as George Washington's Mount Vernon or Mt. Rushmore, those are of that ilk.” And they said, “Beyond that, they're World Heritage site caliber.” 
So that made the laboratory a little sheepish about their plans to demolish them, but they said, “All right, we'll take them off the list for demolition, but you need to find other monies. The money we have from Congress is for clean-up and for stockpile stewardship, in other words, for maintaining the weapons materials here.”
MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: Not for historic preservation. So, fortunately, this was 1997 and the next year, there was $30 million that any federal agency that had historic properties that were in danger of being lost could propose to have them restored with some of this money.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: The money was a new program created by then First Lady Hillary Clinton with the relevant congressional committees, to commemorate the Millenium.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: Not by building new monuments but by preserving some of the federal properties important to our history instead. So we had to convince Secretary Bill Richardson, Secretary of the Department of Energy, to go along with this and let the Department of Energy submit proposals for its various properties. And it turned out we had seven proposals from Rocky Flats to Savannah River, you know, the Cold War, the whole gamut, all were invited. Fortunately, we got two awards. One was for the Los Alamos properties and the other were for the Experimental Breeder Reactor I in Idaho Falls where the AEC, the Atomic Energy Commission, developed the first reactor to prove the principle that you could produce electricity and have nuclear power harnessed for commercial and consumer use.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure, sure ...
MS. KELLY: So, at any rate, one of the ironies is that the panel that was put together, by the National Park Service which administered the process of deciding which projects to fund.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: They had five panelists from outside the Park Service that were gathered to, you know, spend the day reading the proposals and discussing them and choosing ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: ... which ones get funded. Well, the five, of the five, three had been to Los Alamos.

MR. MCDANIEL: Oh, ok.

MS. KELLY: Three of them happened to have been also Advisory Committee members.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So when they arrived, at least one of them asked, “Well, I see my pile to look, to review, but where are the Los Alamos properties?” They weren't in the pile.

MR. MCDANIEL: Really?
MS. KELLY: The Park Service said, “Oh, yes, we rejected those.”
MR. MCDANIEL: Is that right?
MS. KELLY: They don't look like much. They had no other designation. The EBR 1, the properties in Idaho that were the second of the DOE properties to get an award, they actually had been nominated for National Historic Landmark status in the '60s.

MR. MCDANIEL: Oh, ok.
MS. KELLY: So they had the designation the National Park Service recognizes.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: Oh, yeah, oh, these are important.

MR. MCDANIEL: Exactly.
MS. KELLY: These don't have any designation.

MR. MCDANIEL: Exactly.
MS. KELLY: So, anyway, it was one of those very fortunate ... coincidences. So that proposed, you know, between the two awards, it was a little over a million dollars. A million-three. And it was a federal challenge matching grant which meant someone had to get that amount of non-federal funds.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: So who was going to do that? As a federal employee, I couldn't.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: It's prohibited. And the Department of Energy doesn't have a companion foundation, such as the National Park Service has a National Park Foundation that raises money for it.

MR. MCDANIEL: Privately.
MS. KELLY: Privately.

MR. MCDANIEL: Oh, I understand.
MS. KELLY: So, fortunately, about the next week after this, or within a couple of weeks, the Environmental Management Office announced an early-out buy out program.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: That included my group and I had the numbers, the number of years of service and so forth, so I said, All right. I guess I'll do this.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: It'll be a segue to my next real job, you know. So I left in 2000, early in 2000, to raise a little over a million and I turned to my former boss, Tom Grumbly,  who'd left the department as well, he had commented to me, “Oh, little over a million? That's two phone calls.”
MR. MCDANIEL: Is that right?
MS. KELLY: I said, “Tom, make them. Why don't you make the phone calls?”
MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So Easter came and he still hadn't made the phone calls. I'd written up, you know, all sorts of talking points.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: I left flowers. I left candy. I left messages, “Please make the phone calls.” He finally made the phone calls and he said, “Ah, those troglodytes. They did not want to fund this.”
MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: Zero. So I was off, you know, I had to start and do it myself somehow.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: So that's how I got going and what I realized was we needed to have some political sponsorship, as such. We needed to have more visibility. So, in March of 2001, I put together a program, seven events in three days, in Los Alamos.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.

MS. KELLY: With no staff. 

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: It was partnership. This is how we have survived, we have had some wonderful partners and this was with the Los Alamos Historical Society and Richard Rhodes, whom I conscripted to speak three times and moderate a panel discussion.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.  He did everything.
MS. KELLY: So anyway, part of the reason we had all those events, one of them was right after dedication of a new building at Los Alamos to which they had invited Senator Pete Domenici, Senator Jeff Bingaman, Congressman Tom Udall and other notables. So I knew they would all be in town and right after the dedication ceremony, we had a lunch.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.

MS. KELLY: And that's where all of them came and spoke and I got their attention.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: And that opened doors, then back on the Hill. So I would talk to the various offices --  talk to Bingaman's office about getting a special study to do a national park. I talked to Domenici's office. He was chairman of the Appropriations Committee, about supporting preservation of Manhattan Project properties. The first appropriations that came through were for a study to, a report to Congress to determine, well, how many properties are there? I mean, they were sort of interested in, you know, supporting the idea of preserving the properties, but they didn't want to just open the spigot and discover, well, there are 500 of them and it's going to cost, you know, this is another huge program.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right. Exactly.
MS. KELLY: So they required DOE to produce a report to Congress on what are the Manhattan Project properties that are remaining that are really significant and how much will it cost to preserve them?

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: And that grant, it turned out to be $250,000. It was directed to the Atomic Heritage Foundation.

MR. MCDANIEL: Oh, ok.
MS. KELLY: That I had just formed because this was all, at any rate, the way it worked. 

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: The DOE was a little surprised, What's this one?

MR. MCDANIEL: Exactly.
MS. KELLY: But the committee clarified ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: ... that this is what it was for.

MR. MCDANIEL: This is what it was for.
MS. KELLY: That was very good timing. Fortuitous again.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So, I started by having a series of meetings. I invited the Park Service and I invited everybody. Since I'd worked with all these sites on the Site Specific Advisory Board, I kind of knew a lot of people in each community and worked with the Department. I used to, after all, be an employee.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So I knew counterparts. So it was pretty easy to put together a two-day meeting in Oak Ridge, Los Alamos and Hanford. And I remember Bill Wilcox always referred to that meeting as the first time he really was aware that this history mattered, or preserving, you know, these properties was a real option.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: And also, because I invited the Atlanta Regional Park Service to come, that a park, a national historical park for the Manhattan Project was also an option.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: Not out of the question.

MR. MCDANIEL: And that, what year was that?
MS. KELLY: 2003.

MR. MCDANIEL: 2003. Ok.
MS. KELLY: 2003, we had all these meetings and in August, I submitted this report and that spring we were able to get ... Part of the report recommended that there be a Manhattan Project National Historical Park and that we preserve the oral histories, to the extent that we can take them, of Manhattan Project veterans. So there were a couple of the cross-cutting recommendations.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: And then it laid out recommendations for which properties. At the same time, DOE was getting energized and they made a list of signature facilities.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: Of which, at Oak Ridge, you have three.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right. Or we did.
MS. KELLY: The Y-12... You did, I know. The Y-12 Beta-3 calutrons, the X-10 Graphite Reactor and the former K-25 plant.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: Anyway, so that was kind of people getting excited and that excitement in the communities got communicated to the Congressional delegations and we were able to get the study proposed. That's the first step in a park is to have Congress pass legislation requiring a special resource study.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: And so that was introduced and was passed and signed by President George W. Bush in 2004.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: Yeah. Even though his administration, Bush administration's mantra was, “No new parks,” this park has always been special. It's always has bipartisan support. It is so significant it's embarrassing that it's been overlooked for so many years as part of the National Park system.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: Which is supposedly an embodiment of the America's story.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: So this was a chapter that was left out.

MR. MCDANIEL: Exactly, exactly.
MS. KELLY: And so we're very pleased that it's no longer left out. It will be part of the system.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right, right.
MS. KELLY: Anyway, so that was the beginning and then, of course, the two year study took a lot longer. Took more like seven or eight years.

MR. MCDANIEL: Exactly.
MS. KELLY: Just because of the complexity.

MR. MCDANIEL: Exactly, exactly. So ... so specifically about the National Park, Manhattan Project National Park, as you said it took seven or eight years really for the study to be done and then what happened?

MS. KELLY: The study recommendation came out in January of 2010.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: And that fell short of expectations in that the Park Service did not want to take on a Superfund site.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: They did not want to have responsibility for disposal, or the disposal of a facility like the B Reactor at Hanford that still had its uranium ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Residuals.
MS. KELLY: ... fuel and the residual contamination of all the by-products of running a reactor. They didn't want to take on the Beta-3 calutron if it, you know, had leaks or releases or such. That's not their expertise. Their budget is one-tenth of the Department of Energy's budget.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: It's more like $2.3 billion as opposed to $23 billion. At least, you know, a few years ago. So it was out of the question. So the first study recommendations were to have a park but only include those properties in downtown Los Alamos that dated back to the Boys Ranch School that was taken over for housing and for recreational centers ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: ... for the Manhattan Project. And that was it. None of the properties that we'd managed to get preserved with our Save America's Treasures grant at Los Alamos were included.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: Nothing in Oak Ridge. Nothing in Hanford.

MR. MCDANIEL: Hanford ... 

MS. KELLY: So this was the best gift the Parks Service could have given us. 

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: Because it energized everybody in Oak Ridge and everybody in Hanford and the congressional delegations in Tennessee and Washington state to say, “No way.”
MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: This is not acceptable. And, of course, Los Alamos wanted, you know, their full story told.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure, of course.

MS. KELLY: So that led to pressure on the Department of Energy and the Parks Service to figure out, well what would work?

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: So in that period of time between July and the following, or between January and then the ... July 2011, they came to an agreement that the Department of Energy would own and maintain, in perpetuity, its Manhattan Project facilities.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: Those that we choose to have in the park and that the National Parks Service would ... would be the interpreter. And they're America's Storyteller, and that would be the division of roles.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.

MS. KELLY: And that's what is reflected in the legislation.

MR. MCDANIEL: And so, it took a couple of more years to get that back in front of Congress, I guess.

MS. KELLY: Yes, we tried. It almost made it through in 2013.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: But we got surprised by Dennis Kucinich from Ohio in saying, this would be an abomination or some such word, to have the story of the Manhattan Project, a celebration, he called it, as part of the park. It was a shameful chapter in U.S. history. That's his read.

MR. MCDANIEL: And it ... And if he had gone to ... I'm sorry, I'm inserting myself into the conversation. Had he gone to a Manhattan Project National Park and learned the true story of the Manhattan Project and all the things that came from it, he might not have gotten up and said that. He might have not had that attitude. So, anyway. That's my opinion.

MS. KELLY: He's always ... He was quite famous in Congress for being opposed to everything ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure, sure, sure ...

MS. KELLY: ... that had to do with nuclear energy and such.

MR. MCDANIEL: So that was in 2013, so it didn't pass.

MS. KELLY: It didn't pass then. Well, that was going to be by unanimous consent and that, you know, we didn't get the numbers we needed in the House because he swayed a number of people who usually vote for all things having to do with parks and park expansions, but it was voted ... It didn't get the majority votes that it needed. It got a majority but not ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Right. Not ...
MS. KELLY: Not the ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Was it a two-thirds?

MS. KELLY: Yeah, the two-thirds, right. So that gave us the following Congress to try and, oh, yes, we continued in that Congress but it got through the House as an amendment to the National Defense Authorization Act, which is a must-pass military authorization bill now $600-some billion are authorized and it's essential, you know, to maintaining our defense.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So that has gone through Congress for 53 straight years running. It's a sure bet. So we go through the House as an amendment in 2013 but it floundered in the Senate. The Senate did not want to give Congressman Doc Hastings, who had been chairman of the natural resources committee in the House for many years, and he opposed, or put the kibosh on almost all park initiatives that came from the Senate. Senate Democrats would push different park initiatives or expansion of wilderness areas and he generally did not favor those.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So they, with some resentment, they didn't want to give him the one park he wanted without getting some of theirs.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: And, fortunately, when this same process was followed this past year, the House passed it as part of the National Defense Authorization Act in May. Came over to the Senate and this time the dynamics were different. There were different chairpeople on the comitt... well, in the Senate committee was Mary Landrieu and she works very well with her Republican colleagues and is more flexible than some of the previous ones. Any rate, whatever the dynamics, it happened to work well to get a consensus around a deal around a package of 96 different actions.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.
MS. KELLY: Seven new parks, nine expansions of existing parks, 14 heritage areas that were re-funded then some 40 or 50 wilderness and public lands actions.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: So this all, you know, this huge package got swallowed, somewhat reluctantly by some.

MR. MCDANIEL: Absolutely.
MS. KELLY: In the last Congress, in the last days, it was signed into the law by President Obama on December 19, so it was a Christmas present.

MR. MCDANIEL: It was a Christmas present. That was about a month ago.
MS. KELLY: Yeah.

MR. MCDANIEL: That's amazing. That's amazing. So what's ...? So this is January of 2015, so it's been about a month since it was signed. What do you anticipate as far as a time ... timeline and maybe some of the ... don't go into great detail about challenges, but maybe what you kind of expect from this Manhattan Project National Park. 

MS. KELLY: There is a lot of energy back in Washington, D.C. in the Department of Energy and Department of Interior to get the park established. The law says that within one year of the passage of the bill, or enactment, which was December 19, the two departments have to work out an agreement that's basically going to relate what they've already agreed to.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: With respect to roles and relations, you know, the interpreter, for the Department of Interior, the person to maintain these things, the Department of Energy. But there's a few sticky issues which are public access. I think that one way to approach some of these issues, which is difficult, you know, for the laboratories, or, you know, for your operational places in Oak Ridge, for ... to know timing, exactly when is going to be the right time to let the public into the Y-12 area where the Beta-3 calutron is.

MR. MCDANIEL: Because Y-12 today is still a vital, plays a vital role in our nation's security and they still do highly classified work and it's ... it's not some place you just casually walk into, is it?
MS. KELLY: Right, exactly. Although these properties are sort of on the fence line and one could imagine, you know, reconfiguring things so there could be a pocket of, an area that would be ok to have the public come in. But then, that takes time and planning and so forth and similarly at Los Alamos. You know, there are some properties right on the fence line, some that are farther and buried in an area not too far from a sensitive area.

MR. MCDANIEL: Exactly.
MS. KELLY: So there are plans at Los Alamos to consolidate their activities and that would help a lot. It would then maroon these things in areas that weren't near any activity.

MR. MCDANIEL: Exactly.
MS. KELLY: These plans come and then they get revised and timelines extended. We don't think we're going to be able, within this next year, to definitively, you know, put green lights next to all of these properties and say they're going to be open January 1, 2016.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: But you have to look at this whole thing like Plymouth Rock, 1620, which is now almost 400 years later, and it's still there. These will be still there, we hope, in 400 years from now, millennia from now.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: And it's ok if we had to wait four years before the public is in.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: That's not the point. You don't have to throw the properties away, you know ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Exactly.
MS. KELLY: ... just because you can't open them in the next four years.

MR. MCDANIEL: Exactly.
MS. KELLY: It's ok. So ...

MR. MCDANIEL: So, but what this does, it kind of gives some protection, kind of an umbrella of protection to some of these properties, does it, saying, like you said, it may not be tomorrow, it may not be next year, it may be a few years down the road but we know we want to include these at some point to this park.

MS. KELLY: Yes.

MR. MCDANIEL: Ok.

MS. KELLY: Absolutely. Congress has done its groundwork. It's very explicit which facilities are to be in the park. There are provisions for both Oak Ridge and Hanford for additional properties to be named. Or I guess it's Oak Ridge and Los Alamos but I'm sure things could be worked out for Hanford as well, but, you know, it won't be Williamsburg, it won't be that, you know, every single property -- we've already lost probably 95 percent of the Manhattan Project properties. We're not looking to have everything.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: But you want representative samples to give people the look and feel of what it was like and of the enormity of the undertaking and the ambition and the drive and energy that these buildings represent and the number of people who walked along those planks. They were high up where they looked down on the separation plants.

MR. MCDANIEL: Oh, sure.
MS. KELLY: I mean, there're just many things that will just make people have goose bumps.

MR. MCDANIEL: Oh, yeah. Absolutely, absolutely. So that has kind of been the main thrust of the, of your organization, hasn't it, the last 10 years, has been the national park?

MS. KELLY: That's certainly been ... That's been our Holy Grail.

MR. MCDANIEL: Holy Grail.
MS. KELLY: Trying to get this park, but we function ...

MR. MCDANIEL: But you do other things as well.

MS. KELLY: Right.
MR. MCDANIEL: Tell me about those a little bit.
MS. KELLY: Ok. We're very concerned about getting the oral histories of the Manhattan Project veterans. So, just as you, Keith, have taken hundreds of oral histories, we also have, and of course, our scope is not to have just Oak Ridge, but we were, these days I've been travelling all over the country because people have retired and it's hard to find people who are both Manhattan Project veterans still alive and also up for an interview.

MR. MCDANIEL: Oh, sure.

MS. KELLY: Because not everybody is up for that. So we spend a lot of time trying to track them down and taking interviews but it is amazingly rewarding. The other thing we've done is to salvage recordings made by noted historians that have been kind of lost in the bowels of various university archives. So we have been able to negotiate agreements to put on our Voices of the Manhattan Project website 180 different recordings, 80 or so of them were taken by Stephane Groueff, a Bulgarian journalist who wrote, “The Manhattan Project: The Untold Story,” in 1967 and his interviews were largely recorded in 1965, only 20 years after the war.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: You know, all the principles were still alive.

MR. MCDANIEL: Yeah, absolutely.
MS. KELLY: So we have 12 hours of General Groves.

MR. MCDANIEL: Wow, that's amazing.

MS. KELLY: We have an hour of his wife, we have 45 minutes of Oppenheimer ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Wow.
MS. KELLY: His grandson says that's the best recording he's ever heard of Oppenheimer.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: We have some, just a whole gamut of people and they range from, you know, the top echelon scientists and military leaders to the man at Hanford who was responsible for 50 thousand box lunches a day.

MR. MCDANIEL: Wow.

MS. KELLY: Harry Petcher. The second set, second of the three sets we've uncovered, is from a journalist named Steve Sanger who, on his own nickel, took a sabbatical from his job as a journalist and drove eleven thousand miles in his car to track down 80 some people who, in 1985 were still alive and had worked at Hanford.

MR. MCDANIEL: Wow.
MS. KELLY: And there's a wonderful ...

MR. MCDANIEL: I bet. That's amazing.

MS. KELLY: Yeah, and the final interviews were taken by Richard Rhodes primarily for his book, “Dark Sun,” which followed “The Making of the Atomic Bomb”.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: But these are also people who are, you know, it's been 25 years.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure, sure, absolutely ...

MS. KELLY: So, they are wonderful.

MR. MCDANIEL: Absolutely. Well, that's amazing.

MS. KELLY: Yeah.

MR. MCDANIEL: So you do the oral history, you've got, you do some video, little short video projects.

MS. KELLY: What we're doing now is a series called Ranger in Your Pocket and the idea is that people visit the sites, they can take their smartphone or their tablet, the information, it'll be short audio visual programs that they can choose from.

MR. MCDANIEL: Oh, ok.
MS. KELLY: Yeah, so they can listen, learn more about the B Reactor at Hanford ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: ... or if they're in the control room about the control room.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: Or if they're outside, about how the Columbia River was channeled to, you know, cool off the reactor and then just changed back.

MR. MCDANIEL: Wow.

MS. KELLY: There're all sorts of things. Some are more technical, others are just cute kid stories.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: You know, people who were children at the time and got lost after they got off the school bus, that new houses had gone up over of the course of the morning, and they couldn't find their house.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure, sure absolutely.
MS. KELLY: Just a whole gamut of different stories that people who visit can choose from and learn about. And they don't even have to visit because this is all on our website. You can look at it at home on your computer or teachers can use it for classrooms.

MR. MCDANIEL: Wow, that's amazing. That's amazing.

MS. KELLY: So, we're just starting on that program.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure, sure.

MS. KELLY: We've got a few things done.

MR. MCDANIEL: Absolutely, absolutely. Well, is there anything else you want to talk about, Cindy?

MS. KELLY: I just want to welcome everybody to the National Historical Park for the Manhattan Project. We want any suggestions that people might have for how to make it the best experience. The National Park Service is about to celebrate its centennial so it'll be 100 years old in 2016, about the time this park launches.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: And we want this to be kind of the poster child for the new centinnial park and the Park Service has already identified its priorities as to be number one, an educator. That hasn't been articulated in the first hundred years as its first mission, it ...

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: It's now its first mission.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure.
MS. KELLY: And the Manhattan Project is just full of fascinating stories and lessons about what it means to be an innovator. What it means to have a theory about how a reactor should work and then how to translate that. What engineers do.

MR. MCDANIEL: Right.
MS. KELLY: And how you need a group of multiple, of different disciplines to solve problems. You can't just put scientists in corners and say, “Well, solve that!” Because things are complex and you need collaboration. So there're lots of great lessons. So we'll work with who's ever interested, certainly all the communities. Hopefully, we can interpret this and at least get the park started.

MR. MCDANIEL: Sure. Well, great. Well, thank you, Cindy Kelly, for taking time to talk with us.

MS. KELLY: Well, this has been delightful. Thank you.

MR. MCDANIEL: Very good.
[End of Interview]
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