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ABSTRACT

Private Fuel Storage, L.L.C. (PFS), proposes to construct and operate an independent spent fuel
storage installation on the Reservation of the Skull Valley Band of Goshute Indians. The Reservation
is located geographically within Tooele County, Utah. Spent nuclear fuel (SNF) would be transported
by rail from existing U.S. commercial reactor sites to Skull Valley. To transport the SNF from the
existing rail line to the proposed facility, PFS proposed to construct and operate a rail siding and a
51-km (32-mile) rail line from the existing rail line near Low, Utah, to the Reservation.

This final environmental impact statement evaluates the potential environmental impacts of the PFS
proposal. The document discusses the purpose and need for the PFS proposed facility, describes the
proposed action and its reasonable alternatives, describes the environment potentially affected by the
proposal, presents and compares the potential environmental impacts resulting from the proposed
action and its alternatives, and identifies mitigation measures that could eliminate or lessen the
potential environmental impacts.

The PFS proposal requires approval from four federal agencies: the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, the U.S. Department of Interior's Bureau of Indian Affairs and Bureau of Land
Management, and the U.S. Surface Transportation Board. The actions required of these agencies are
administrative. The environmental issues that each of these agencies must evaluate pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) are interrelated; therefore; the agencies have
cooperated in the preparation of this final environmental impact statement, and this document serves
to satisfy each agency's statutory responsibilities under NEPA.
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Clean Water Act

decibels (on the A-weighted scale)
draft environmental impact statement
U.S. Department of Defense

U.S. Department of Energy

U.S. Department of the Interior

U.S. Department of Transportation

environmental impact statement
environmental justice
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EO
EPA
ER
ERI
ESA

Fed. Reg.
FEIS
FIFRA
FLPMA
FR

ft

FWS

gal
GLO

gpm

ha
HHT
HMP
hr

IAEA
ICRP
ISB
ISCST
ISFSI
ITF

kg
km
kW

LCF
L.L.C.
LOS

m
m3
MEI
MGTM
min
mph
mrem
MRS

NUREG-1714

Executive Order

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
environmental report

Energy Resources International
Endangered Species Act

Federal Register

final environmental impact statement

Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act
Federal Land Policy and Management Act

Federal Register

feet

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

gram
gallons

Government Land Office
gallons per minute

hectare

heavy haul truck

habitat management plan
hour

International Atomic Energy Agency

International Commission on Radiological Protection
intermountain seismic belt

Industrial Source Complex Short-Term (air dispersion model)
independent spent fuel storage installation

Intermodal Transfer Facility

kilogram
kilometer
kilowatt

liter

latent cancer fatality
Limited Liability Company
level of service

meter

cubic meters

maximally exposed individual

million gross ton-miles per mile
minute

miles per hour

millirem

monitored retrievable storage (facility)
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MTU

mSv
MWD/MTU
MY

NAAQS
NAS
NBS
NCRP
NEPA
NHPA
NMFS
NMSS
NOAA
NOI
NO,
NPDES
NRC
NRCS
NRHP
NSC
NWN
NWPA
NWPAA

O,
OCA
OFF
0GO
OHV
OSHA

Pb

pCi
PFS
PFSF
pH
PM-10
PM-2.5
PMF
PNL
ppm
PSD
PSHA
PWR

RA
R8W

metric tons of uranium [note: 1 metric ton = 2,200 pounds = 1.1 tons ]
milliSievert

megawatt-days per MTU

Maine Yankee (nuclear plant)

National Ambient Air Quality Standards

National Academy of Sciences

National Biological Service

National Council on Radiation Protection and Measurements
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
National Historic Preservation Act

National Marine Fisheries Service

Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
Notice of Intent

nitrogen oxide

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Natural Resources Conservation Service

National Register of Historic Places

National Safety Council

Nuclear Waste Negotiator

Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982

Nuclear Waste Policy Amendments Act of 1987

ozone
owner-controlled area

oldest fuel first

Ohngo Gaudadeh Devia

off-highway vehicle

Occupational Safety and Health Administration

lead

pico-Curies

Private Fuel Storage, L.L.C.

Private Fuel Storage Facility

a unit of measure for acidity (lower numbers) and alkalinity (higher numbers)
particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter
particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter
probable maximum flood

Pacific Northwest Laboratory

parts per million

Prevention of Significant Deterioration

probabilistic seismic hazard analysis
pressurized-water reactor

restricted area
Range 8 West
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RCRA
RMP
ROD

SAR
SDWA
SER
SHPO
SLCIA
SNF
SO,
SPCC
STAPPA
STB
Sv

TDS
TEDE
T5S
THPO
TLD

UAC
UDEQ
UDNR
UNSCEAR
UPDES
usc
USDA
UDWR
UTTR

VOCs

WSA
WHA

yd®
yr

NUREG-1714

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
resource management plan
Record of Decision

Safety Analysis Report

Safe Drinking Water Act

Safety Evaluation Report

State Historic Preservation Office

Salt Lake City International Airport

spent nuclear fuel

sulfur dioxide

spill prevention, control, and countermeasures
State and Territorial Air Pollution Program Administrators
U.S. Surface Transportation Board

Sievert

total dissolved solids

total effective dose equivalent
Township 5 South

Tribal Historic Preservation Office
thermoluminescent dosimeter

Utah Administrative Code

Utah Department of Environmental Quality

Utah Department of Natural Resources

United Nations Scientific Committee on the Effects of Atomic Radiation
Utah Pollution Discharge Elimination System

United States Code

U.S. Department of Agriculture

Utah Division of Wildlife Resources

Utah Test and Training Range

volatile organic compounds

wilderness study area
wildlife habitat area

cubic yards
year
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