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KALYNDA TILGES: Kalynda Tilges, K-a-l-y-n-d-a, Tilges, T-i-l-g-e-s, nuclear issues coordinator for

Citizen Alert here in Las Vegas. And my first formal request is to get a lower podium for short people.

I thought I had these in order but apparently I don't. Irequest an extra couple of minutes while I adjust the

mike.
MR. FLAHERTY: No problem.

KALYNDA TILGES: Thank you. Icome here tonight as a resident of Las Vegas and Nevada since I
moved to Las Vegas in 1979. I've been in Nevada longer than that. I raised three children here. I'm also
raising a grandchild, so not only do I come here as a representative of Citizen Alert, and we will be
providing formal comments, I also come here as a mother, a grandmother, a Nevada resident and human
being.

Etizen Alert formally requests an extension of the comment period for the SDEIS. The hearings are on the
SDEIS; however, in order to thoroughly understand this document, this is a document we're making
comments on tonight (indicating); however, when you get that document you find out that you need the
Science and Engineering Report and the entire Draft Environmental Impact Statement to be able to

thoroughly research, review and make intelligent comments on.

45 days is not sufficient to be able to research and comprehend all of this. We are formally asking for at
least a 45-day extension for the comment period of the SDEIS. This is a reasonable request since the date
for the Final EIS is not firm.

Why are the supplemental hearings so limited? Yucca Mountain is a national program. It's a national issue,
There's been a great deal of national interest already. The supplemental EIS should be presented in national
public hearings. Hearings should also be held throughout Nevada. Why are they limited to Amargosa,
Pahrump and Las Vegas? Nevada has two major population centers, and many impacted people in rural
areas being 1o less worthy than the urban areas, have just as much right to take advantage of the poster

session, question-and-answer period, as well as express their opinions on the documents provided.
While the Department of Energy is questionably upholding it's legal responsibilities, according to the

Nuclear Waste Policy Act this is yet another example of the department failing to uphold its moral and
ethical responsibility to the public.
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So with that blast I will also give you a compliment. Again, today's paper, Review-Journal, a nice big ad in
the paper; however, it doesn't make mention of the poster session and the question-and-answer period, so
people don't realize that if they don't come to the hearings, they won't have advantage of that. And this is an

extra copy. You can have this one. I'm framing the other one. |
MR. FLAHERTY: T'll have this submitted for the record as well.

KALYNDA TILGES: Number three, there's still a lot we don't know and neither does the Department of
Energy. The Supplement does not ack;wledge any uncertainties now on record regarding repository
performance. These include uncertainties of Alloy 22, the metal which is supposed to keep the waste
isolated from the environment, which, by the way, is a 25-year-old metal that's supposed to be able to last

for at least 10,000 years. I'm not quite sure how you all figured that out.

The titanium drip shields, which would not be put in place until the closure of the repository up to 300 years
from the placement of the waste, and the uncertainties of subsurface performance of these metals, the
Supplement does not acknowledge the orders of magnitude of uncertainty that the Department of Energy

waste package peer review is now questioning.

The Alloy 22 initial peer review report is due in September, final report in February 2002. And while we're
at it, why don't we work on eliminating the uncertainties instead of simply reducing them

@e radiation emissions regulations have not yet been decided for Yucca Mountain. Additional design work
on this Supplement as well as assertions by the DOE of safety, etc., are based on the presumption that
currently proposed regulations will be finalized, thereby disregarding hundreds if not thousands of

comments to the contrary.

The supplemental DEIS asserts that the proposal is safe by these new less rigorous guidelines. There can be
no Final EIS until all proposed regulations are finalized and the department can assert that the proposed
action can meet all this additional design work is based on the presumption that the proposed regulations
will be adopted. This process is prematuEI

Ehe department can't use water that it doesn't have. The waste water from the fuel pools and from washing
down the transportation casks would go through an ion exchange, supposedly trapping all the radionuclides
in a filter. The water would then go to evaporation pools while the filters would be disposed of as low-level

radioactive waste, on the Test Site, of courszl

Las Vegas Supplement Hearing


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio
2

Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio
3

Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio


Glenn Caprio
4


010122

5 |lhe Supplement should not assume the repository water supply will come from appropriated water from the
state, page 2-19 and 3-6. Water will not be available unless the State Engineer is overturned on appeal. The

Supplement should look at alternative water sources and evaluate the impacts of these altemativg
MR. FLAHERTY: Kalynda, would you wrap up your remarks, please.

6 KALYNDA TILGES: Abe said that flooding hasn't happened in 12 million years. Well|the U.S. Geological
Survey shows that flash flooding in the 300 mile area of the Test Site could close highways, disrupting the

transportation of nuclear waste. This was a very recent study.

The SDEIS does not consider runoff in the Fortymile Wash and the Tonopah Wash. The Supplement should
include the storm water flooding analysis of the proposed 200-acre storage pad near the portal. |

7 @tizen Alert is also concerned that all the public's comments will not be responded to until the Final
Environmental Impact Statement after all public hearings. Nevadans and the American public deserve

better. We formally request responses to our comments before the FEIEI

8 Last point,@ponant errors in this data that could have been corrected in the Supplement were not. The
scope of this Supplement should have been broader so that it addressed insufficiencies commented on at
previous hearings on the DEIS, such as employment and population figures of Nye County. The
Supplement is simply an attempt to avoid having to rewrite the DEIS the way the Department of Energy and
the American public know it should be done.| |

9 @1 the back table there is a recent article on numerous calculations that the Nueclear Regulatory Commission
found in error on the Supplement. Apparently they were randomly polled and at least half of them were in
error. I'd like to find out if the Department of Energy intends on correcting them or if it's true what it says in
the article that they don't'matt£

Thank you very much.
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