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Alliance for Nuclear Accountability

A natfonal network of organizations working to address issues of
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The Alliance for Nuclear Accou
nuclear weapons complex to pro

ptabihity (ANA) is a national network working in the shadows of the
fect public health and the environment by addressing nuclear weapons

and waste issucs. ANA represents communitics that arc downwind and downstrcam from contaminated

sites s0 we are well aware of the

We arc writing today to comme
and Nuclcar Regulatory Commi

First, ANA supports the extensio
has been very active this year on
ANA would appreciate additiona

Furthermore, the proposal as wri
transport, thercby affecting large
that is umintelligible to the gencra
as'ANA and its membcrs. Morc ti

dangers stemming from the use and transport of nuclcar materials.

on rule changes proposcd by the Department of Transportation (DOT)
ion (NRC) regarding the transport of radicactive matcerials.

of the comment period on these rulc changes. The Bush Administration
uclear issucs, kecping ANA and its member groups unusually busy.
time to analyzc and comment on the rule changus.

-n would effcct sweeping changes in the standards of radioactive

rtions of the general public. Yot the proposal 1s written in a manncr
public and difficult to analyze even for veteran watch-dog groups, such
¢ is required to fully comprehend and comment on the rule changes

being proposcd.

ANA’s camments in this lctter ard focused specifically on Issues 10 (Crush Test for Fissile Material
Package Dcsign) and 17 (Double Containment of Plutonum) as detailed in the NRC's proposed rule
change.

ANA supports the NRC’s proposal to accept part of IACA’s rulc change under ‘I'S-R-1 to adopt the
requircment. for a crush st for fissile material packages regardicss of size or activity while rcjecting the
IAEA’s option of performing cithdr crush or drop tests of containcrs. We expeet this rule change to
require crush and drop testing of all-sized containers carrying fissile matcrials, including the DT-22.
which failed the dynamic crush test, and the 9975 container which failed the 30-foot drop test and, as
redesigned, still has not been crush| tested 1o show the results of high-specd impact against an unyiclding
surface. Furthermore, we urge the NRC 1o employ a physical crush test, rather than rely on a simujated
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test using computer modcling, jand the Physical tcsts should be performed with full-scale packages lo
provide a realistic testing cnvitonment.

‘The Alliance for Nuclear Accquntability would like to point out that in addition to crush and drop testiny,
additional testing of containers| is nceded. For cxample, Neither the DT-22 nor the Y975 have been
sufficiently tcsted against fire. Testing at 1475 degrees Fahrenheit for 30 minutcs excludes more than 20
maicrials routinely transported on highways that burn at more than twice this temperature. The heat test
should be madc more stringent|and rcalistic than required under current regulations.

In addition, neither containcr has been testcd for durability 10 terrorist attack with a varicty of weapons,
such as mortars or anti-lank missilcs, under a varicty of conditions. All Type B containers should be
subject to rigorous testing for tdrrorist resistance.

The Alliance for Nuclear Acco ntability also firmly opposcs the Proposal to move from double to single-
shell containcrs. This move woild undo 30 years of rcgulatory practice without dcmonstrating improved
safety to the public. The public not only belicves that double-shelled containers are safer than single-
shclled containers, the NRC and DOE's own data show this to be true. Risk asscssment models devcloped
t Group in 1986, and approved by the DOE and NRC, showed that
dramatically reduce latent cancer fatalities in casc of a serious accident.
cd WIPP shipping containcr (TRUPACT-I) was rejected in significant
te-shelled containment.

As a result, the originally propo:
part because it provided only si

The Alliance for Nuclcar Accou tability is alarmed that DOT and NRC are sceking to approve single-
shelled containcrs for wastes t sport at a time when the risks of contamination arc greatly increasing
duc to the threat of terrorist at and the much higher volumc of transports anticipated in coming ycars.
If anything, standards should be fc >valuated with the purposc of increasing public safety by strengthening
' ¢m. ANA cxpects that cost benefit analyses of this proposal would favor
¢ enormous added costs of containment and cleanup, as well as the
tment and monitoring were the container 1o rupture and spread

contamunation.

ANA supports the rule changcs for the Crush Test for Type B Fissilc Maicrial Package Dcsign, with
conditions listed above, and opposes Singlc-shell Containment of Plutonium. Also for Type B containcrs,
we call for morc stringent heat tests as well as robust and rcalistic terrorist-resistant tests.

Our silence on unaddressed issuc.J should not be interpreted as agreemcnt.

Sincerely,

Susan R. Gordon
Director




