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i"N)0"General Comment

I am submitting these comments as a private citizen in regards to the Yucca Mountain Nuclear Waste
Repository Supplemental EIS.

1. I believe that the Draft SEIS on Yucca Mountain should be rejected as invalid.

The SEIS relies on the Total System Performance Assessment (TSPA) that the Department of Energy (DOE)
conducted in previous analyses that are part of the DOE Application to the NRC for License to construct a
nuclear waste repository Yucca Mountain. But, data used in this TSPA is no longer valid, especially given the
fact that the waste inventory is now changed and uncertain.

Unfortunately, the NRC Staff failed to evaluate all of the factors, data and assumptions that the Department of
Energy plugged into that "methodology" and also evaluate how many of those assumptions and the empirical
bases still hold.

Since the TSPA work was done by the DOE so many factors have changed, (not only new understandings
about radiological impacts, but also the characteristics of the source term in the waste, metallurgical and
mechanical aspects of containers, chemical aspects of the Yucca substrate and social concerns like how long
the waste will be stored prior to shipment) the conclusions of the TSPA must be rejected today.

Since the TSPA is the starting point for NRC's work, NRC's current Wvork must also be rejected. The SEIS
would only be valid if all of the new information is used to update the TSPA which forms the starting point
and context for the NRC's current work.~
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2. The SEIS has misrepresented the nature of groundwater and other water bodies that will be impacted by
Yucca. The Nature Conservancy and the Amargosa Conservancy have already submitted research data
showing that the SEIS data is faulty and fails to understand the intricacies and connections of the groundwater
and spring systems at play in this area.

3. The SEIS does not accurately assess the damage-that will be done to the Timbisha Shoshone Tribe. These
people consider the 'waters of the Furnace Creek springs to be of traditional and cultural importance and
believe that any effects on the purity of these waters would be detrimental to the Tribe's culture. The SEIS
dismisses the cultural and spiritual traditions and needs of these people.

For these reasons, I believe that the SEIS on Yucca Mountain should be thrown out.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Kathleen Rude

file :///C :/Users/CAG/Documents/XPMigratedFolders/PRM-20-28/NRC-20 15-0051 -DRAFT-0 101 .html 1/02111/20/2015


