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Gallagher, Carol

From: Gaddis, Nicollee <ngaddis~blm.gov>
Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 5:25 PM
To: Gallagher, Carol
Cc: David Pritchett; Timothy Smith; Gregory Helseth; Erick Kurkowski
Subject: [External_Sender] Southern Nevada BLM District Office Comments on SEIS for a

Geologic Repository for the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive
Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye County, Nevada

Hi Carol,

Please let me know if you have any questions or need further clarification on the comments below.

In summary, we found the scope of analysis to be very broad (i,ooo,ooo years), the methodology of

analysis to not be quantifiable, and the format of the document to be confusing and lacking structure.

Page Line(s) Excerpt Comment
1-3 23-24 This supplement assesses the Analysis for a period of one-million years is

potential groundwater and seeming to be outside of the scope of
surface discharge impacts over a reasonably foreseeable per 43 CFR 1508.8:
period of approximately one Indirect effects, which are caused by the action
million years after repository and are later in time or farther removed in
closure, distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable.

1-4 25 This supplement does not reflect The purpose and need of the action should be
a change to DOE's proposed carried forward in this document to relay to
action or to DOE's purpose of or readers the reason for the SEIS.
need for the proposed action. _____________________

1-4 25-3 8 Document Format The information in lines 25-3 8 would be better
suited for the introduction of the document as
it leads into the purpose of the SEIS. Lines 39-
(1-6)4 are more in line with a description of the
document format.

1-4 31-33; As discussed in Chapter 2 of this Although the document describes the word
4 1-45 document, changes in climate are "Significantly" as used in NEPA as requiring

not expected to significantly consideration of both context and intensity per
affect the groundwater flow paths 43 CFR 1508.27, SMALL, MODERATE, and
in the area. LARGE impacts, as described, are not

1-9 quantifiable methods for analysis. Ifnot
1-5 possible to use quantitative terms to express

response to measures, explain why a
1.2.3 Significance of qualitative measure is appropriate and provide

15-24 Environmental Impacts qualitative description of the impact, including
5-1 appropriate linkage.

5 Summary of Environmental
Consequences
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18-20

DOE found that such water flow
is the principal means of release
of contaminants from repository
once the engineered barriers
cease to contain the waste (DOE,
2008a,b).

This information should be upfront in the
document to give a better picture of how the
radioactive waste gets to the ground water.

Nicollee Gaddis
Planning & Environmental Coordinator
Southern Nevada District Office
Bureau of Land Management
4701 North Torrey Pines Drive
Las Vegas, NV 89130
P (702) 515-5136
.F (702) 515-5010
ngaddis~blm.9ov
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