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January 7, 2008 

Ms. Corinne Macaluso 
c/o Ms. Patricia Temple 
Bechtel SAIC, LLC 
955 North L'Enfant P t a ~ a  SW. Stlire ROCjO 
-Wash1 ngton. Di '  2602-6 

Dear Ms. Macaluso: 

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

The Chickasaw Nation receivcd a notice froin the U.S. Depai-tment of Energy'\ 
(DOE) Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste M:inage~nc:nt, rtzquesting co~n~nents  on ?he 
pr-opo~e(1 rcvtsetl policy 01: Sec*ioll IS0 fc) cf thc Nuclear- Waste I%<rIlcy Act 

The DOE plans to ship radioactive n~ater~als along a Iy~ng within the 
Chickasaw Nation. The Chickasaw Nation is interested in obtaining the necessary 
training fbr our first respondcrs, including our Lighthorse Police Departnient and fire 
ciepartincnt. 

Also included with this letter are answers to thc six specific questions sited in the 
Fectcral Register notice. 

Plcasc direct any questions regarding these projects to the attention of Mr. black 
iketerson, en\ironmental section head, the Chickasaw Nation Division of Fiousing and 
Tribal Development, at (580) 272-5400. 

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter 

Sincerely, 

Thi: Chickasaw Nation v 



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

Question 1 
(a) Would $200,000 be an appropriate arnourlt for the assessrtient ;inti planning 

grant to conduct an initial needs assesstnent? & ;% 

(b) Should the amount be the same for each eligible State and Tribe'? 1 e %  
(c) Would there be a need to update the initial needs assessment and, if so, at 

what intervals and should funding be made available for this purposes in what 
amount? \ cL+- the  l s $ " i r t \ 4 1 0 8 5  $(~, : (s ik i  B ~ c  tapd&ti%r*if c \  a a t -4 ; P * e r a 4 - < >  
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Question2 
(a) Would $100,000 be an appropriate amount for the annual training grant? "k t s 
(h) Recogni~ing that, after cominencement of shipments through an eligible State 

or Tribe, trailling to maintain capability tnay become less costly with 
increased evjtertise and efficiency, s't.~ould the base arnount oi'subseyuent 
annual training grarlts be adjusted dowri\?i;zrd to reflect the nulx~ber of years 
that annual trrlin~r~g grants have been recr:tcd? eirg/t,. lhb 8: L f b l i : f i ~ b  ::.: ag 
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(c) LVhat should be allocat~on of available appropriated funds for a fiscal year 
between the base amount and the variable amount of the anriual training - * - 9 grants? O:,~-+ss: grptitl tfw Ch l3a .b '$ ln~;* i%a sail 8- g C-B 'y i a f j t b $ t a ? t i t ~ 2  i )I 1 ~ k ~ : i ~ ~  
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(d) Should the entire training grant be variable based on the funding allocation 
fon~lula described herein? Bet, ,r Jr:t.ie $IT % W,ik&itl \a ilB p w a  se54  ti:< i t r~c . f tb t l  
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Question 3 
(a) S'rlould the aniount of funding be adjusted where a route fonns a bordei 

between two States, a State and a Tribal reservation, or two l'ribal 
reservations'? " i t# ,  ~ * t i ~ ~ s f ~ i r ~  .~fia*a~lil 1 e'ot:sais "iae +ssrPcb t$rs<,iccia, q u a  

(b) Should State or Tribes with mutual aid responsibilities along a route outside 
their borders he el~gible for 1 YO(c) grants on the basis of the n-tutual aid 

' P F  agieement grant? "i.*- :ttcx t* i ' r  rucr;a,;;ira r i * a j ~ , l a " $ < 4 i  K r  d+ " 2 i 3 4 3 6  ~ i s i i a $ i e i .  
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(c) If SO, how should the amount of funding be calculated and sholrld the lilnding 
be calculation take into account whether or not the State or Tribe would 
othetwise be elijgble for a grant'? % r i d r c l i r q :  ;I.asuE:l br; a. i k r s ! , s b d  tt\tt~:: elrr* 
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(d) Should the State or Tribe that received notification of eligibility from DOE 
indicate in their gant  application that a nei@bonng State or Trlbc has 
tnutual aicJ agreelnent along a particular route whereupon DOE would then 
notify the neighboring State of Tribe of 11s eligibility? 
~ Z I )  d n ' r  + 2 e i 8 r r l r ;  1 ,#ti tc k ,  $I$ tgiX)bl'~ f, r c  "$1 :P i ; r , s = + _ \  

Questiorz 3 
(a) Do assessl~lents and planning g ~ n t s  rlced to be unclertakerz fi)te years prior to 

an initial scheduled shipment through a State or Tribe's jurisdiction? h kt$ 

(b)  Do training grants need to cotnmence three years prior to a scheduled 
shipment through a State or Tribe's jurisdiction? 1 c% 

(c) Do training gants  need to be provided every year that shipments are 
schetluled? 5 ea-.i 

Question 5 
(a) Should the Section 1130(c) grants be adjusted to account for fees le.iied by 

States or Tribes on the transportation of spent nuclear fuel or high-level 
radioactive waste through their jurisdiction? P n, 18442~ ~ ! j t ~ ~ j  let !>- ; t i4  144.1c $1 a r 
4 a r , ~  S% f i ' ~ ~  ;~Z"P*W\C:~ g i b t  l h G  t r ~ : ~ i t j g  r ~ f  l ~ ~ ~ b . ' r t t l : e j ,  

(b) How shoulcl DOE determine if a fee covers all or pat? of the cost of activities 
allowed unties Section t 80(c) grants'? . 2, f ' d  8 p.4 :!la: I :-:ai 
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(L) 1s thc language in this ~ w l ~ c y ,  rccjulring Std!es and Tribe.; to r:\j,tdi!n ii? tilets 
grant application ht>vv t l ~  k c s  and Sccrictn 180(c) grmt awalds itrc separate 
arid distinct. sufi:cienl. tc.1 pre~crit DOE !'rc\m paytng tm ice fcx the same 
activity? 5 ta. 

()ucstion 6 
(a) Iiow should Section I8O(c) grants be adjusted to reflect other funding or 

technical assistance from DOE or other Federal agencies fro training for safe 
routine transportation and ernergency response procedures? I$c:i :c,is*itr 2 t l i v  
:6pi>;i::;$ij$&. 8 8 :  if$(jfc;&!< < ) $ i j C t *  f $ ~ ~ l ( , ! i $ l ~  l)i"(#i ;ig& ])r:$q'\ $ i$()$, 
ctpr-ga.ca.arin $ l a c *  ~~-s"llnslpor"fatiern of r;ttlic,;ra:Ii-+ c m:ateri:ai.;, 

(b) In pat-ticular, how should DOE account fhr I'EPI' other sinlilar programs that 
provide funding and/or technical assistance related to transportation of 
radioactive g)4Ffca=cra$iagV ~ t 9 ; ~ i ~ ~  cg;rl g r s s . i a i : a . ;  ;s hic*#) !'1( 3!., 
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(c) To what extent is Sectiori 180(c) funding necessary where funding ar~dior 
technical assistance are being or hare been proiided Irbr o 
c:tmpaigns such as to DOE'S CVaste Isctiation Pilot Plant'! 
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