Eureka County
Y ucca Mountain | nformation Office
P.O. Box 257

Eureka, Nevada 89316
(702) 237-5372 FAX (702) 237-5708

January 29, 1998

U.S. Department of Energy
Office of General Counsd, GC-52
1000 Independence Ave. SW
Washington DC 20585

RE: Price-Anderson Act
To Whom It May Concern:

In response the Federa Register notice of December 31, 1997 requesting public comments on the
Price-Anderson Act (PAA), Eureka County, Nevada is submitting these comments. Eureka County is
one of the affected units of locd government under the Nudear Waste Policy Act of 1982 as amended.
With potentid socioeconomic, environmenta and trangportation impacts, we have agrong interest in
overaght of the DOE s Y uccaMountain project activities, induding trangportation impects and
Conseguences.

In congdering possible changes to the Price-Anderson Act, we gpproach the question based on the
uncertanties of the future of 'Y ucca Mountain and nudear waste trangportation to arepogtory or other
gtein Nevada DOE should evduate the present and future functiondity of Price-Anderson based on
how the insurance coverage will goply to the Stuations and proposals being meade for the trangportation
of oent nudear fud and high levd wagte

Some pointsto congder:

In the case of dams from trangportation of nudear waste from anudear power utility to arepostory,
will thet funding come from the DOE portion of PAA or from the utility funded portion? What isthe
role of the Nuclear Waste Fund as afinancid backer for activities related to Y ucca Mountain
trangportation?

Presently the burden of proof is on the clamant or victim to prove bodily injury from anuclear accident.
In the case of nuclear waste trangportation, where the residents of the state did not choose to assume
the risks but were forced to take them, smilar to the situation with the Down winders, the burden of



proof should be on the government or utility to disorove the clam. Overdl, resdents should be
adequately compensated without having to sicken or die before justice is served.

DOE must look closely at the issue of coverage for private contractors proposed to be hired to haul
nuclear waste from utilities to repository. Currently DOE only imposes civil pendties with respect to
DOE Nuclear Safety Requirements. Should this be broadened so that contractors will be fully subject
to civil pendties even if they are covered for ligbility? Will this hdp to improve safety?

A specia concern of Eureka County’sis for the emergency response personnd and emergency medica
personnel that might be involved in the event of anuclear transportation accident. How does Price-
Anderson treat volunteersin this capacity? We believe that volunteers and citizens exposed to radiaion
should be fully covered and compensated for present and future health effects.

DOE uses PAA as areassurance to the public that in the event of an nuclear accident, they will be
taken care of by the government. With the substantia increase in nuclear trangportation likely to occur
during the period of the next PAA renewd, it is essentid for the DOE to find ways to improve PAA or
propose an dternate method. The public must be truly fully insured from the impacts and hedlth effects
of nuclear trangportation and handling accidents.

Thank you for considering our comments.

Sincerdly,

Leonard J. Forenzi
Nuclear Waste Project Director

CC: Sandy Green
Abby Johnson



