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[External_Sender] HALT REVIEW OF LICENSE APPLICATION FOR HIGH-LEVEL NUCLEAR 

WASTE DUMP IN TEX 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Mail Stop 0-16G4 
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(301) 415-1969, 1-800-368-5642, 301-415-7000 
TTD: 301-415-5575 
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Re: HALT REVIEW OF LICENSE APPLICATION FOR HIGH-LEVEL NUCLEAR WASTE DUMP IN 
TEXAS/Application Raises Prospect of "Permanent Parking Lot Dump" of Nuclear Waste In Absence of Permanent 
Repository and Shifting Nuclear Waste Costs From Industry to Taxpayers 

Dear Chairman: 

Follow the law and terminate review of the license application for the controversial plan by Waste Control Specialists (WCS) to 
construct an interim high-level nuclear waste dump in Andrews County, TX. 

WCS seeks a permit to build and operate the supposedly short-term storage facility for up to 40,000 metric tons of highly dangerous 
nuclear waste in Andrews County, but only if the U.S. government first assumes responsibility for the waste and further agrees to ship it 
to the Texas site by rail. The license application is for the first 5,000 metric tons but the company's promotional materials show they are 
planning on expanding the site to accommodate more than half of the estimated 75,000 metric tons of commercial nuclear waste 
currently in the U.S. 

The "interim" storage facility may become the de facto permanent home for the highly toxic waste. Given the long battle over Yucca 
Mountain, groups have zero confidence that Congress or federal regulators would have the stomach for fighting to move the nuclear 
waste a second time from WCS or any other "interim" site. And, with utilities totally off the hook and taxpayers footing the entire bill , 
those that generated the waste would have no incentive to ensure its safe disposal in a permanent geologic repository. 

A letter from four groups argues that the WCS proposal would require the NRC to break federal law, which bars the U.S. government 
from assuming responsibility for interim waste storage in the absence of a federal repository for permanent disposal. They contend that, 
until a long-term geological repository is ready, federal law forces utilities to solve their own interim storage problems, including bearing 
the economic burden for facility construction and operation, and liability for accidents. 

The letter demands that NRC immediately drop its review of the WCS application, including its plans to embark on an environmental 
study. 

High-level radioactive wastes are irradiated nuclear fuel rods, and short-term exposure at close range, with no shielding, can cause 
immediate death. Lesser exposure can cause death or cancer for over a million years. It is so dangerous that Congress required that it 
be buried deep underground in geologically isolated repository for millennia. This danger also prompted federal lawmakers to prohibit 
putting taxpayers on the hook for "interim" solutions that could become de facto permanent surface storage sites. 

There is no safety imperative for moving the waste to a consolidated storage facility. The safety and security of our toxic nuclear waste 
stockpile, not financial gain for this private entity, should drive NRC waste storage activity. Rather than reviewing this premature and 
illegitimate proposal the NRC should focus its efforts on safeguarding the onsite storage of waste at nuclear facilities across the 
country. 

By requiring a permanent deep geological repository to be operating before centralized interim storage could be opened, Congress 
wanted to prevent the very real danger of a de facto permanent parking lot dump - a nuclear waste storage site that would be designed 
for the short-term but be there forever. WCS is a cynical shell game and taxpayers are sure to lose. Congress was right that liability for 
the costs of storing commercial irradiated nuclear fuel belongs with the generators and should not be shifted onto the backs of the 
American public. 

Moving nuclear power waste over roads, rails and waterways to a supposedly temporary site puts us all at risk and creates only an 
illusion of a solution. 
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Due to risks of radioactive contamination from leaks or accidents or potential terrorist actions, nuclear waste should only be moved 
once, and only when a deep underground permanent repository is in place that could safely isolate the dangerous waste for the million 
years that it will remain hazardous. 

Texans do not consent to the risky plan to store high-level radioactive waste at private sites on an open pad above ground in Texas. 
Another company near Hobbs New Mexico - less than 50 miles away -- is expected to file an application to open a storage site that 
would accept the rest of the nation's high level nuclear waste. These twin 'storage sites' likely would create a de facto high level 
national waste sacrifice zone. This proposal invites disaster because the private owners will be cutting costs at every turn to maximize 
profits. If there was radioactive contamination our land, air, water, and human health could be harmed for millennia. 

Thank you for the opportunity to bring these remarks to your attention. 

Yours sincerely, 
Robert E. Rutkowski 

cc: 
House Democratic Whip Office 

2527 Faxon Court 
Topeka, Kansas 66605-2086 
P/F: 1 785 379-9671 
E-mail: r_e rutkowski@att.net 

Re: Groups letter: 

http://www. citizen. o rg/doc um e nts/I ette r-to-n re-regard in g-texas-consol idated-waste-sto rage-ap pl icatio n-octo be r-27 -
2016.pdf 
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