ﬂﬁﬂﬂ HEADQUARTERS

af Migsiszropi # Box F548 2 Adda, OR F4821-1548 7 (5800 436: 2603

January 7, 2008

Ms. Corinne Macaluso

‘v Ms. Patricia Temple

Bechtel SAIC, LLC

955 North L’Enfant Plaza SW. Suite &0
Wwashington. DT 20024

Dear Ms. Macaluso:

Subject: U.S. Department of Energy Request for Comments
Transportation of radioactive materials to Yucca Mountain repository

The Chickasaw Nation received anotice from the U.S. Department of Energy’s
(DOE) Office nf” Civilian Radioactive Waste Management, requesting commments on the
proposed revised policy o Section 150 (¢) of the Nuclear- Waste Palicy At

The DOE plansto ship radioactive materials along a route lying within the
Chickasaw Nation. The Chickasaw Nation is interested in obtaining the necessary
training for our first responders, including our Lighthorse Police Department and fire
department,

Also included with this |etter are answersto the six specific questions sited in the
Federal Register notice.

Plcasc direct any questions regarding these projects to the attention of Mr. Mack
Peterson, environmentsl section head, the Chickasaw Nation Division of Housing and
ribal Development, at (580) 272-5400.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter
Sincerely,

AL

Bill Ancatuhby, Govermor
The Chickasaw Nation V

Bill Arnoatubby

Governor

h ickﬂmw Jefferson Ked

Lieutenant
Governor



The Department of Energy has requested interested parties comment on this
notice of revised proposed policy, including the specific questions identified below:

Question |

(a) Would $200,000 be an appropriate amount for the assessment and planning
grant to conduct an initial needs assesstnent?

(b) Should the amount be the same for each eligible State and Tribe'? % v

(c) Would there be a need to update theinitial needs assessment and, if so, at
what intervals and should funding be made availablefor thls purposes in what
amount? % - 1 oaet shiow pridan v aa :
records Tor most srames are kipt for 3 vg grs et
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Question 2

(a) Would $100,000 be an appropriate amount for the annual training grant? * « =

{(b) Recognizing that, after cominencement of shipments through an eligible State
or Tribe, training to maintain capability may become less costly with
increased expertise and efficiency, shwuld the base amount of subsequent
annual trai ning grants be adjusted downward to reflect the number of years
that annual training grants have been rece! w.d the 1 SIRCLI TR
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(¢) What should be dltocatmn of availableappropriated funds for 2 fiscal year

between the base amount and the variable amount of the annual traini ng

grants? Itwacid %%%.. tictenid il B ore s < 5l
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(d) Should the entire traini ng grant be varlable based on the fundlng aIIocatlon
formula described herein? ™. « T « 0 RLANHN w28 o dde 1l 1
Question 3

(a) Should the amount of funding be adjusted where a route forms a bordel
between two States, a State and a Tribal reservation, or two Tribal
reservations? .. fumilin I v the sam

(b) Should State or Tribes with mutual aid responsibilities along aroute outside
their borders he eligible for 1\0(0) grants on the basis of the mutudt ad
d;_,lu.,m(,n{ grant’) e ey w i eemmain impacted by g spi T
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(c If S0, how shouldtheamount of fundlng be calculated and should the funding
he calculation take into account whether or not the State or Tribe would
otherwise beeligible for agrant™?¥ wading: <hould be ¢ tlen g i
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(d) Should the State or Tribe that received notification of eligibility from DOE
indicate in their grant application that ancighhoring State or Tribe hasa
mutual aid agreement along a particular route whereupon DOE would then
notlfy the neighboring State of Tribe of 115 eligibility?*
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Questiorz 3
(a) Do assessments and planning grants need to be undertaken four years prior to

aninitial scheduled shipment through a State or Tribe's jurisdiction? % v«
(b) Do training grants need to commence three years prior to a scheduled
shipment through a State or Tribe's jurisdiction? %
(c) Do training zrants need to be provided every year that shipments are
scheduled?

Question 5
(a) Should the Section 180(c) grants be adjusted to account for fees levied by
States or Tribes on the transportation of spent nuclear fuel or high-level
radioactive waste through their jurisdiction? % ¢« thes shinu panst i at
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(b) Hc}w S'hould DOE determine if afee coversall or |m|1 of the cost of activities

allowed under Sectlon i‘iO(c) gzantﬂ’ 1, ti LR T TR
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iv) Is the language in thispalicy, requiring States and Tribe,; to explain in their
grant application hovw the fees and Section 180{¢) grant awards arc Separate
arid distinct. sufficient to prevent DOE from paying twice for the same
activity? +

Chuestion 6
(a) How should Section 1#fi¢) grants be adjusted to reflect other funding or
technical assistance frim DOE or other Federal agencies fro training for safe

routine transportation and emergency response procedures? i iiring

e frmnsieoeriatimn od radieactn e mate el
(b) In partlcular how should DOE account for 'EPP other similar programs that
provide funding and/or technlcal as':.‘lstance related to transportatlon of

radioactive materials? [h THET
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(¢) Towhat extent isSectiori 180((:?) funding necessary where funding al ‘o
technical assistance are being or have been provided for other 1X0E shipping
campaiens such as i DOE’s Waste Isolation Pilot Plant'!



