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Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Construction and Operation of an 
Independent Spent Fuel and Storage Installation on the Reservation of the Skull 
Valley Goshute Indians and Related Transportation Facilities 

Dear Madam/Sir: 

My comments relate primarily to Section 9.4.1.5 of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement ("DIFS"). That Section relates to the "No-Action Alternative." The DIFS states that 
"if no additional SNF storage capacity is constructed, SNF would continue to accumulate at the 
nuclear plants where it is being generated" and that "spent fuel generated in any reactor can be 
stored without significant environmental impact." The DIFS states that eight licences have been 
issued to increase on-sight storage, in each case a finding of "no significant impact was reached." 

Section 9.4.1.5 concludes "the staff does not expect that storage and construction 
operation of future at-site reactor storage would result in a significant environmental impact." 
Accordingly, the DIFS does not identify any health or safety risk that is being eliminated by the 
Goshute facility.  

The claim has been made that existing storage facilities are "running out of space." 
However, I could find nothing in the DIFS to support that claim. It appears that at some future 
date, existing facilities "may" run out storage space. However, clearly at least some existing 
storage sites can be expanded with no risk.
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I understand that at a few sites there is not enough room to expand existing storage 
facilities. However, you have not developed what alternatives may be available in those limited 
sites and when, if ever, there will be a storage shortage at those sites.  

Since the Yucca Mountain Nevada facility is the permanent storage site, scheduled to be 
operational in 2010, if fuel can be stored at current or expanded current sites for at least ten
years, then there is no need for a temporary storage site in Goshute Valley. I ask you to develop 
this no-action alternative. It appears very feasible. Based on the DIFS, there is no health or 
safety issue that would justify construction of the temporary storage facility that has been 
proposed. The DIFS needs to examine the feasibility of storage at existing and expanded 
existing sites for an additional 10-years until the Yucca Mountain Nevada facility is completed.  

Very truly yours, 

RuC ell A. CLINineL 
CRIPPEN & CLINE, L.C.
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