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5 , * UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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, ' NO. CY¥-91-3015-uwry
IN. RE HANFORD NUCLEAR : : o
ORDER DENYING DEFENDANTS '

vvvvvv\,v

95 RESERVATION LITIGATION
) MOTION FOR SUMMARY'JUDGMENT--

10 STATUTE - OF LIMITATIONE
11
12

This Order relates to: All Cases
13
14 At the eighth status conference on July 15, 2004) The Court reserved

15§ ruling on Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment --Statute of Limita-
i6 tiqns, fileqg February 20, 2604 (Ct. Rec. 1433), Afgument was pregented
17 || by William.Squires for the Defendants and Louige Rogelle and Petexr
18 | Nordberg for the Plaintiffg,:

19 The Court hag reviewed the file, all materialg submitted on the
20 Motién, and the Bal] v, Union Carbide co “r —_F.3d ___ 2004 wp 1573172
2t ff (6th cCir. 7/15/04) decision Preasented at the hearing by Défendants;

‘22 »cohsidered the oral argumentg of'counéel, and ig fully informed. For the

23 || reasons stated below, the Motion isg denied.

.24

25 f ILSee Eighth Statug Conference Qrderx: July 15,-20Q4, for listing of

2€ | additionai counsel present at the hearing,
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I. POBITIONS OF PARTIES _
Defendanfs asgert that five'years_befoée Plaintiffs filegd suit on
August 6, 1990,2 there wag massive publicity, extensive public disclosure
of Department of Enérgy [DOE] documénts, and government investigationg
that put the Plaintiffg on notice that Hanford I-131 releases cauged

their alleged thyroid conditions, Defendants identify February 27, 1986,

the date of the DOE!'sg digclopura of 18,320 pages, as the date the’

Plaintiffs had knowledge regarding causation, Defendants assert that
Plaintiffs whose diagnosig oécurred before aAugust 6, 1987 (three years
before filing) dig not aggert timely claimg.

The Plaihtiffs argue that the DOE withheld information on Hanford

emisgions from 1944 untii February 27, 19g¢. After the large pog

reported emissions had injured off-site residents. There was great
uncertainty with mény officialsg, including DOE, Stating there was no

evidence of harm. The media reported on many investigationg and

areas, type &f products, . and dietary habitsg of residents. See
Defendantg!’ Media Appendix, THE OrrGonIAw, Sept:. 12, 1986.° A of August

&, 1987 (three years before filing), a Plaintiff would have coneluded

*The Evénson_class action was filed August 6, 1990 (CY-90-3067) .
*Hereinafter citations to the Defendants' two volume Media Appendix

will be to the media source andg date of Publication,
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