
TRANSPORTATION WORKING GROUP MEETING MINUTES 
 

Thursday, October 11, 2001 – 1:30 – 4:30 p.m. 
National Nuclear Security Administration Nevada Support Facility  

Great Basin Room 
 
WELCOME & INTRODUCTIONS – Rex Massey & Frank Disanza 

Rex Massey, Chairperson, welcomed all attendees to the Nevada Test Site 
Transportation Working Group (TWG) meeting. Attendees then introduced 
themselves and provided their affiliation. (See enclosure 1)   
 
Additional enclosures are listed for your convenience. 

 
 Enclosure 1  Attendance List 
 Enclosure 2  Agenda 
 Enclosure 3  Letter from County of San Bernardino, CA to USDOE 
 Enclosure 4  FY2001 Fourth Quarter Waste Routing Report 
    FY2001 Year To Date Waste Routing Report 
    Map showing location of Gate 100 Truck Parking Area 
    FY2001 Actual LLW Volumes Shipped 
    FY2002 Forecast LLW Volumes 
 Enclosure 5  Briefing: Impact of Routing Decisions on Rural 

Communities 
 Enclosure 6  Memorandum from Jim Williams to Les Bradshaw 
 Enclosure 7  Briefing: FY2002 Emergency Response Grants 
 Enclosure 8  Briefing: Intermodal Transfer in Utah 
 Enclosure 9  Briefing: WVDP Transportation Incident 
 Enclosure 10  Briefing: Transportation Protocols Update 
 Enclosure 11  Briefing:  TWG Internet Site Demo 
 Enclosure 12  Directions to NNSA/NV Facility 

 
Rex Massey reviewed the agenda (See enclosure 2), with no changes being made. 
A letter was provided to the group from the county of San Bernardino, CA to 
USDOE Secretary Abraham concerning proposed routing of LLW through the 
county. (See enclosure 3) Rex asked if any public comments needed to be heard, 
there were none.  The end of January, or early February 2002 were mentioned as 
the target dates for the next meeting, a decision was made, following the meeting, 
that the date of the next TWG meeting will be February 7, 2002.  
  
Mr. Frank Disanza briefly discussed the FY 2001 Fourth Quarter and Year-to-
Date Waste Routing Reports detailing low-level radioactive waste shipments to 
the Nevada Test Site.  The reports provide the generator name, number of 
shipments and routes taken for inbound Low Level Waste (LLW) shipments.  The 
handouts will be updated prior to their inclusion in the minutes. The update will 
add shipment data from September. It was reported that no shipments were 
transported across Hoover Dam, or through the Las Vegas Interchange (Spaghetti 
Bowl) during the Forth Quarter of FY2001. Frank then presented slides on the 
new trailer parking area located just inside the NTS at Gate 100.  This was the 
culmination of an issue raised by the TWG during the preparation of the NTS 
EIS.  In addition, both the actual FY2001 LLW volumes and the FY2002 volume 
forecast were discussed. (See enclosure 4) 
 



Frank read an excerpt from a meeting announcement made at the Community 
Advisory Board (CAB) for NTS Programs Meeting held October 3, 2001. The 
announcement concerned the NTS Sitewide Environmental Impact Statement 
Supplemental Analysis.  The announcement read as follows: 
 
“Back in 1996 a sitewide environmental impact statement was conducted to 
analyze the impacts of programs being conducted at the NTS, TTR, portions of 
Nellis Air Force Range Complex, the Central Nevada Test Area, and Project 
Shoal area.  The National Environmental Policy Act requires follow-up 
supplemental analysis of that statement be conducted 5 years later. The site has 
finalized a contract with TetraTech NUS to conduct this review. It’s important 
that you are familiar with the components of the review and take advantage of the 
opportunity to review and provide comments to its conclusions. You’ll be hearing 
more about this work in the near future, and this is a subject that we would like 
the CAB to focus on in the next six months or so.” 
   
The use of I-80 for shipments from California generators through northern 
Nevada was discussed.  It was determined that 35 shipments had used this 
corridor in FY2001. It was the commenter’s understanding that the use of this 
route impacts counties who are either not trained for, or not being included in the 
current compensation package for emergency response.  Mr. Disanza said he 
would look into the issue and report back.  ACTION ITEM 

IMPACT OF ROUTING DECISIONS ON RURAL COUNTIES – Les Bradshaw/Nye 
County 

Mr. Bradshaw provided a briefing using data from the 2nd and 3rd Quarter LLW routing 
that showed that the routing of LLW shipments around the Las Vegas metropolitan area 
has increased transport of these shipments on rural roads and through rural counties. In 
support of his briefing, Les provided a copy of a memorandum stating several talking 
points on LLW shipment routing.  Les requested that the members of the group review 
the points for accuracy and need for this data and report back to Mr. Jim Williams on 
their findings at jimwilliams@rmi.net or by phone at (303) 388-2185. (See enclosures 5 
and 6) 

FY02 EMERGENCY RESPONSE GRANTS – Fran Disanza/NNSA/NV 

Mr. Disanza provided a briefing on the proposed budget and distribution for FY2002, and 
the resolution of FY2001 funding. (See enclosure 7)  

The question was asked if other sites compensate local governments for emergency 
response costs. Mr. Disanza did not know of any sites that did this.  

During the discussion, Mr. Disanza reported that there is currently a moratorium on 
shipping any LLW, MLLW, and TRU waste within the DOE complex. 

 

 

 



 

INTERMODAL TRANSFER  IN UTAH – Dan Owen/Greenfield Logistics, LLC 

Mr. Dan Owen and Mr. Greg Copeland provided a briefing of the proposed transload 
facility located in Aragonite, UT (Near Milford). The following questions, and others 
were raised during the briefing: (See enclosure 8) 

Q: What is the percentage of LLW planned versus other materials? 

A: The percentage of LLW is much lower than other materials, there is quite a bit of 
materials that are being moved at this site already, much of it outbound. 

Q: Who are the LLW customers going to be? 

A: Only those generators who have been approved by the NTS Waste Acceptance 
Criteria process. 

Q: Will shipments be going to USEcology in Beatty? 

A: Potentially, if there is business. 

Q: If acceptable, would you move transload facility to Nevada? 

A: If it were acceptable (like Caliente), yes they would look at moving facility. 

Q: What is the briefing comment on rail safety being safer than truck based upon? The 
Volpe study disagrees with this comment. 

A: There are many studies on this subject, however, generally speaking they all show that 
bulk material is more economically and more safely handled by rail.  

Q: Where is Aragonite, UT? 

A: Approximately 35 northwest of Cedar City, UT. 

Ron Ross of the WGA stated that there is an agreement that LLW cannot be transported 
through the Glenwood Canyon corridor, shipments must come via I-80 corridor. 

WVNDP TRANSPORTATION INCIDENT – Jacqueline Jackson/WVNSCO 

Ms. Jacqueline Jackson presented a briefing detailing the recent LLW transportation 
incident that occurred in West Wendover, NV.  The briefing concentrated on the findings 
and corrective actions put in place to prevent an incident of this type from occurring 
again. (See enclosure 9) 

 

 

 



TRANSPORTATION CONSIDERATIONS DURING THE WINTER OLYMPICS-   
Ron Ross/WGA 

Frank Disanza asked Mr. Ron Ross to present a quick overview of what is currently being 
proposed to deal with hazardous materials transportation in and around the Salt Lake 
City, UT area during the Winter Olympics, being held between February 8-24, 2002.  The 
current thinking is to open windows nightly to allow hazardous movements to occur, or 
to bypass the SLC area during those dates. This action covers both radioactive and 
hazardous materials shipments.  Local deliveries would be allowed, however all other 
shipments would have to avoid the area.  WGA is in discussions with EM-1 to ensure use 
of the southern routes during this time period.  

WIPP EMERGENCY RESPONSE TRAINING EXERCISE UPDATE – Mike 
Alexander/Nevada DEM 

Mr. Mike Alexander presented a brief update on the scheduled WIPP emergency 
response exercise.  Originally scheduled for September 22nd, near the Longstreet Inn & 
Casino (Amargosa Valley) as a two state, two county exercise. It has been delayed by the 
uncertainties of the California routing issues and is now scheduled for January 12th, 2002.  
It looks as though it will be a one state, one county exercise held somewhere on US-95 
north of Mercury, NV.  A logistics and scenario planning session for exercise planners is 
scheduled for week of November 11th. 

TRU WASTE UPDATE – Angela Colarusso/NNSA/NV 

Frank Disanza asked Angela Colarusso to give a brief update of the TRU Waste program. 
Angela stated that the Lathrop Wells gate was being considered for an exit point for the 
WIPP shipments.  NNSA/NV will be in contact with YMPSCO once the use of this gate 
is further explored.  The plans are still to ship in FY2002, however this is dependent upon 
the TRUPACT-II availability. Also the use of the mobile loading system must be 
scheduled two months in advance. It takes approximately 6-8 hours to load a complete 
trailer for shipment. 

TRANSPORTATION PROTOCOLS UPDATE – Lee Stevens/Navarro Research & 
Engineering 

Mr. Lee Stevens provided a brief overview of the status of the protocols (Now a manual 
for DOE Order 460.2) A new target date of end of February, 2002.  At that time the 
protocols will also be available on the internet, NNSA will put a link to them on their 
website.  (See enclosure 10)  NOTE: Information received from Headquarters on 
0/22/2001 states that the protocols will be entered into the 30-day comment period on 
10/25/2001. After that there will be an additional 60 days to respond to those comments.  



TWG INTERNET SITE DEMONSTRATION – Lee Stevens/Navarro Research & 
Engineering 

Lee provided a overview of the NNSA/NV internet site and showed what and where 
information regarding waste management is available.  Concern over the type and 
amount of information provided at the site, especially in the wake of the September 11th 
attacks was voiced.  (See enclosure 11) 

NEW BUSINESS 

The following questions were raised during the new business portion of the meeting: 

Q: Will bulk waste be accepted at the NTS? 

A: There are ongoing discussions, but no action has been taken. Discussions revolve 
around the use of liners, such as burrito wraps being used. 

Q: Is the NTS set up for Saturday and off-hours deliveries? 

A: Current practice (NTSWAC) requires generators notifications of planned deliveries. 
Saturday and after-hour deliveries are discouraged at present.  If a campaign requires 
different schedules, this must be discussed prior to shipment. 

Barbara Byron (via phone) explained that the Governor of California had concern about 
the amount of information regarding waste shipments available to the public. 

Ms. Byron was queried about California’s position on proposed Waste Isolation Pilot 
Plant routes through California. She stated that a paper was drawn up for the Governor, 
but no action has currently been taken on the paper, or the issue.   

As this was the first time a call-in number was utilized, the following ideas were brought 
forward by those listening via phone: 

• When the speaker answers a question from the audience, restate the question for 
the benefit of the callers. 

• When providing briefings and using slides, explain the slide and location on the 
slide of information being discussed. (copies of available slides were sent to the 
callers prior to the meeting)  

 

 

 

 

 

 



ADMINISTRATION AND NEXT MEETING 

As mentioned earlier in the minutes, Frank Disanza has made arrangements to 
hold the next meeting from 1:30 – 4:30 p.m. on Thursday, February 7, 2002.  The 
meeting location shall be: 

U.S. Department of Energy 
National Nuclear Security Administration  
Nevada Operations Office 
Nevada Support Facility 
232 Energy Way 
North Las Vegas, NV  89030 
Great Basin Conference Room A107 (No DOE Badge Required) 
A map will accompany the minutes (See enclosure 12) 

Proposed Agenda Items: 

• WIPP Emergency Response Training Exercise Update 
• Results of WVDP Audit 

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 4:10 p.m. 

SUMMARY OF ACTION ITEMS 

(From 3/8/2001) Mr. Disanza will provide Ms. Susie Snyder and Ms. Kalynda 
Tilges with printed copies of the protocols when they are available.   

NNSA/NV will forward to the attention of the TWG, any EIS changes dealing 
with transportation. 

Mr. Frank Disanza will investigate the use of I-80 for shipments from California 
generators. 
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Transportation Working Group Meeting 

 
National Nuclear Security Administration Nevada Operations Office 

Nevada Support Facility  
232 Energy Way 

North Las Vegas, NV 
Great Basin Conference Room (A107) 

Thursday October 11, 2001 
1:30- 4:30 PM  

 
 

AGENDA 
 

 
1:30 PM 
 
 
1:50 PM 
 
 
2:00 PM 
 
 
2:10 PM 

 
Welcome/Introductions 
 
 
Impact of Routing Decision on Rural Counties 
 
 
FY02 Emergency Response Grants 
 
 
Intermodal Transfer in Utah  

 
Frank Disanza, NNSA/NV  & 
Rex Massey, R&CS, Inc. 
 
Les Bradshaw, 
Nye County  
 
Frank Disanza,  
NNSA/NV 
 
Dan Owen & Greg Copeland  
Greenfield Logistics, LLC 
 

2:40 PM West Valley Nuclear Demonstration Project  
Transportation Incident Briefing 
 

Jacqueline Jackson, 
WVNSCO  

3:15 PM 
 
3:30 PM 
 
 
3:45 PM 
 
 
3:50 PM 
 

Break 
 
WIPP Emergency Response Training Exercise Update 
 
 
Transportation Protocols Update  
 
 
TWG Internet Site Demo 

 
 
Mike Alexander 
State of Nevada/DEM  
 
Lee Stevens, 
Navarro Research 
 
Lee Stevens, 
Navarro Research 

 
4:00 PM 
 
4:30 PM 

 
New Business/General Discussion 
 
Adjourn Meeting 

 
Rex Massey, R&CS, Inc. 
 
Rex Massey, R&CS, Inc. 
 

  
Revised 10/9/2001  

  
To submit agenda items, contact the Transportation Working Group Chairman,  
Rex Massey at (775) 849-9701 or via e-mail at rexmassey@aol.com 

 

  
  
NOTE: There is NO DOE badge required for this meeting room.  
  







MONTHLY WASTE ROUTE DRIVER'S SURVEY REPORT
FY2001 4TH QUARTER-SHIPMENT TOTALS TO DATE--- AS OF 9/30/2001
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UT I-70, US-50, I-15, US-50, US-6-50, US-6, US-95               65 

UT I-40, US-89, UT-20, I-15, UT-56, NV-319, US-93, NV-375, US-6, US-95         - 

UT I-80, US-93, US-6, US-95        35        3        -         4 

UT I-70, I-15, US-95 (LAS VEGAS INTERCHANGE)                 - 

UT I-80, I-15, US-95 (LAS VEGAS INTERCHANGE)          -         -        -          - 

CA I-40, US-95, NV-164, I-15, CA-127, NV-373, US-95          -         -        -          - 

CA I-15, CA-127, NV-373, US-95

CA I-580, I-5, CA-46, CA-99, CA-58, I-15, CA-127, NV-373, US-95

CA I-40, US-95, NV-164, I-15, NV-160, US-95          -        3       2          - 

CA I-40, US-95, I-515, NV-146, I-15, NV-160, US-95          -         -        -          - 

CA I-15, NV-160, US-95

CA I-15, CA-127, CA-178, NV-372, NV-160, US-95

CA I-580, I-5, CA-46, CA-99, CA-58, I-15, CA-127, CA-178, NV-372, NV-160, US-95

CA I-40, US-95, NV-164, I-15, CA-127, CA-178, NV-372, NV-160, US-95          -         -        -          - 

CA I-40, US-95, NV-164, I-15, NV-160, NV-372, CA-178, CA-127, NV-373, US-95          - 

CA I-580, CA-132, I-5, I-80, US-50, US-95 

CA I-580, I-5, I-80, US-95 

CA I-80, ALT-50, US-9 (NEW)

CA I-80, US-95 (NEW)

CA I-80, US-50, CA-99, CA-88, US-95, CA-208, US-ALT-95, US-95 (NEW)

CA I-580, I-5, CA-99, CA-58, I-15, US-95 (LAS VEGAS INTERCHANGE)

CA I-15, US-95 (LAS VEGAS INTERCHANGE)

CA I-40, US-93, US-95 (LAS VEGAS INTERCHANGE AND HOOVER DAM)                 -          -         -        -          - 

NV I-15, NV-160, US-95 (INTRASTATE NEVADA)

GENERATORS TOTALS>>> 65            35     6     2    4      
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NTS WASTE ROUTE DRIVER'S SURVEY REPORT
FY2001 YEAR TO DATE TOTALS AS OF 9/30/2001
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UTAH ENTRY
UT I-70, US-50, I-15, US-50, US-6-50, US-6, US-95 195

UT I-80, US-93, US-6, US-95 (NORTHERN ROUTE 1) 46 71 8 0 35 0 0

UT I-40, US-89, UT-20, I-15, UT-56, NV-319, US-93, NV-375, US-6, US-95 1

UT I-70, I-15, US-95 (LAS VEGAS INTERCHANGE) 6

UT I-80, I-15, US-95 (LAS VEGAS INTERCHANGE) 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

CALIFORNIA ENTRY
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ROUTES

CA I-40, US-95, NV-164, I-15, CA-127, NV-373, US-95 0 27 10 0 0 0 15

CA I-15, CA-127, NV-373, US-95 

CA I-580, I-5, CA-46, CA-99, CA-58, I-15, CA-127, NV-373, US-95 

CA I-40, US-95, NV-164, I-15, NV-160, US-95 13 62 10 5 0 2 132

CA I-40, US-95, I-515, NV-146, I-15, NV-160, US-95 0 0 0 0 0 0

CA I-15, NV-160, US-95 

CA I-15, CA-127, CA-178, NV-372, NV-160, US-95 

CA I-580, I-5, CA-46, CA-99, CA-58, I-15, CA-127, CA-178, NV-372, NV-160, US-95 

CA I-40, US-95, NV-164, I-15, NV-160, NV-372, CA-178, CA-127, NV-373, US-95 0 0 3

CA I-40, US-95, NV-164, I-15, CA-127, CA-178, NV-372, NV-160, US-95 0 0 0 0 0 0 2

CA I-580, I-5, CA-99, CA-58, I-15, US-95 (LAS VEGAS INTERCHANGE)

CA I-15, US-95 (LAS VEGAS INTERCHANGE)

NORTHERN CALIFORNIA ROUTES
CA I-580, CA-132, I-5, I-80, US-50, US-95

CA I-580, I-5, I-80, US-95

CA I-80, ALT-50, US-9 (NEW)

CA I-80, US-95 (NEW)

CA I-80, US-50, CA-99, CA-88, US-95, CA-208, US-ALT-95, US-95 

ARIZONA ENTRY
CA I-40, US-93, US-95 (LAS VEGAS INTERCHANGE AND HOOVER DAM) 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

NEVADA INTRASTATE
NV I-15, NV-160, US-95

GENERATORS TOTALS>>>> 260 160 30 6 35 2 152
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               FY 2001 ACTUALS (as of 9/30/2001)

FIELD OFFICE
VOLUME 
SHIPPED 

ft3 
ABERDEEN 8,034        
ALBUEQUERQUE 19,262      
CHICAGO -           
IDAHO -           
NEVADA 13,584      
OAKLAND 110,128    
GA Corp. 15,397      
OAK RIDGE 252,851    
OHIO                    -100k 320,363    
ROCKY FLATS   +100k 490,528    
SAVANNAH RIVER -           
CUMULATIVE TOTAL 1,230,147 



FY 2002 FORECAST

FIELD OFFICE
TOTAL              

(ft3)
ABERDEEN 10,000
ALBUQUERQUE 14,272
CHICAGO 22,390
IDAHO 1,766
NEVADA 8,739
OAKLAND 18,500
GA Corp. 9,000
OAK RIDGE 650,493
OHIO 296,900
ROCKY FLATS 600,000
SAVANNAH RIVER 19,200
CUMULATIVE  TOTAL 1,651,260



U.S. 
Highway 95 

Rural 
Communities

U.S. Highway 95 Through 
the Town of Beatty

U.S. Highway 95 Through 
the Town of Goldfield
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Transfer
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to the Nevada 

Test Site 
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U.S. Department of Energy
Nevada Operations Offices

DOE -NV Waste Management Division

Grant Budget Proposal

NTS Transportation Working Group

October 11th, 2001

Frank Di Sanza

Director, Waste Management Division



U.S. Department of Energy
Nevada Operations Offices

DOE -NV Waste Management Division

Grant Review Team

• Frank Di Sanza, Director, Waste Management Division
• Mike Alexander, Nevada Division of Emergency 

Management
• Jim O’Brien, Clark County Office of Emergency 

Management
• Milton Chilton, NNSA Emergency Management Division



U.S. Department of Energy
Nevada Operations Offices

DOE -NV Waste Management Division

Proposed Grant Distribution

County

White Pine
Nye
Esmeralda
Lincoln 
Elko
Clark

Total:

Budget

141,988
145,730
144,425
156,046
141,811
25,000

755,000



U.S. Department of Energy
Nevada Operations Offices

DOE -NV Waste Management Division

Proposed Grant Distribution

76,100133,546105,30055,86183,600Equipment

141,811156,046144,425145,730141,988Total

-0--0-13,130-0-4,000Supplies & 
Admin

8,5004,5003,00040,00019,500Travel & 
Training

57,21120,00022,99549,86934,888Salaries

ElkoLincolnEsmeraldaNyeWhite PineScope



U.S. Department of Energy
Nevada Operations Offices

DOE -NV Waste Management Division

FY01 Final Budget Numbers

Final Volume- 1,230,148 Cubic Feet
Generator Fee- $615,074

Funded 9/00 $340,000
Funded 9/01 $229,250
Total Funded $569,250



U.S. Department of Energy
Nevada Operations Offices

DOE -NV Waste Management Division

FY01 Budget Resolution

Generator Fee $615,074
FY01 Funding $569,250
Balance Due $  45,824

FY01/02 Scope $755,000
FY01 Funding $229,250
FY01 Balance Due $  45,824
Commitment to FY02 $479,926



U.S. Department of Energy
Nevada Operations Offices

DOE -NV Waste Management Division

FY02 Projection

FY02 Projected Vol. 1,600,000 Cubic Feet

FY02 Projected Gen. Fee $800,000
FY02 Commitment $479,926
FY02 Projected Increment $320,074



GREENFIELD LOGISTICS, LLC
Economic Solutions For 

Transportation Of Waste Material To 
Disposal Facilities

October 2001



COMPANY BACKGROUND

• Founded November 2000
• One in a Family of Companies
• Broken Arrow – Long Term Envirocare 

Contractor
• DOT and EPA Permitted Company
• Fully-Insured
• Chemtrec Emergency Response Client
• State of Utah Approved Generator Site Access 

Permit For Envirocare Facility



MATERIALS TRANSPORTED

• Hazardous Materials
• Radioactive Materials
• Commodities/Raw Materials 
• PCB Wastes
• Industrial Wastes



GREENFIELD SERVICES

• Transportation Logistics Management
• Cost-Effective Rail and Truck Transport 

Options
• Regional Transload Facilities
• Customer-Specific Shipment Inspection



LOGISTICS MANAGEMENT

• Appropriate Containers/Conveyance Selection
• Scheduling Services
• Inspection Services
• Shipping Documentation
• Expediting and Tracking of Shipments
• Daily Tracking Reports
• Waste Profiling



GREENFIELD REGIONAL 
TRANSLOAD FACILITIES

• Southeast Region Transload Facility – East 
Tennessee Technology Park – Oak Ridge, TN

• Western Region Transload Facility – Aragonite, 
UT

• Equipped with State-Of-The-Art Unloading 
Equipment, Trucking Fleet, and Experienced Staff

• Economical and Efficient Transportation and 
Container Management

• Additional Transport Options



CUSTOMER-SPECIFIC 
SHIPMENT INSPECTION

• Inspection of Every Conveyance Prior To Transport
• Confirm Compliance with all Necessary Regulations
• Confirm Shipment Schedule with Disposal Facility
• Review Waste Profile Forms/Manifests, Etc.
• Daily Tracking of Conveyance From Point of Origin to Destination
• Visual Inspection Upon Arrival of each Greenfield’s Customers’ 

Containers at Transload Facility Prior to Receipt for Disposal 
• Visual Inspection of each Greenfield's Customers’ Containers at 

Disposal Facility Upon Release Prior to return
• Increase Overall Project Efficiency



MILFORD, UTAH
RAIL TRANSLOAD FACILITY
• 1,800 feet of usable track space
• 1,000 x 150 foot transload pad
• Transload only containerized waste shipments
• Restricted to only low-level radioactive waste 

containers
• 90,000# capable lifting capacity 
• 483 miles to NTS via UT-21, NV-487,   US-6-50, 

US-6, US-95
• Financial and training support for local emergency 

agencies



WHY TRANSLOAD?

• There are currently no direct rail routes to 
NTS

• Per running mile, studies show that rail is 
statistically a safer mode of transportation 
than trucks

• Additional compliance inspections can be 
performed prior to arriving at the NTS 
facility



WHY MILFORD, UTAH?

• NTS stakeholder considerations
• Overall safer transportation 
• Rail service to the facility (6 days/week)
• Proximity to the NTS 



CONCLUSION

• Greenfield is an established company that is 
experienced with transload facility operations

• Greenfield’s Milford Transload Facility meets the 
concerns voiced by the Stakeholders

• Rail transportation adds to the overall safety of 
transportation of waste materials to the NTS



West Valley to NTS Shipment

By:
Jacqueline Jackson



Overview

n Background
n July 30, 2001
n Recovery Plan
n Issues Identified
n Summary of Corrective Actions



Background

n West Valley Waste Certification Program 
Approved by NNSA/NV Radioactive 
Waste Acceptance Program 

n Waste streams approved:
n VEMP debris
n De-watered resin



Background
n Friday, July 27, 2001

n Waste shipment left WVDP
n Shipment contained two VEMP waste 

boxes and five high integrity (HIC) resin 
containers

n None of the boxes or HICs contained liquid 
waste

n Waterworks™ was added to containers as 
a standard precaution to absorb moisture



July 30, 2001

n Driver arrives at West Wendover, NV to 
re-fuel 

n After re-fueling, Driver hoses off truck 
and observes a gelatin-like substance 
under one of the boxes



July 30, 2001
n The Driver called 911 and the WVDP at 11:40 

am EDT
n West Wendover Fire Department Arrived
n The WVDP Emergency Operations Center 

(EOC) was activated at Noon EDT
n An Operational Emergency was declared
n INEEL Radiological Assistance Program (RAP) 

assistance was requested
n WVDP personnel were dispatched to scene



July 30, 2001

n The RAP team from INEEL arrived
n Identified breached box
n Reported no radiological release 

n Fire Department left 
n The RAP team maintained surveillance 

overnight



Recovery Plan
n WVDP Emergency was terminated July 30, 

2001 at 8:43 pm EDT 
n The WVDP Response Team arrived July 31, 

2001 at 2:00 am EDT to begin recovery 
operations
n Transferred box to overpack

n Overpacked box was returned to WVDP for 
analysis

n Remainder of shipment continued to NTS for 
disposal





Reports

n Reports
n DOE/HQ
n DOE/OH
n WVNS



Issues Identified

n Process used for packaging equipment 
was not adequate to prevent 
compromise of container integrity

n Inspection Criteria inadequate
n EOC had inadequate map of area



Summary of Corrective Actions
n Procedure changes and training

n Includes waste packaging requirements
n Actions to be taken when non-conforming 

conditions are identified, including documentation 
and resolution requirements

n Inspection criteria was expanded to ensure 
container integrity prior to shipment

n Applicable Lessons Learned and Occurrence 
Reports incorporated into program

n Transportation route maps stationed at EOC 



Items of Note
n WVDP Conduct of Emergency Response

n Timeliness of response
n Communications
n Overall direction and control
n Flow of information and availability
n Recovery planning
n Use of EOC termination criteria
n Interface with field elements
n Knowledge of responders’ roles and 

responsibilities

n EOC Procedures and Processes Worked



Transportation Protocols 
Update

Lee Stevens
Navarro Research & Engineering, Inc.



Protocols Update

Forwarded to DOE Field Management 
Council on September 11, 2001.
60 Day Review Period to Begin end of 
October, 2001
30 Day Response Period
Final Order and Manual to be out by 
End of February, 2002



Protocols Update

Dates are Not Set in Stone….



NTS Transportation Working 
Group Internet Site Demo

Lee Stevens
Navarro Research & Engineering, Inc.























































Coming Soon

Travel Order Requests



WWW.NV.DOE.GOV
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