Title 10 - Energy
CHAPTER I - NUCLEAR REGULATIRY COMMISSTION
PART 73 - PHYSICAL PROTECTION OF PLANTS AND M'.ATERIALS/,,.-—.

Physical Protection of Irradiated Reactor Fuel in Trapg
AGENCY: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commiscion
ACTION: Interim final rule.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission has deci:ded to e
recuirements for nrotection of spent fuel in transit. A ‘recent study suggests
that the szbotzge of spent fuel shipments has the potentiial for producing
serious radiclogica) consecuences in areas of high popula=Ticn density. It will
be some time befor» confirmatory research relative to the estimeted conseguences
resulting from a successful act of sabotage on spent fuell can be completed. In
the meantime, the Cormission believes that interim requir-ements for the protec-
tion of such shipments should be issued imediate'.(y.‘ Thi.s rule is subject to

reconsideration or revision based on public comments rece:ived subseguent to its

susléicesion. Concurrently, the NBC is {ssuing juidance c ocumentaticn (KUREG-0361)
+5 255t licensees in the implementation of these resu~—sments. Thne Public is

inyited to submit its views and comments on both the Rule> and the Guidance.

i -
eFFeCTIVE DATE: July 16, 197% N
- —— A emmman® saviAd awnde . %= “rme
P wolnnent SE&YI0C @XPITEeS ALQUSS V273
.......... ' : . - . s . .
ne *< s .- o~ —— - a1 - L L - T > - . P P -
TRHIE & e b gl B - TLen Comnments SHOUIC D& SUDMITLeC 8 STNe -e-.E-.:p_w' < - e
o 3 £ onen < "} - b=, - - = pr—- -~ A - p_—— ™ ~ b At f
eSS 1G Ve Wwelezr reCuigtory LOMmMISEIon, wesSAInCTION, v.v. &S Co,
-
— -~ o &4 a Sar -~ P
‘ =Tz C Jockesing and Service Zranc

790314&,30 < POOR ORIGINAL

‘ 196214075

4 L
5 he /

o L U T W R



F22 FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. L. J. Evans, Jr., Regulatory I-aorovements
Branch, Division of Safeguards, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, aashington,

0.C. 20555, Pnone - (301) 427-4181.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission is amending
10 CFR 73 of its regulations to provide interim requirements for the protection
of spent fuel in transit. This amendment is being published in effective form
without benefit of public comment in the interest of the public health and

safety.

Previous studies (NUREG-D184, Calculations of Radiologiczl Consequences from
Sabotaoe of Shipping Casks for Spent Fuel and High-Level Waste, February 1877;
NURZG-0170, FES on the Transportztion of Radioactive Material by Air and Other
Mocze, December 1677), estimated the health effects of &2 radiolcgical reiease

in & non-yurban arez resulting from 2 high-explosive ass2uit on @ spent fuel
cask. The estimeted risks were not considered so 'sub.s:antive as to warrant
reculatory action. A subseguent study by Sandia Laboratories includes a chapter
or. +he sabotace of spent fuel in urban areas of hich population density (SAND-
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Lesessment). This study suggests that the sabotage cf spent fuel shipments has
+ne potential for procducing sericus radiological consecuences in areas of high

popuiation density. The Commission has concluded that, in order to protect

nezlsh and to minimize cdanger to 1ife and property (Sections 161b and 1614(3)
¢ wne Atomic Irergy act of 1254, as amended), it is prudent and cesirabie 19
recuire certzin irigrin safecuards measures for spent fuel shipments, TThe interd
wolg wepld s fr gf%m2t untdl the results of corfirmatory research e 2veiiitis




The focus of concern is on pPossible Successful acts of seibotage in densely

Populated urban areas. Because of the POsSsibility that s pent fuel shipments

Primarily involvgd in spent fue) shipments as well as with :other interested
Parties, ang their comments are known to the staff. It waas escertained that
the imposition of these requirements wou 1d probatly double *the cost pPer mile
réte for these shipments ¥or &n increase of ap:rcximate’cy‘SZ?O0,000 per yezr

for ¢he estimated 200 annual shipmen:s involved,

Because spent fuel shipments &re on-going and the time of sethotage cannot be
Precicied, the Commission is of the opinion that time is of t.he essence in this
meiter, and that health and safety considerations override the necessity for
public comment before fssuancs of an effective ryle. Accordimgly, the

Commission, for 900d cause, finds +h t notice and pyublie crocsdure zre

11¢ interest.

Rlthougr this rule is being Published in effective form without a prior public

-
'

comment seriod, the Public is invited L0 submit jes views and ‘comments. After
reviewing these views and comments, the Commission mey reconsisier opr moCify

the inteei~ TUiE &5 i1 deems necessary,
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Seztion 73.1 of 10 CFR Part 73 is amended by acdding & new parcograph (b)(S)

2s follows:

(8)(5)

$73.71 Purpose and Scope

- -

This part also applies to shipments of irradiected reactor fuel of

any quantity which has a total external radiation dose rate in excess of 100

rems per hour at 2 distance of 3 feet from any accessibie surface without inter-

vening shielding.

3.37 is added to 10 CFR Part 73 to read as 7o7lows:

Requirementt for Physical Protection of Irrzfizted Reactor

¢ carrier for transport irradiated reactor fuel in any amcimi thet is exempt from

the recuirements of $73.30 through 73.36 in accord.ance with §73.6 shall make

arrangements %0 assure that:

the route of shipments for their
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"he Nuclear Regulatory Commission is notified in advamce of each
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(§) individuals serving as escorts have successfully completed a
training program in accordance with Appendix D of this Part,

(6) procedures for coping with threats and safequards emergencies have
been deveiopec.

(b) SHIPMENTS BY ROAD - For shipments by road, the licensee shall make
érrangements to assure that:

(1) Each shipment is accompanied by (i) at least one driver and one
escort in the transport vehicle, or (ii) at lezs: one driver in the transport
venicle and two escorts in a separate vehicle, |

(2) the transport or separate vehicle is ecuipped with 2 radictelephone

énc B radic or approved equal communications equipment ang that calls are made

~y

T least every

mn

hours to 2 designated locztion to advise oF *he status of the
shipnent,

(3) the transport vehicle is equipped with features " that permit immobi-
Tization of the cab or the cargo-carrying portion of the vesiicle.

(c) SHIPMENTS BY RAIL - For shipments by reil, the Ticensee ghal) éssure

L]

ecr shipment is accompanied Dy at least one escor:t in the shipment

Car C¢r in & separate car that will permit observation of th= shipment car,

14 \

(2) two-way voice communicztion ca bility is availzble and that calls

©w
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are rmade a2t least every 2 hours to 2 designated locatien te advise of the
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(e) A pericd of 60 days from the effective date of the rule is 21lowed
Tor the implementation of requirements that involve equiptent modification or

trzining.

2. A new Acpendix D is added to 10 CFR Part 73 to read as follows:
Appendix D - Physical Protection of Irradiated Reactor Fuel in

Transit, Training Program Subject Schedule.

Pursuant to the provision of 73.37 of 10 CFR Part 73, each Ticensee who transports
or delivers tc 2 carrier for transport irracizted reactor fuel is recuired to
assure that individuals used as shipment escorts have coermmieted a2 training

srosrarn. The

wr

uslects that are t5 be included in this traziming program are

e follows:

v

Securitv Znrouse

~- Route planning and selection
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cal Consideretioﬁs

Response

Description of the radioactive cargo

Function and characteristics 0f the shipping casks

Radiation hazards

Federal, State and localbrdinances relative to +the shipment
of radicactive materials

Responsible 2gencies

to Contfnoencies

Accidents )

Severe weether conditions
Vehicle breakdown
Conmunications problems

Radioec:fve “spilils”

?eQOrtirg
Calling for assistance

Use of immobiiization featyres
Hostage situations

Avoiding Suspicious situatione.
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Law 83-703, 68 Stat ©30, %48, 545, Sec. 201, Pub. Law
A\ )

3, 161b, 1614, Pub. :
2073, 2201, 2841))

88 Stat 1242-1243 (42 U.3.C.

Dated at Washington, D.C. this (L"day of June, 1878.
For the Nuclear Reculatory Commission

B

SamueliJ. Chilk
Secretary of the Commission
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[4910-60)
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATICON

Matenals [ransportation Bureew

.- (49 CFR Part 177]

[Docket No. IM-164; Advance Notice]
CAKRIAGE 8Y PUBLIC HIGHWAY

Mighway Routing of Rod ctive Mateneiy;
inquiry

AGENCY: Matensls Transpertation

Bureau. Research and Special Pro-

grams, Adminustration, DOT.

ACTION: Advance sotice of proposed
rulemaiking.

STMMARY: This publication invites
comment on the need and possidie
methods {or establishing T re-
quiremments under the Hazarcous Ma-
temals Transporzation Act applicanie
t¢ nignaay cormers of ragioacuve =3
terals. The Matenals Trapsportaticn
Bureau (MTH) recently completed an
examunation of a local New York Cit
ordinance nalting the movement of ra-
dioactive materials. Similar ordinances
nave Deen or may be enacted else-
where, This nqQuuy s intended 0
assist 17 MTE in deciding what Feder-
al action may be justilied 1o light of
local concerns addressed in such ordin-
ances. A heanng Wil de announced
sutsequently.

DATE: Comumer.ts must De receivec on
or before January i 1979.

ADDRESS: Comments must be ad-
dressed o Docgets Sranch. Infcrma-
nen  Services  Division. Matenas
Teanspartation Bureau, Researcn and
Specias Programs Admunisiralicn, |+
Depariment of Transporiatlion Was
ington. D.C. 20350, Five copies of com:-
Tents e :ecu:stec Sut Dot requirec.

e
- -

)gu

-

FOR FURTEER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Douglas Crockett, Office of Hazard-
ous Materials Regulation. US. De
partment of Transportation. Roum
6218, 2100 Second Street SW.. Wash-
{ngton, D.C. 20580, 202-426-0656.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
L Score or THis DOCKET

A Background. On Apri 20, 1978,
the MTHB published an opinion (43 FR
16954) copcerning the legal relation-
ship between secillon 175.111 of the
New Tork City health code and regu-
lations issued by DOT under the Zas-
ardous Matenals Transportation Act
(EDTA. Title I of Pub. L 93-633). Sec-
tion 175.111 of the city’s health code
pronibits the transportaticn o or
through the city of most commercial
shipments of racioacuve materals.
The EMTA is the basic Federal legis-
lation under which the transportation
safety of hazarcdous Dalernia.s. inciud-
ing racloactive matenas, s reguiated.
In the opirucn. MTE conciuced ihat
EOCTA routing authority is sufficient
1o preempt State and local highway
routing requirements (see HMTA.
$§ 105, 1133 49 U.S.C. 1804, 1811). bdut
(hal because a routing requirement
has not yet been established uncger the
EDCTA. that act does not at present
preempt section 175.711 of the city's
health code.

This municipal safety requirement,
and other sumiar requirements ID-
posed by State and local jumsdictions
elsewhere, affect intersiate commernce.
In some coses local requirements may
50 vary from one anotner as 1o be -
compatible. In other cases they may
umpose significant additional responsi-
bilities on snippers, carmers, Oor neign-
boring jursdictic State
and local requursments

{or .'SESTIPUQ

carriers of various racioactive materi-
als nowr restrict use of bridges, tunneis,
and roads otherwise open 1o publc
use. Local jurisdictions have also um-
posed requirements for permit fees,
advance notice, escorts, and specified
umes of travel. In many cases, these
local restrictions are associated with
local responsibilities for emergency re-
sponse or for traffic control isuch as
the establishment of truck routes).
This rulemaking will examine the
transportation safety aspects of high-
way routing of radicactive materials.
The examination will inciude consider-
ation of routing decisions DOW being
made by carriers and the methods by
which those decisions are made. The
rulemaking will examine the safety ef-
fects of existing and possible Federal,
State, and local highway routing con-
trols. inciuding effects of actions by
one State or locality on another.

Only highway routing of radiocactive
matenals will be considered in this
docket. This does not rule out the pos-
sible future consideration of materials
in other hazard classes and other
modes of transportation. However
highway transportation, of all four
modes of transportation. coffers the
larpess number of routing possibilities
and the greatest access to population
ceaters. When highway carmers trans-
port radioactive materials, ihey now
{ace smwmeciate and sigmuficant dispari-
ties (n safely requirements Unposed OF
Siate and local junsdicsions.

B. Sesety. Soth DOT and the Nucle
ar Regulatory Commussion (NRC)
share responsibility for imsumng use of
safe methods of preparing and traps-
portiag radicactive matenals. DCT
reguiazions pertain to packaging. la-
peling and marking. pilacarcding and
shipping paper entnes. keved to the
radiatios hazard of the mater:al deing
transported (49 CFR parts 170-178, es-
pecially 5§ 173.7(b), 173 .389-398 and
par:is 390-397, especially part 387
Compiementary NRC regulations. per-
taining to0 packaging of certain radio-
active matenals, are found at 10 CTR
part 71. In addition NRC regulations
i1 10 CFR part 73 concern tne phys-
cal secunty of special nuciear maten-
als, a2 both fixed facilitier and while in
transportation.

An existing DOT regulation general-
ly addresses hughway -outing of haz-
ardous matenals (48 CFR J397.%XKal), -
cluding radicactive materals, when

rried 18 subsiantial guantities. Sec-
tion 287.9 was ssuec wungcer statules
that orecate the BT A (18 UTS.C. 834
an >.8.C. 304), and states:

‘o
L2
§357.9

[}

Rouies

(a) Troiess there 5 no practicable aitema-

& TIGIor venucie wiuCH COLIALNS Jalasd
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regulation expressly
recognizes State and local traffic regu-
lation (49 CFR 397.3). Section 397.3

§237.2 State end local lows ordinances
and reguwiations

Every motor velucle sontaining hazarious
matenals must be driven and parked o com-
pliance with the laws, orcinances, and regu-
lations of the jurnsdiction in waich it is
being operaied, uniesa they are at vamance
With speciulic regulatons of the Department
of Transportation which are applcable w
the operation of that velucle and which
Impose 3 more stnngent obligation or re-
straunt

A third regulation, issued under the
EMTA. approves certain hazardous
matenals restrictions imposed on the
use of tunneis by State or local au-

thenty (49 CFTR 177.310). Section
177.810 states:
§I1T7.210 Velicular tunnels.

Nothing contained (n parts 170-189 of this
Sudcnapler siad De 0 construed as w nulle
[y or supersece regulations estadlished and
Judlsheg unager authority of Siate statute
OF murusipal orulnance regarding the und,
character, or quantty of any hazardous nua-
teral permilleg Oy such requlations W de
TAaSsporied Lhnrough any urtas venicular
tunne. yseg [0F 2ASE WAnSDOrIaLON.

Secticns J97.3 ancd 397 9, and section
177.310(a), taken together, reflec’ the
{act that rouling of hughway traffic in
hozardous materals has been a matler
left prumarily to State and local regu-
lalon. and the principie that such
State and local regulation should not
have the actual effect of altogether
forsidding highway transporiation de-
tween any two pounts, even where

other modes of transporration are
availabie. These provisions constitute

the present posture of DOT highaway
routing poiicy.

In agditicn o these provisions. there
are asc a aumper of publications
availacle concermung radicactive mate-
rials transporiation. whica wiul be con-

Sigersq in NS docxker. The list Selow is
a0t Relusive

i) Fnal Eovironmental Statermen
on he Transsorialion o! Radioacuy
Matemal by Alr ang Other Modes

NTREG-J170), U.S. Nuciear Reguia-
tery Commussion, Office of Stancarcs

FECERAL REGISTER, VOL 43 NO. 160—THURSDAY, ALGUST 17, FEBCP PQ[‘;"'%E’&L
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Development, December 1977 (availa
ble from the National Technical Infor-
mation Service for $12).

(2) Lippek and Schuller, Legal, Insy-
tutionial, and Political Issues in Trans-
portation of Nuclear Materials at the
Back End of the LWR Nuclear Fuel
Cycle, September 30, 1977 (Battelle
Human Affairs Research Centers, 4000
Northeast 4lst Street, Seattle, Wash.
981085).

(3) Transport of Radioactive Materi-
al in the United States (NUREG-
0073), US. Nuciear Regulatory Com-
mission, Office of Standards Develop-
ment, May 1976 (single copies may be
obtained by writing to Division of
Technical Information and Document
Control. US. Nuclear Regulatory
Commuission, Washington, D.C. 20555).

(4) Environmental Survey of Trans
portation of Radioactive Matenals to
and from Nuclear  Power Plants
(WASH-1238), US. Atomic Energy
Commuission, Directorate of Regula-
tory Standards, December 1972 (copies
available from the National Technical
Information Service for $7.25).

In additon, the Nuclear Regulatory
Commussion has contracted for a ge-
Denc environmental assessment on
transportation of radioactive materials
fear or Larcugh large densely populat-
ed aress Results of this effort will pe
consicersd as they become availabie.

The items listed are available for
public spection in the MTB dockets
room. Copies may be obtained from
the publishing agencies or. where ndj-
cated. from the National Technical In-
formation Sermnce, Springfield. Va
22161 (payment to NTIS should de en-
closed).

C. The need for consistent rules. Con-
sistency among Federal, State, and
local transportation requirements af-
fects both efficiency and safety (n
transportation. For highway transpor-
tation, differences in reguiatory re
quirements may affect safety in a
aumber of ways, such as—

(1) Routes used may not be the best avail-
able:

(2) Confusion resuiting from differences
in locally enforced rules may resuit in non-
complance with either Federal or local
rules:

(3] Rerouting that results from a locally
umposed Miie may have unconsidered effscts
op other localities, especially on ihelr emer-
SENCY responsiduities,

However, regulatory uniformity may
oot be always desirabie or possibie,
due to local transportation conditions

G the emergency responsibilities of
local authorities. There are thereiore
gractical lumuts on the possibie scope
of uniform or exciusive HMTA routing
requirements that might be deveioped
D Lhis docket.
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ALTTRNATIVES

Four- alternatives are outlined below,
to Wlusstrate several procecures which
might be used to regulate highway
routiniz of radioactive materials MTH
Is not ;oroposing to employ any of the
alterna:tives. They are outlined merely

carrtage by highway. The first
three a. ternatives are prodably in as-
cending order of stringency. cost. and
degree ¢ if DOT rulemaking scrutiny. A
draft re guiatory evaluation, avallable
for insprection in the public docket,
tentative |y concludes the implementa-
tion of Lhe regulatory exampies beiow
would pr-obably not have major eco-
nomic coinsequences under Executive
Order (2

A. Reguare compliance by mdioce-
tive mate nals highway carmers with o
genercl ~ouling rule (o de established
oy MTE. The test of 49 CFR 397.9
mUgNL semve as & model for deveiop-
ment of :4 general rouling requirement
(vanaton s would require an exemp-
tion unce:r part 107). Specilic route ap-
Proval or Ucensung of highway carmerss
would not Dbe necessary or possible.

B. Regu ire ecch highway carmer Lo
be licensec i oniy for variance from ra-
drocclive malemals roules permitted
under ¢ genercily appliccdie MTS

muling rde. dul permil voiuniery ii--

censing A lternative B, a parual licens-
g schex e, would have many of the
features o: { altermative C, a 1!l lcens.
ing schem e, outlined beiow. Bowever,
alternauve * B would nvoive the estas-
Usnment <3f 2 gene.a. Fegeral routing
Mue ungers Whuch much or most huiga-
way carmiige cf radioactive materals
would octur, with specific route ap-
proval re4 uired only for calTiage oper-
alons tha ! depart {rom the generai
rule Both the general rule, as well as
any specific route approvals., might
consider, Ua addition to actual routes.
matters such as carrier f{itness, travel
Umes. anc! avallability of aiternate
methods ¢ { transporiation other than
dugnway coarmage. The gerceral rule. or
a speculic routes approval. would be suf-
fictent aut. hority for hughwasy -armace
gperalions conducted n compliance
WiLh applc:able Federal reguirements.
and State and local reguiremenis Lot
consistent b lhicse Fegeral requirs
menis wou i be preempied.

This allcernative couls alsc provide
for specilic' route approval. whes Justi-
fiec. on 2 voluntary basis upen appii-
cation by a carrier. Or 1S & reqQuiTe
ment upor application {rom 32 St.te or
local govermmant. Specilic route ap-
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proval would be used primarily for sit
uations involving unusual local condi-
tions or routes invoiving substarntial
controversy.

C. Reguire each highway carmer to
be licensed for each rodioactive mate-
ricl route. This alternative would re-
Quire each highway carmer to obtain
prior MTB approval of any route to be
used in the transportat.ion of radioac-
tive materials. The carrier might file
proposed routes supported by s state-
ment of safety and jurisdictional con-
sicderations. Public comment would be
solicited. If the carrier's proposal were
accepted by MTB, it would authorize
carTier operation under the plan for a
certaln term, perhaps 2 years. Plan ap-
proval would preempt State and local
requirements not consistert with fit,
but could make federally enforceable
those State and local requirements af-
fecting the carrier which are consist-
ent with the plan. In some cases. spe-
ciat locally imposed requirements
mignt be expressly incorporated into
the plac by the carmer or MTB.

It would be necesssry to establish
some general critena by which route
plans could be judged. As in alterna-
tive B, martters which might be exam-
ined could include carmer fitness
travel times, and availability of alter-
nate methods of transportation. Such
emiera additionally would be useful wo
carTiers in prepanng plans, and 0
State and local governmen:s in adroin.
stemng their ighway regulators pro-
grams.

Al the end ¢f the term. & carmner
could Ile for renewal. At that time his
salely recorc, and concitions affecting
LS pericrmante, couicd be evaluategd,
BZain DY a public process. Under some
circumstances. apc subject to proce-
dural considerations. the carner's plan
approval could be revoked or modified
before the term had run.

This alternative would make it im-
possible to move a designated radioac-

i
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tive material by highway unless the
route used were previously approved
by MTB. Consequently, existing rout.
ing practices would have to be phased
out gradually, to reduce confusion and
commercial disruption. The mechanics
of this alternative resemble those of
the process now used by MTB in issu-
ing exemptions. Implementing this ai-
ternative may require substantial ad-
ministrative resources.

D. Invite the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission Lo consider routling re-
strictions for ils licensees. The Nucle-
ar Regulatory Commission addresses
routes used to transport special nucle-
ar materiais (10 C R part 73) and has
the authority to consider routing in
both regulatory and licensing proceed-
ings. )

III. REQuesT ror CoMuryT

Comment is solicited on the preced-
Ing discussion and on the guestions
below.

Should radioactive materials be sub-
Ject to more stringent Federa! high-
Way routing requirements than now
imposed by 49 CFR 375.9?

(A) U 50—

(1) What trpes. quantitiss and forms of
radicactive malenals snowld be considered?

(2) What denefits mignt be achieved?

(3) What Iactors i acdition o pepuiation

density and highway conditions showd be
considered It comnecticn With routing?
Should those factors inciude such things as
Smercency response Iraning for drvers
Special eqwpmenti, or the operaung conven-
lence anc elliciency of the carmer’ Shouls
these [aciors be considered in pace of rout-
ng?
(4) How would additiona! Pedera! rules
Impact State and jocal resulatory nrograms,
or emergency response casanilities’ To what
exteni & greater unifommily @ State and
local requirements gesiursbie. and to what
exient actuevalie througs Federa rulemak-
og?

(5) What king of Federa! rule is desirable?
Is & generaliec DOT requirement prefer.
able L0 3 procedure Lhat entalls an ndimicu-
al DOT examunation of scme of all routes?

Do local conditions affecting route selection
Decessitate iIndividual Pedersl examurnation?
LIf detauieci examuration of hirhway routes is
Decessary. by what procedures should it be
accomplisned?

(6) Whai saditional costs may be involved
U new rowting ruies are deveioped and un-
piementec” How are those costs likely to
alfect stusipers, carmers, Federal State and
local governments, utilities, and tnz public?

(B) If pot—

(1) Whas are the likely costs and benefits
of talung o action?

A hearing will be held to consider
views on thir advance notice, at a time
and place to be subsequently an-
Dounced Drafters of this document
are Dougias A Crockett. Office of
Hazardous Materials Regulation.
MTB, and George W. Tenley, Office of
the Chief Counsel. Research and Spe-
cial Programs Admunistration

Commenters are advised that section
105(b) of thie ENITA requires DOT to
consull andd cooperate with the Inter.
state Comraerce Commission before is.
suing any regulation with respect to
the routing of hazardous materials.

ArTHORITY 49 U.S.C. 1803, 1804 1808 42

CFR 1.53(e) mnd paragrapn (a)4) of app. A
0 part 102 '

NoTL-The  Matemsls Transporation
Bureau has determined that thus savance
Dotice will DOt resul! 1o & MAOT economuc
Impact under the termms of Execulive Orges
12044 anc DOT i=plemening sroceaures
(43 FR 9582). A regulatorr evalualon is
AVAUADIe 10 tiye docket. _

Issued = Washingion
August 10, 1 978.

2.C. on

Dovczas A. Crocxrre.
Acting Associcie Director for
Huzerdous BMatermgis Regula-
tion. Zlcierials Transporigtion
Burec u.

FR Doc. 7822738 Plled 8-16-72. 8:45 am)
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