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County of Inyo 

Planning Department 
P. O. Drawer L, Independence, CA 93526 

(760) 878-0447/ fax (760) 878-0382 

Jan uary 3/ 2005 

TO: Barbara Byron, Special Advisor, California Energy Commission 

FROM: Andrew Remus, Project Coordinator', Inyo County 

RE: Yucca Mountain Transportation Issues & Joint Concerns 
of Inyo County and the State of California 

Inyo County IS seeking answers to the following series of questions regarding 
use of SR127 for transportation of Yucca Mountain HLWjSNF. 

•	 Who within the State would make a decision on the use of SR127 as an 
Alternate Route for purposes of Yucca Mountain shipments? 

•	 Which State Agency would be Lead CEQA Agency conducting the joint 
NEPAjCEQA Analysis needed to evaluate the impact of use of SR127? 

•	 Which State agency would administer expenditure of NWPA Section 
IBO[c] funds? 

Which counties are eligible for Section IBO[c] assistance from the 
State? 

•	 Timing of shipments (per the queue for Yucca fVJtn shipping) will impact 
when specific counties need Section 180[c] assistance. If SR127 IS a 
candidate route for Yucca Mountain Shipments, might Inyo and San 
Bernardino counties may need Section 180[c] assistance in conjunction 
with all California shipments? 

• Will California take issue with the transport of Hanford HLW and non­
California SNF through the State? 

• Are there State-adopted policies regarding routing of HLWjSNF that 
will piay Into the State's position on routing of Yucca /VJountaJn waste 
through California? 



County of Inyo 

Planning Department 
P. O. Drawer L, Independence, CA 93526 

(760) 878-0447, FAX (760) 878-0382 

January 3, 2005 

TO:	 Barbara Byron, Special Advisor, California Energy Commission 

FROM:	 Andrew Remus, Project Coordinator/ Inyc County 

RE:	 Yucca Mountaan Transportation Issues & Joint Concerns 
of 1nyo County and the State of California 

Inyo County is seeking answers to the following series of questions regarding 
use of SR127 for transoortatror of Yucca rVJountain HLWjSNF. 
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•	 Timing of shipments (per the queue for Yucca Mtn shipping) will impact 
when specific counties need Section 180[c] assistance. If SR127 is a 
candidate route for Yucca Mountain ShiQme!!ts/ i22igb.tlLl'isL91J.fLS~n 

..Ber!2£C~~Q,Q~f,Q}::!1J !lg~_L1J.9,Y...Dg~,c:j. S.e,cti.o.n..18 O'[.cJ.ass,istao.c.ej r:J ..co r1j uneticn, 
yv,ith .aILCaU.fo.r.:oia...shiprnents? 1._,: )(:.~;. j "7"" V .": ;-:~l 

,/ jrt<'	 , v 

s	 Will California take issue with the transport of Hanford HLW and non-

California SN~.!hrou911Jb,g,5.lgj:.~..? .>,~. J )<-c~ .: 
I'..:'	 ­

II Are there St~te-aQQ.pted .p..91!.f.L~~_s regarQL[1~LLQ,h!tLrJ.~t.Q.f..HD61jSNFthat 
will play into the State's position on routine of Yucca Mountain waste 
through California? 

~...	 ! 



n II 

County of Inyo 
Planning Department 

Yucca Mountain Repository Assessment Office 
P. O. Drawer L. Independence, CA 93526 

(760) 87B-0447, PAX (760) 87B-0382 

INYO COUNTY & THE YUCCA MOUNTAIN NUCLEAR WASTE REJ>OSJTORY 

lnyo County is impacted by four U.S. Department of Energy nuclear programs: 

• The proposed high-level nuclear waste/spent nuclear fuel repository at Yucca Mountain 

• Transportation of low-level nuclear waste to the Nevada Test Site through Inyo County 

• Transportation of plutonium waste from the Nevada Test Site to a repository in New Mexico 

• 

Nuclear waste disposal operations at Yucca Mountain and the Nevada Test Site will put large volumes of 
nuclear waste on some of the County's most heavily traveled and poorly safeguarded rural routes for 
up to 40 years. Two programs - the Yucca Mountain Project and the Nevada Test Site - have the potential 

to irreversibly contam

Radionuclide contamination of groundwater iJowing from the Nevada Test Site 

inate essential groundwater resources used by County communities, tribal 
members, commercial operations and government agencies. 

Inyo County is an Affected Unit ofLocal Government under the Nuclear Waste Policy Act. As an Affected 
Unit of Local Government we receive annual funding from Congress to conduct oversight of the Yucca 
Mountain Proj ect. Since attaining this special federal status in 1991, Inyo County has conducted significant 
ndependent hydrologic research, including execution of multi-million dollar federal research grant designed 

to characterize groundwater flow paths in the vicinity of Death Valley National Park and to determine if 
Death Valley and local residents are endangered by the proposed repository. The Nuclear Waste Policy 
Act requires that the Yucca Mountain Repository be capable of isolating radioactive materials from humans 
for the first 10,000 years of repository operation. 

Inyo County has serious concerns about the proposed Yucca Mountain Nuclear Waste Repository. 
Originally envisioned as a remote, dry site where the geologic conditions could isolate nuclear waste from 
humans for tens of thousands of years, decades of study have led many experts to conclude that the 
mountain may be incapable of containing the waste and its by-products for more than a few decades or 
centuries. 

Further. while the U.S. Department of Energy has yet to designate routes for Yucca Mountain shipments, 
DOE has indicated that the current system of low-level nuclear waste routes will be used as the starting point 
for the planning of Yucca Mountain shipments. Since Inyo County currently hosts - in some years - up to 

:2y.YI) of all low-level nuclear waste shipping into the Nevada Test Site, it is fair to assume the County will 
be impacted by the Yucca Mountain shipping program. 

'vVe are now conducting a nuclear waste transportation risk assessment to evaluate whether or not DOE­
pJanned shipments of iugh-level nuclear waste and spent commercial reactor fuel to Yucca Mountain could 

pose a nsk lo County residents and resources. Under Federal Department of Transportation rules, the State 
of California has the authority to designate 1n)'0 County's State Highways as suitable for Yucca 

10ulJta in shipments The State will receive funding to mitigate related impacts. provided through Section 
l80fc] ofthe Nuclear Waste Policy Act. 

'i FOI more information contact lnyo COLll1t)! Yucca Mtn staff Andrew Remus at [760J 878-0447 or aremus(w,cjnet.c0111 
I ­
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From: "Barbara Byron" <Bbyron@energy.state ca us>
 
To: <Rpatnck@chp ca gov:o-, <SSchnoebelen@chp ca gov>, <t1tyler@chp.ca qov>,
 
<stepekj@cwp swrcb ca gov>, <charleen_faln-keslar@dot ca gov>, <aburow@dtsc ca.qov>,
 
<JWong@dtsc ca qov>: "John Parrish" <cgshq ca gov conservatlon@energy state.ca us>, "Hisarn Baqai"
 
<Hbaqar.ca gov waterboards@energy state.ca US>, "Harold Singer"
 
<hsmqer.ca gov waterboards@energy state ca US>, "Bob Pierotti"
 
<Pierotti.ca gov.water@energy state ca US>. <Ben_Tong@oes ca gov:o-. "-chauge@water.ca qov>
 
Date: 7/11/200635603 PM 
Subject: Inyo County Meetings In Sacramento on the Proposed Yucca Mountain Repository 

To' The California Yucca Mountain Technical Review Team 

From	 Barbara Byron
 
Coordinator
 

Re Inyo County Meetings In Sacramento Regarding the Proposed Yucca Mountain Repository 

Inyo County representatives are arranging meetings in Sacramento for July 24,25, or 26 to discuss Inyo 
County's Yucca Mountain program and potential transportation and groundwater Impacts In California 
Inyo County may be contacting your agency to arrange such a meeting The Inyo County representatives 
will Include County Supervisors and plan to diSCUSS 

(1) findings from Inyo County's research on groundwater and transportation Impacts, 
(2) future !nyo County research that may Impact the State, and 
(3) future coordination between Inyo Co. and the State of California with respect to the proposed Yucca
 
Mt. high-level waste repository
 

Rather than meeting collectively with representatives from our agencies In a Single meeting, which seems 
more efftcient, they prefer meeting individually with each of the California aqencies Please let me know, 
if possible by COB tomorrow, whether your agency IS available to meet with them Individually and, If so, 
the names of individuals In your agency who might be appropriate for such a meeting 

The U.S Department of energy (DOE) has indicated that they expect to submit a license application for
 
the proposed Yucca Mountain repository to the U S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission In Summery 2008
 
Many consider this schedule to be highly optimistic DOE recently said the earliest that repository could
 
be constructed and begin operation would be 2018
 

A summary of California positions and Issues regarding the proposed repository IS provided below. 

The California Yucca Mountain Technical ReView Croupan Interagency group of 13 California water
 
quality, transportation and environmental agencies, coordinated by the Energy Commlsslon-- concluded
 
that
 

1	 Approval of the Yucca Mountain Site IS premature given the many unresolved Issues regarding 
potential transportation and groundwater Impacts In California 

2 California's Inyo and San Bernardino Counties contain major portions of the aqurters through
 
which radionuclides could leak from the proposed Yucca Mountain repository (Yucca IS within 17 miles
 
from Inyo County and less than 20 miles from Death Valley National Park*a pristine park VISited annually
 
by about 1 25 million tourists)
 

3 DOE's proposal to transport 70,000 metric tons of spent fuel from nuclear reacrors throughout the
 
U S to the Yucca Mountain would have major transportation Impacts In California For example, Nevada
 
estimated, uSing DOE's Fmal EIS on Yucca Mountain that the maximum total shipments to Yucca 
Mountain over 38 years could be as high as 102,544 truck shipments (If mostly by truck) for the US 
About 82% of these shipments could be routed through California to Yucca fv1ountaln, averaging 2.346 

mailto:chauge@water.ca
mailto:t1tyler@chp.ca
mailto:Bbyron@energy.state
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shipments annually Over the last ten years, spent fuel shipments In California average less than 1 truck 
Shipment per year 

If you have any questions, please phone me at 916-654-4976. Thanks 

Barbara Byron 
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