
TEC Security Topic Group 
 

Tuesday, July 18, 2006 
11:00 a.m. EST 

 
Group Chair:  Alex Thrower 
 
Participants:  Lisa Janairo (CSG), Aubrey Godwin (WIEB), Sarah Wochos (CSG/MW), 
Christina Nelson (NCSL), Cloyce Brackett (SSEB), Conrad Smith (CSG/NE), Don Flater 
(CSG/MW), Bob Fronczak (AAR), Larry Stern (CVSA), Michele Sampson (DOT/FRA). 
 
DOE support contractors also participated on the call. 
 
Action Items: 
 
Responsible Party    Action to be Taken 
 
Christina Nelson Circulate biography of newly-confirmed Director of 

OCRWM to members 
 
Alex Thrower Determine format for the Bibliography of Publicly 

Available Security-Related Documents 
 
Summary: 
 
The purpose of this call was to discuss the work plan and the notes and action items from 
the Security Topic Group (STG) call on June 20, 2006. 
 
General Comments: 
 
At the outset of the call, Alex Thrower stated Roger Wu had clarified the Transportation 
Classification Guide is still waiting for DOE concurrence and has not yet been forwarded 
to the NRC. Neither Deborah Dawson nor Chris Einberg was participating on the call; 
Alex said he would check with them on the status of the guide. 
 
Alex then began to discuss the Security section of the TEC website. He noted that the 
current (STG) roster should up to date. He asked the participants if they had any further 
corrections. He next discussed the status of the security-related Lessons Learned 
document (draft). He explained this document served as an outline of the Lessons 
Learned paper. Alex indicated since no further comments had been submitted, this 
document would be finalized and posted on the topic group website. Another, more 
extensive lessons-learned paper was currently being reviewed by the State regional 
groups and the lessons-learned subgroup of the Rail topic group, he said.  
 
Participants then discussed the proposed security-related bibliography of publicly 
available documents. Alex indicated that one of the sensitivities raised was that while 



some documents that are publicly available may not of themselves be sensitive, an 
accumulation of them may be, and therefore the total list of documents would need DOE 
derivative classification review as a set. Once this is complete, Alex said, RW could 
likely distribute the information to the topic group members on CD. Lisa Janairo asked 
why the materials required the approval of the Security Office. Alex replied that there is 
an order requiring materials with potential sensitivity to undergo a classification review, 
and all of the topic group’s materials have undergone this review. Another participant 
asked whether individuals possessing the information would be obligated to sign a non-
distribution clause. Alex replied he would look into it; however, the purpose of 
distributing CDs was to limit dissemination of the information, and if the topic group 
members had problems with that he suggested we should discuss it before assembling the 
materials. 
 
Alex commented he had not been able to obtain an official biographical statement for 
Ward Sproat; however, he noted NCSL had developed one, and Christine Nelson agreed 
to distribute their statement to the topic group members.  
 
Alex then asked Sarah Wochos to update the participants on the status of the Regional 
Group Questionnaire. She stated that some States and regions’ responses were largely 
complete, while others needed more follow-up. She hoped to have the responses finished 
within a few weeks; they are not waiting on a 100 percent response. She added there is 
currently a TRANSCOM survey being circulated that has detracted from the State and 
Regional Group (SRG) effort to obtain tracking related information as part of the survey. 
Sarah did emphasize that she would organize her conclusions to the survey results prior 
to the TEC meeting.  
 
Lisa asked whether Alex planned on updating the work plan on the TEC. he responded he 
would update the work plan, circulate and have a revised “final” prior to the TEC 
meeting. 
 
The call adjourned at approximately 11:20 EST. 


