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Ms.'Wendy R Dixon, EIS Projact Manager PRt e o s 25 ot

gl#_:ba Mountzin Site Characterization Office ! )
tte of Civilian Radioactive Wasts Manage

U.8. Department of Energy gement RECEIVED EISOOIT

P.O Box 30307, M/S 010 MAR 0 1 2000

Norh Las Vegas, NV 89035-0307

flegarding Draft Environmental Impact Statementifor the Yucca
Mountain Proposed Nuclear Waste Repository

' or

"Another Nuclear Blunder in the Nevada Desert”

_ll'hc Draft Enviroumental Impact Statement fora Proposed Nuclear Repository at Y
Nye tJounFy, NV thereatier referred to as DEIS) does not adequately address too n
document is fraught with lies, racism and had science, Asyou will seethore are sevipral reasons W start
this Dl?‘.]S pracess over, To waituntil the roscarch is dane, and (o reconsider the rugh for a quick fix to
Fhe nution's nuclear waste problern. Every nuclear waste dump that has ever been bijilt bas leaked, this
is & baad Liack record for the Department ot Energy (hereafier referred to as DOE). 1 request that. these
comnients and questions be anywered personally as soon as possible, and that they be made a part of
the pegmanent record. |

E‘he b}a:uonai Eavironmental Policy Act uf 1969 (NEPA} is our basic national charter for protection of
tl_m envionment, and all the living things withinit. The NEPA process, of which thigDELS is apart, is
“intended to help public officials make decisions that are hased on understanding of environmental
consequences, and take actions that protect, restore and enhanec the environment.” | This Diaf] Envi-
ronmemtal Inpact Statement proposes an action which will in RO'WAY protect, restorny or enhance the
envirahment |

No Ac!tion Alternative—

III""" No Action Alternative docs not meel the NEPA requirement that it be 2 ressonable alternative to
the Proposed Action. Neither ofthe two scenarios analyzed as the No Action Altermpitive would ever
be cor sidered for implementation. Scenaric 1 assumes that snent nuclear fiel and high-leved radioactve
waste would remain at the 77 source sites under institutional control for at least 10,0 years. Scenario
2 assu neg that the waste would remain at the 77 source sites, but under institutional opatiol fn only
about 100 years, “DOE recognizes that neither of these scenarios is likely 1o occur iffthere waga
decision not to develop arepository at Yucca Mountain™ (DEIS, K-1), However, they are part of the
analys’s to provide a baseline for comparisonto the Proposed Action. 1fthe alternative is not reason-
able, tlen the comparison is also not reasonable, or of any value whatsoevar.

TheDbE was not prohibited from looking at reasonshle alternatives as Ms. Dixon segmed to suggest in
er presentations. The need for a reasonable ne action alternative is mandated by NIEPA, and once
again the DEIS falls short |

A realistic no-action alternative would have been to suggest that these 77 sites stop (Heir production of
spent suclear fuel and high-level radicactive waste, and that indeed all production stigs stop the produc-
tion of these deadly materials, until a safe and sane solution to the hazardous disposal of these materi-
als can'be come to with a clean scientific conscience- not the political dirty work that & pushing thisill-

prepared dumpto go through. |
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Ehe C/EIS does not tdentify and specifically analyze national transportation routes forp? i

! State of Mevada Nucless Whste Propct Office
2 State of Hevada Nuclear Waste Project Office =y
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shipments, although highway routes can be identified by a;?p_lying na_uanal h@way ¥ t;g, I :ﬁiﬁzﬁ ;{;
those shipments, and rail routes canbe dentifiod by examining available rail lines and . elr. entif e
The DEIS could have anafyzed impacts specific to nationa transportation routes aﬂm rat r; dertty :%nﬂted
routes, based un available information, but it did not make s‘uch an &pﬂysls: Inste . t performad a

generic transportation anatysis that avoided analysis of specific conditions, impacts,
Coutes. A new EIS is needed to fuily svaluste the impacts of transportation of nuc)
thow ands of miles to Yucca Mountain.| This E1S elso veeds to go through the full NEPA process, and hold

hearings in (at the least) all 109 ofthe cities (of 100,000 or more people) along the xpected routes. |

Et secms that for many yew s the nuclear community’s greatest feur iy that they will bt forced to identify
routsss for the transportation of waste from reector sites 1o Yucca Mourtain. The]
the day they specify the transportation routes, the controversy over Yucca Mouniai
Nevida istue, but will ke g saurce of extreme and vocal outrage in hundreds of communities, large and
sinall, across the nation. The nuclear communities strategy all along hasbeen to d
this day of reckoning, and hupe it by the time the routes are anncunced, effected ¢ommunities along the
rout 2s will have missed their opportunity to weigh in, and will be porwerlcss to block the shipments,

Indi Aiduals living along the transportation routes have the right to know if'the federa| government s plans to
puikl a repositury at Yucea Mountain will expose their children’s schooi, halt-Aeld, ¢r playground of nuclear
exposure or accident. Americans across (e nation are entitled to know if any of thiese tens of thousands of
shipments will pose a risk to their water supply, their communities, or their own fromt porches. [tisthe

_DOIs responsibility to make people aware of their actions |

I_One area of concern in nuclear waste transportation 1s the expostre of waste hsmdicfs, drivers and the
genoral public to radiation even during routine (nurraccident) conditions. Even thoygh ghipping containers
are shielded and designed to reduce exposutes to radiation heing emitted by the spgnt fisel or high-level
waste, federal regulations allow a low level of radiation to emanate from the casks| As we all know, even
luw-levels of radiation have adverse health effects.

end neutron radistion. A
penvion standing one yard away from an unshielded spent fuel assembly could r u kethal dose of radin-
tior in less than three minutes. The surface dose rate of spent fuel is so great (1€, 0 rem/hour or more),
(st shipping contsincrs with enough shielding to completely contain all emissions Would be too heavy to
trarsport economically.'

Federa) regulations afiow shipping casks 10 nuke the public ut sbout 1 O milkrems/hour at 2 metern
trom the cask. What happens to the dtiver? Does a standard driver then get 100 iliremns per ton hours
driving? Routine exposures become especially problematic in situatjons where t & transpost vehicle is
caughtin heavy U ffic with cars and other vehicles in clase proximity for extendediperiods. Routine expo-
qur3s also are of concern when the cask vebicle is stopped for repair, fueling, inspéctions, ete. Werethe
curqulative health impacts to toll booth workers taken into effect? What about g station attendants?

Were these people even notified about this hazard passing through their work areds? Does that violate
Ociupational Safety and Health Standards? | '
I_Tietwem 1657 il 1964 there were 11 transportation incidents and accidgnits involving spent
nuclear fuel shipments.* Several of these incidences 1esulled in radioactive relenséks requiring cleanup. This
stazement is completely contradictory to what has been expressed at public ]m;:;‘.fs across the country. 1f
the DOE persists in lying to the people, they will surely come to regret it in the future when the individual liars
themsclves are doomed to suffer from this nuclesr nightmare.l

g Aorwra wial . ine ua i coastobruocatif D 1 am)
Tty w3600t U et o a1 01 im]
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| Firstly, how is a single working mother supposed to find out that this ptan isin the works? When you work

“eight or ten or twelve hours a day, then have to go pick up the kids, cook, clean, and live your life, where
do vou get the time to go looking for the DOE’s attempt to poison you? How i the average citizen sup-
pas:d to find out about public hearings- the Federal Register notices are not publighed in my local newspa-
per, and U honestly don’t know where to go to look at the Federal Register and what is published there.

The e is internet access, and I do have a computer, butit doesn’t work all that oftan, and Tjust don’t have
the time to wade through this document.

1 personally had to make six attempts to get the DEIS. 1 catled 4times, wrote onde, and sent one email
(frem thelibrary). Only after Thad been waiting a month, and finally called one lag} time did 1 get the

document (two copies somehow- | donated one to the locat library). Onwe 1gat it, 3t was 5o hard to wade
through. Not at all user friendly- for the next rendition of the DEJS 1 suggest that ybu consult with people
whe do not have a scientific background ~ 1 heard that the State of Nevada had offfered some belp, y’all
might want to take them up on that. 1talked to my neighbor about getting a copy,tut he dnesn’t speak
English, and was unable to get onein Spanish. This isolates people from obtaining the information that they
are interested in. DOE should take measures to ensure that all peaple are able to participute in this process
which will undoubtedly effect them)

| Thes hearing held in Las Vegas NV, on January 11,2000 was ridiculous. There was not enough space in the

“room to hold all the people who showed up. There was not enough time for everyone 10 speak, und than
hali"of the people who showed up were given the opportunity to voice their con about this inadeguate
document. 1 myself couldn’t get into the hearing room at all during the Question ind Answer period, and {
ha’ some specific questions.

Wi en we asked the DOE to schedule another hearing, they said no. People havelfamilies, they have jobs,
they are nat ahle to stay until after midnight to maybe speak at a hearing. The DOE scared people off from
sighing up during the evening session by telling peoplc “If you sign up now, you w n't get a chance to speak
unti} 1:30 or 2 AM™. This is a complete violation of NEPA, Intimidation of commpnity members who want
to have their voices heard is completely inappropriate, and | am shocked by this bkhavior of the members of
the' DOE who were present. | :

| Ac 0ss the nation, hundreds, if not thousands of communities will, like Nevad, firgd their public health and
saf sty threatened by the shipments ofhigh-level nuclear waste toNevada, Most of these communities are
toc &y, as a result of the DOE's refusal to identify specific’ routes ignorant of thesd risks. The DOE held a
grand total of twenty one public meetings, yet the routes suggested pass through Jrty-three (43 ) ditferent
states. A¢ lecst one hearing should have been held in each of these states, and m ¥e in the more populous
regions. When will it be publicized in these cities that the DOE plans on shipping feadly substances on their
roegs? The failure by the DOE to identify these communities, arkd W put their citidens on notice of the
implications of Yucca Mountain for them, makes a total mockery of the entire system of public notice and
colnment required by the National Bnvironmental Policy Act. (NEPA).

Tha DOE must take the responsibility ininforming the 50 million people along theyoutes of the dangers
awaiting them if Yucca Mountain is opened. So far, it seems that the DOE has bchtm too ashamed of admit-
tin rthe danger it’s putting the population of this country in (again- is this how we'tan ALWAYS expect to
be treated by the DOET) | :
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13 L‘l‘hls DEIS fails to address the needs of the Nuclear industry, already there are thoysands of tons of nuclear
wa e piling ip at sites around the country, and only a fraction of these extremely deadly materials would be
shizped to the Yucea Mountain site. What does the DOF plan on doing with the test of it? Where is the
nes ¢ sacrifice zone going to be, once Yucca Mouniain is illed up ad slosad? Whis is going Lo monitor
these wastes for the next 10,000 years? ‘The LS government cannot guaranice tht itself will be around at
that tite- who is going to warm my great-great-great-great-great-great- preat-grept-great-great-great-
great. great.great-preat-preat-preat-preat- great-great-great-preat-great-great- great-great-great-great-
great-great- great-great-great-great-great- greal- great-greai-great-great-great-groat grandkids not 1o play
on this hotspot, ready to blow at any second? |

St Design
14 E-iixteen years after the enactment of the nuclear waste policy act, and just a few sHort years hefore the

secretary of energry is planging 1o determine the suitability of the Yucca Mountain site, the doc still refuses to
coinmit itsc!f'to a single design for the repository. Three different design concepty are included in the DEIS,
but none is identified as the preferred allemative, and the DOI has not even limited itselfto choosing a
design from among these thice. AS with so many other aspects of this program, the DOF prefors to
mantain a moving target- by keeping its options open, the DOFE believes it can kegp modifying the design
coticept to accommaodate any new problems that develop at the site. Failure to cmmit to a design pre-
chides any definitive analysis of the impacts of the repository, creating another in a| long series of violations
ofthe NEPA. ifthe DOE can’t even decide on how they are going to build the repository, how can they
clasm that it’s “safe”?

15 | ThxNational Academy of Sciences has stated that trving to predict what is going fo happen in 100 years is
“nol practicable!, yet the DOE persists in this document to try and predict what will be happening in 10,000
yezrs. 1low is this possible? DO has stated that the major radioactive release frgm Yucca Mountain will
occur 300,000 years after the repository is closed. 1FNAS says that you can’t pledict more than 100
16 yeers into the future, how is this reasonable at alm(m’t trust the DOE, most of'Yhe Amernican Public does
nof trust the YOE {these are the same people who brought us human radiation experiments) how canwe
tru st that you (DOE) have humanity’s best interests at heart when studying Yucca Mountain, We know that
you {DOE) are under tremendous pressure to find & suitable site for the nations micloar waste, and we
know that this DIZTS is a political attempt to justify bad science. Sorry Folks, we’se not buying it, it’s time
to give the mountain back |

Casks
17 E\ Multi-purpose canister (MPC) seems to make the most sense: - - why move the assemblios around more
than necessary, right? To date however, no MPC has undergone full-scale testing] and under current NRC
regulations, none ever will. ‘The DO is relying on computer nodels, and scate esting (GQough the scake
tes ing doesn’t seem to be needed by law). Thereisa program going on at the tes} site right now, called
Ste ckpile Stewardship and Management, which claims that computer models arerf't enough to test the
reliability of aging nuclear weapons in the stockpile, yet computer models are all the we, the citivens have to
pretect us against nuclear waste moving on our roads and rails?? |

18 IIf t'4e suitability of Yucca Mountain is going to rely on Total System Performance Analysis, and not on the
geologic factors of the mountain itscl{" why are we still looking at it? It would be allot cheaper and safer to
gtore on site. The nuclear power plants are assumed to be shutling down in the ccjurse of the nexdt ten years
according to the DEIS, all those nuclear workers. skilled workers will need to bej(somehow kept alive)
monitoring this wasteJ

' Wendy Drien repeatod this during the Q & A part ol the morsing scssion af the February 22, 2000 hcau+\'ng in San Bernarding, CA.

t_}—
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]_'T'he DEIS fuils o adequately address the cumulative health effects of opening, opergting and eventually
closing a nuclear wastc repository ot Yucca Mountain, Aswe know from Dr. Eme: Sternglass’ research,
as well as what was discovered in 1972 by Abram Petkau is that constant exposuré to low levels of radia-
tion have a more harmfiul cumulative impact thar do singular high level exposures. Was the Petkau effect
taken into consideration in this DE1S? Why worc the only health effects listed latent cancer fatalities, when it
is ¢o mmon knowledge that radiation can also adversely cffect the human genetic stricture, cause birth
defests, mutations, and numerous other cancors which arc not always fatel7 1 undefstand that in DOE
speak a health effoct is equal to death, but for the rest of humanity a health effect is much, much more than
that |

I_NO icalth insurance policy currently sold in the U.S. will cover an individual from rafliation poisoning, from
the vontasiination which is associated with nuclcar power and nucicar testing. Whilt about car insurance,
are yny rates poing to go up because 1 five along a nuclear waste route? |

I_Nuclear power plants are required to have a 50 mile radius emergency planning zoge. How come the DEIS
only Jooks at a half mile radius of these transportation rouwszl

Ecotomic Impacts

E’aﬂ of routine transport forthis dangerous material is local preparcdness- local em
be the first one on the “incident” scenes. 1n 1981 the NRC estimated that the price

state emergency responsc systom would cost $5.6 million ANNUALLY (1981 do}

inchide infrastructure improvements and maintenance that are likely associated witk
alternate routes. Congress is making no divect effort to casure any level of funding
spolien with Clark County Police, they are not currently prepared for a major haza
alor e a nuclear spill (and trucks are currently going through Las Vegas- 22 of them)

IELH »r geonomic impacts inchide cost of unrecovered health impacts, negative effec

property values and property marketabitity, and unclear liability for these effects. P

nuie ear waste transport routes are bound to drop, and this could make State and lo

according to a recent court decision in New Mexico,

Iihe DE1S only used 1990 Census data. | am shocked by this, since cven city pl
populations at least 20 years in advance. Southern Nevada is one of the fastest g

brgency responders will
tag for & fully prepared
fars). This does not
state offorts (o designate
will be avaitable. Having
rdous spill of any sort, let
in January 2000’H

ts on business, tourism,
roperty values along
ral governments liable

ers project urban
ing regions in the

couatry. |0nly 12 miles from Yucca Mi. lies numerous dairy and agricultural (includfng several organic

dairies and farms) industries. One ofthese dairy’s ships 30,000 gallons of milk p
way this taken into consideration in this document? 1 don’t think that it was, and thi
star{ the DEIS process over. |

I As stated by Clark Conmty Commissioncr Myra Williams, on POV Las Vegas. January 18, ;

dayto Los Angeles,

k18 another regson to

000
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I;l‘he DOE statesin the DELS that it believed there would be no disproportionately High and adverse impacts
to v inority of low-income populations as aresult of the Proposed Activn, includinginational transporiation.
This, claim s obviously false, since already heavy-wei ght truck and rai routes throughout this country are
placed in low-income, people of color communities. That this environmental racisi would change with this

proposed action, is as Tikely flying toads (although with continued accidents throug

that fiying toads caused by radioactive mutation are getting closer and clnsar).\\

out the country, I'm sure

I_'[‘hi; DEIS aiso provides na rexponse 1o the Western Shoshone position that this dymp would be placed on

sact ed lands, and that this is tribal land under (he Treaty of Ruby Valley (which maltes no accommodation
for 1 hole in the ground that will heeaten thelives of the noxt 700 generationg). Ty put a miclear waste
durip on sacred tribat land is not going 10 work. Where in the DEIS did you figurg out how to deal with the
continued use of the Tand for ceremony? Yucea Mountain is a traditional gathering place for local tribes, and

will contimie 1o be so into the: ﬁnurﬂ

Walcr

E‘Ju: rent EPA standards (40 CER Part 151} fr the Waste tsolation Pilot Plant (WIPP)in Carisbad, NM,
im t doses from geologic repositories to mermbers of the public to 15 millirem per year total effective dose
equ ivalent (TEDE) from all pathways, and only 4 rarem/year from the groundwatey pathway. However, itis

alrcady known that at some pointin the future, the Yacea Mountain repository wo

d massively violate the 4

om/year standard for water contamination; in fict, the worst doses to the publiclfrom the Yucca Mountain

reposttory would be ingested via groundwater used for drinking and irrigating oro

Wiy should Nevadans living near the proposed Yucca Mountair repository bele

bo

48 protected from radioac-

Lives contamination of their water supply thas New Mexicans living near WIPP? his prejudice against what
is considered a politically weak state is unacceptable, especially when you considr that Nevadans are
alrzady being exposed to radivactive curtamination from leaking nuddear waste diimps in Beatty, and the

Nevada_
Test Sit,ﬂ

| Groundwater contamination would delver the worst doses of radioactivity to nearby residents, and because
of this water quality must be protected to the fullest extent of the law, which this ptoposition fails to do.

Yoy cea Mount ain sust have the most strinpeni of standards, for leakage will only i
these standards are being lowered,

porease pver time, yet

Tt e only bulk source of Chloring-36 in our atmosphere is fram above ground nudlear weapons tests donein
the: Pacific, salt in the seawater was aclivatcd which formed the tadioactive chionpe isutope. Jt’s presence
at repasitoty depth proves that water has traveled there within the past 50 years, pnd proves a “fast flow”
path for groundwater travel. The science has chown that water moves too fast thiough Yucca Mt. forit to

qualify under 10 CFR 960.4-2-1. Now there j% an attempt to change these stan
change the rulesin the middic of the games is shanle-f'uu

rde This act of trying to

I_T 1¢ DOR is conspiring to violate Nevada Revised Statue 445A.465, which expr ssly prohibits intentional

contamination of the groundwater by radioactive substances. The DEIS didn’t

sntion that DOE would be

tr zuking countloss state, tibal, and county laws by going forwird with this propased action. |

| Muclear Information and Resorree Sepvice, Jeuler 10 the NR( Rulemaking and Adjudicatio Slall,
fune 23, 1999,
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31 Ijo conclude, the DEIS docs not try to solve the nuclear waste problem in this couptry, what it does is give

the uclear industry the pofitical and physical spaceto continue to contaminate cominunities around the
glote, This must be stopped. The devetopment of a long LCon management appro ch o dealing with

nc ear waste that will be technically sound is likely to take several decades, not oply a few years. Thisisa
prollenn which we will be living with for thousands and thousands of years, 4 rush 1 move all this nuclear
wasie 1o NV i5 not necessary. 1tis cusential that the ULS. Covernment step hack fibm this repository
projzram and initiate a much broader effort a1 studying this problem.

There are no ideal options for dealing with the nation’s nuclear waste, this is why the production of these
wastes must be phased out, this step compliments the search for the least environmentally destructive waste
manggement program, nuclear naterinls should bo isolated in the places they are poduced until the DOE
can find a sane way to deal with them]

Sincerely,

Susanne Snyder

ComPo o

SHUNDAHAIL NETWORK
5007 ELMRURST LANE,
LAS VEGAS, NV 89108-1304



Jason
31

Jason


Jason


Jason


Jason


Jason


Jason





