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-----Original Message----- 
From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of Phyllis Jensen 
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To: RulemakingComments Resource 
Subject: Protect our communities from radioactive waste! 
 
 
Sep 22, 2013 
 
Allison McFarlane 
 
Dear McFarlane, 
 
I am writing you because I am concerned about how we store our most hazardous waste, the radioactive fuel 
rods from nuclear reactors.  We should not license or re-license any reactor until it has been proven that we 
can successfully isolate this waste. 
 
While we are working on the solution, I am also concerned that many of our nuclear reactors have over-
crowded fuel pools on site.  These present safety threats to the communities and industries that surround the 
plants.  The NRC should take immediate action to reduce the number of fuel assemblies in the water-filled 
pools.  Before transferring the fuel rods to cask storage, the cask storage needs to be examined and reinforced 
to be able to safely store the fuel rods particularly those that qualify as high burn up fuel.  Hardened on-site 
storage of the casks should become the choice for storage. 
 
I am also concerned about the sustainability of nuclear power.  The EIS needs to evaluate the true costs of 
nuclear power after the subsidies are stripped away.  The long-term costs of decommissioning need to be 
considered as well.  The ongoing costs to US taxpayers should be transparent in this EIS. 
 
Finally, the EIS should consider the option of not making any nuclear waste at all in the future by comparing 
the environmental footprint of nuclear from mining to long term waste disposal to that of renewables and 
energy efficiency.  Just a note: I worked at the West Valley, NY waste site I lasted 2 weeks and was very 
frightened by what I experienced there.  I was in the pool area (they store the radioactive cylinders under 
water) when we came out after reading the meter we had to scan ourselves with a Geiger  counter in a small 
out building.  When I scanned my left foot the counter went crazy!  I freaked out, the coworker with me started 
laughing and said it was the breeze blowing over the waste tank farm carrying radiation.  When I was hired I 
was told that only about .03rems escaped per year, is this really enough to set off the Geiger counter?  Who 
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knows, anyway, I quit rather than take the chance of more exposure.  The gauge I wore was almost full 
everyday!  Very disconcerting to say the least.  This country should not transport nuclear waste nor should we 
store it in containers that do not protect us and the environment.  We put the sludge from the ponds in 55 
gallon drums which were then buried on site.  This facility was built on a fault and some of these drums s were 
found in area creeks.  Which begs the question just how safe are these storage sites? 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Phyllis Jensen 
8749 S Greenbriar Ter 
Boston, NY 14025-9618 
(716) 941-3519 
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