Many Voices Working for the Community

g #F Oak Ridge
s Site Specific Advisory Board

July 8, 1999

Mr. Rod Nelson

U.S. DOE/ORO

P.O. Box 2001, EM 90
Oak Ridge, TN 37831

RE: Stakeholder Statements from SSAB Transportation Workshop May 1999
Dear Mr. Nelson:

The Oak Ridge Site Specific Advisory Board (ORSSAB) offers our endorsement for the eight
stakeholder statements that resulted from the 1999 SSAB Nationa Transportation Workshop hosted
by the Ferndd Citizens Advisory Board in May 1999.

We appreciate the opportunity to have attended the workshop. We believe DOE received vauable
stakeholder input and different sites had the opportunity learn the special concerns and needs of
dtakeholders a other Sites. Those participating gained more knowledge of what aready was being
done by the DOE, trucking firms and regulators to address Site needs as well as the public’s concern
over the transportation of these wastes.

Sincerdly,

William M. Pardue, Chair
WMP/sb
Enclosure
cc: Marianne Heiskell, DOE/ORO

Fred Butterfield, DOE/HQ
Jm Bierer, Ferndd CAB

P.O. Box 2001, EM 90, Oak Ridge, TN 37831 « Phone 423-241-3665; 1-800-382-6938 * Fax 423-576-5333
E-mail: blacksl @oro.doe.gov « Web: http://mww.oakridge.doe.gov/em/ssab
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Statement 1

Routes for radicactive rmatsrials and waste should ne pra-negotiated using a medel that

allews far

* The identification of propesed routes by DOE based on a comprehensive risk
analysis that cansiders radiolegical and non-radiological hazards;

* An opoortunity for states, Tribal nations, local governments, and the public to reviaw
and propose slismative routes,

=  Future changes in routs alternatives and infrastructure using the madel;

= Consideration of existing routes tased on safety and cost,

This sheuld not interrupt existing shipments.

Statement 2

OOE must not predeterming a spacific mode. In selecting a made, DOE sheuld
consider the local community impacts, community impacts along the carnider, and
envircnmeanral justice. Alternaive modes should be considered hased on risk analysis
and life cycle costs 2nd benzfits

Statement 3

In order to enhance safety and to save time and maoney.

= The container sysiem for the transportation of radioactve materials and waste
should be standardized as much as possible within the waste acceptance critaria at
the destination sitz or faciiity.

» Transportation protocals shoulc be standardized whenever possible, irrespective of
mode (truck, rail, or intermadal).

Statement 4

The risks associated with the transportation of radicactive materials and waste should
be estimatad using up-to-datz, indepandently validated metheds. For purposes af
aducation, the public should be encauraged to be actively involved from the beginning.
The methods for assassing the risks of radicactive materizls and waste transportation
and the estimated risks should 5e communicated comprehensively o the public,
especizlly along the corridars/routes.

Statement 5

Curing the conceptual stages of planning, DOE should begin a dialogue with the public,
Tribal nations, and oter impacted parties whenever developing policy initiatives,
piannng. and implemerting activities for tne transportation of racinactive waste and
materials, This dizlogue must te continued througnout the decision-making process.
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Statement 5

With regard to the ranspaonation of radicactive waste and msterizls, DOE snould
facilitate parnershios to davelop and imglement twe-way ecucation and information
sharing with and among:

s  The public;

»  Tpkbal naticns;

»  Educational institutions and officials;

= Federal state, and local agencies, and ootk elscted and ather afficia’s;

= The medis;

= [DOE Headguarers, Field Offices, and Sites,

Ta better faciiitate these partrershios, it is especially imaortant for COE Headauarters,
Field Cffices, sites, and programs te cemmunicate effectively with and among each
other

Statement 7

Should an incident ar accident ceour during a radioactive materials or waste shipment.
the availzbibty of professionally trained and well-equipped emergency response t@ams
iz vital. DOE and other enbties, such as states, Tribal nations, and local governmeants
should grovice appropriate funding and resources earmarked for emargency response
programs aleng the transportation cormders.

Statement 3

DOE, in conjunction with states and Trikal nations. should devalop notification protocols
for the transportation of radioactive materials and waste and for shipping incidents or
accidents. The states ars urgea to establish standarcizec procedures for subsegquent
notification 1o appropriate lacal governments. Metification should be tailored 1o carrelate
with the leve! of hazard cf the materials shipped. DOE should utilize the test available
technologies to factlitate uniform and universal notificaticn.



