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General Comment

1. The SEIS is incomplete and fatally flawed because it does not address the fact that
the Waste Inventory Is Now Changed and Uncertain:
This document is a supplement to a larger Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that the
Department of Energy (DOE) submitted to NRC as part of the license application. That EIS is
based on assumptions that are no longer valid, including the type of waste, the type of container
and the resulting assumptions about total radioactivity, heat load and rate of package failure.
The NRC's Draft SEIS does not recognize that the President, on March 24, 2015, reversed
the 1985 decision that commercial and defense high-level radioactive waste would be
disposed together in a repository. His Executive Memorandum, which has the effect of law
states, "In accordance with the Act [NWPA], I find the development of a repository for the
disposal of high-level radioactive waste resulting from atomic energy defense activities only
is required."
This decision makes uncertain what the waste inventory in a Yucca Mountain repository would
be, and to date, the DOE has not clarified the question of whether its EIS and License
Application is for a commercial waste or defense waste repository. In either case, the Draft SEIS
analysis of impacts on groundwater and groundwater discharges is incorrect because it relies on
releases from an unlawful waste inventory in the repository.

2. Scope of document is too narrow, the scenarios used are all bogus (see above) and
point of compliance is wrong, in any case.
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The Draft SEIS analysis of impacts uses the concentration of contaminants in the
groundwater at the regulatory compliance location as a starting point. That location is 11
miles south of, and down the flow path of groundwater from the Yucca Mountain
repository location.
This is the point at which the safety of the repository's long term performance must be
demonstrated by an analysis that shows the radionuclide dose to an individual at that location
does not exceed the regulatory dose limit set by the EPA and NRC.. .and automatically
assumes a "sacrifice zone" encompassingthe plume of leakage from Yucca to the 11 mile
point NRC has chosen to apply the EPA regulation.
Until the new mission of the proposed Yucca Mountain repository is established, and the
TSPA analysis result is adjusted, the starting point of the Draft SEIS for groundwater and
groundwater discharge impacts is unknown, and the Draft SEIS conclusion is incorrectly
presumptive and lacks a credible technical basis.

3. Planned Disposal Waste Package Has Become Obsolete:
In the 2008 Yucca Mountain SEIS and License Application, the
TSPA is based on specifications for the TAD design and performance requirements, but no
actual design that meets the specifications and requirements has been completed.
Because of evolving storage strategies and implementation by reactor owners, the concept of the
TAD as integral to the waste management storage, transportation, and disposal system has
become obsolete and DOE has terminated the TAD design and regulatory certification program.
Without any known substitute for the TAD concept the characteristics of the important
waste package component of the TSPA are unknown.
Until the matter of new design and performance requirements of the disposal waste
package are resolved by DOE, and the TSPA analysis result is adjusted, the starting point
of the Draft SEIS for groundwater and groundwater discharge impacts is unknown, and
the Draft SEIS conclusion is incorrectly presumptive and lacks a credible technical basis.

4. Scope Issues are a False Flag in Major Federal Actions
This Supplemental EIS was initially a task for the Department of Energy ordered by NRC to
complete its application for a license for the proposed nuclear repository at Yucca Mt. Then the
licensing process was suspended. Later a court ordered NRC to complete the analysis. As such,
this final piece (and the litigation of Nevada's contentions) may form the basis of a future
decision to approve or deny a license for Yucca.
Such a decision would trigger a 20 + year nuclear waste shipping campaign that would impact 43
states and the majority of major commerce centers in the USA. The waste would travel on truck
and trains and impact daily life. These impacts remain INVISIBLE in the Yucca decision. We
should focus on the scope of the document since there is a lot to say...but I encourage anyone to
bring up the fact that Yucca is NOT a local decision. It is a NATIONAL IMPACT and talk about
nuclear transport...tens of millions of people live within mile of the transport corridors.
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