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1 Epcak in opposition to this dangerous proposal to transport huge amounts of high-level
radioactive waste across America to store at Yucca Mountain, Nevada, much of it
through my home town, St. Louis, MOZI It doesn’t make sense.

2 Ehe nuclear waste genie has been out of the bottle for a long time, and the American
people have subsidized an industry that has been unable to clean up its mess for a long
time. This proposal further penalizes the American taxpayers by transferring to them the
liability for the waste from the utility companies who made the bad decisions to forge
ahead without a waste solution in the first place. The cost will be enormous, and the

_transportation of waste dangerous to millions of Americans as well as air, water and land__.‘

3 | Our community, and indeed any community, would be totally unprepared for the

consequences of an accident.

4 |Turge you to stand firm in your defense of the American people in the face of the obvious

pressure you are facing from the nuclear energ industry. Admit there are no good

' solutions,%nyam‘éinalﬁfﬁgﬁl“e ﬁn'gsqy?ofue an%fﬁc%& cg}"itta’nding and propose to spend to

protect Americans who live near the sites where the waste is now stored. Become

advocates of safe energy solutions, such as the fuel cell, solar power, wind power, etc.,
and start demanding the research and development funds they deserve.

High level ﬂ"&o‘fg&cﬁh \‘RJ/gSIB sites should become monuments to human hubris and a

testament to the importance of the precautionary principle, which is now finally gaining

ground in international treaties. This is: When an activity raises threats of harm to the
environment or human health, precautionary measures should be taken even if some

_cause and effect relationships are not fully established scientifically. This places the
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burden of proof on proponents of an activity to prove there is no safer way of proceeding,
rather than on victims or potential victims of the activity to prove it will be harmful. It is
cheaper and more effective to prevent environmental damage than to attempt to manage
or “cure” it.

We expect the public policy of our government to protect the best interests of the
American people. This proposal is highly detrimental to our interests.

Thank you.
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