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Office of Administration 
Mail Stop: OV\TFN-12-H08 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555-0001; 
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RE: Docket No. 72-1050; NRC-2016-0231 Waste Control Specialists LLC's Consolidated 
Interim Spent Fuel Storage Facility Project 

Feb. 10, 2017 

Dear Cindy Bladey and NRC, 

Waste Control Specialists' (WCS) application to import tons of spent fuel, high-level 
- radioactive waste, from nuclear reactors around the country and store it in Andrews 

County for 40 years (or longer) should be halted in order to protect public health and 
safety, including the health and safety of my constituents. 

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) fo:r Waste Control Specialists' license 
application should include a designation of transportation routes and the array of 
potential impacts of accidents or terrorism incidents that could occur along those 
routes. If the license gets approved, deadly waste would be transported through our 
region for 24 years. Even one small accident would be one too many. Despite assurances 
that accident damage would be minimal, :real life disasters have been known to exceed 
the worst anticipated scenarios. 

A 2014 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality report ·warns of potential sabotage 
of radioactive waste shipments, saying that such an incident would most likely occur in a 
large city rather th.an a rural area. Terrorist actions invohing :radioactive waste in the 
San Antonio region would be an unimaginable nightmare. 

The EIS should look closely into the risk of groundwater contamination at the site, 
espeeially since the entire TCEQ Radioactive Materials Division recommended denying 
a license for "low-level" radioactive waste at the Waste Control Specialists site due to the 
proximity of groundwater. 

The EIS should consider potential impacts from accidents or :radioactive waste related 
terrorist actions along transport :routes and at the site, including impacts to people, land 
and water. In-depth research should examine radiation monitoring and cumulative 
impacts of multiple facilities near the WCS site, site security, engineering adequacy of 
the storage pad and seismic stresses, the adequacy of the crane that would move 
radioactive waste. 

The report should include exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking 
canister would be handled, as it appears there would be no wet pool or hot cell at the 
WCS site. It appears that no one knmvs yet how to transfer waste from dry cask to dry 
cask. WCS should have to explain how this woulil be accomplished and not just say 
they1l figure it out when the problem arises. - - · -- · -- · - · 
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Please know that we don't consent to becoming a national radioactive waste dumping 
ground. We should not have to risk contamination of our land, aquifers or air or the 
health of plants, ''iildlife and livestock. Human exposure to high-level radioactive waste 
can lead to immediate death. 

Homeowners' insurance doesn't cover radioactive contamination. A single rail car could 
haul waste containing as much plutonium as the bomb dropped on Nagasaki. We've had 
serious train accidents in our region. Two trains have collided head-on in West Texas 
last year at 65 mph. I understand that cask testing has been conducted for accidents up 
to 60 mph, but this scenario has already been exceeded. The EIS should address these 
risks. 

The EIS should address the impacts of "interim storage" becoming dangerous 
permanent de facto disposal, and the waste might never be disposed of in a scientifically 

'--'-----.,,.;·able-geologic repository using a :reliable isolation system. '1Vith political pressure gone, · '" 
the ""raste would likely never move again. 

Above-ground casks would be exposed to the weathering effects of temperature 
extremes, and potential wildfires, tornadoes and earthquakes. The EIS should address 
these issues and answer the following questions: At what point could the waste go 
critical? What interactions of these circumstances and contact with other :radioactive 
waste and hazardous materials at the V\TCS site could occur? What are the cumulative 
impacts of waste at this site and nearby sites on 1..vorkers, local people and the 
environment, and how could natural disasters impact add to impacts? 

Please host a hearing on the WCS application so that those of us who would be put at 
risk can address the NRC on this important issue. I would appreciate a \Vritten response. 

Sincerely, 

Devane Clarke 
5006 Sundown 
Lago VJ.Sta, TX 78645 

Email: devane.clarke@austin.rr.com 

Phone: 512-586-1080 



Cindy Bladey 
Office of Administration 
Mail Stop: OWFN-12-H08 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555-0001; 

RE: Docket No. 72-1050; NRC-2016-0231 Waste Control Specialists LLC's Consolidated 
Interim Spent Fuel Storage Facility Project 

Feb._, 2017 

Dear Cindy Bladey and NRC, 

Waste Control Specialists' (WCS) application to import tons of spent fuel, high-level 
radioactivew-aste;-from nuclearreactors around the.country and store it in Andrews 
County for 40 years (or longer) should be halted in order to protect public health and 
safety, including the health and safety of my constituents. 

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Waste Control Specialists' license 
application should include a designation of transportation routes and the array of 
potential impacts of accidents or terrorism incidents that could occur along those 
routes. If the license gets approved, deadly waste would be transported through our 
region for 24 years. Even one small accident would be one too many. Despite assurances 
that accident damage would be minimal, real life disasters have been known to exceed 
the worst anticipated scenarios. 

A 2014 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality report warns of potential sabotage 
of radioactive waste shipments, saying that such an incident would most likely occur in a 
large city rather than a rural area. Terrorist actions involving radioactive waste in the 
San Antonio region would be an unimaginable nightmare. · 

The EIS should look closely into the risk of groundwater contamination at the site, 
especially since the entire TCEQ Radioactive Materials Division recommend~d denying 
a license for "low-level" radioactive waste at the Waste Control Specialists site due to the 
proximity of groundwater. 

The EIS should consider potential impacts from accidents or radioactive waste related 
terrorist actions along transport routes and at the site, including impacts to people, land· 
and water. In-depth research should examine radiation monitoring and cumulative 
impacts of multiple facilities near the WCS site, site security, engineering adequacy of 
the storage pad and seismic stresses, the adequacy Of the crane that would move 
radioactive waste. · · 

The report should include exactly how radioactive waste frorri a cracked and leaking · 
canister. would be handled, as it appears there would be no wet pool or hot cell at the 
WCS site. It appears that no one'knows yet h6wto transfer waste from dry cask to dry 
cask. WCS should have to explain how this would be accomplished and not just say. 
they'll figure it out when the pr(>blerri arises. · · · · 



Please know that we don't consent to becoming a national radioactive wa~te dumping 
ground. We should not have to risk contamination of our land, aquifers or air or the 
health of plants, wildlife and livestock. Human exposure to high-level radioactive waste 
can lead to immediate death. 

Homeowners' insurance doesn't cover radioactive contamination. A single rail car could 
haul waste containing as much plutonium as the bomb (:lropped OD. ·Nagasaki. We'v~ had 
serious train accidents in our region. Two trains have collided head-on in West Texas 
last year at 65 mph. I understand that cask testing has been conducted for accidents up 
to 60 mph, but this scenario has already been exceeded. The EIS should address these 
risks. 

The EIS should address the impacts of "interim storage" becoming dangerous 
permanent de facto dispo.sal, and the waste might never be disposed of in a scientifically 
viable geologic repository using·a reliable isofatioiisystem. With political pressure gone, 
the waste would likely never move again. 

Above-ground casks would be exposed to the weathering effects of temperature 
extremes, and potential wildfires, tornadoes and earthquakes. The EIS should address 
these issues and answer the following questions: At what point could the waste go 
critical? What interactions of these circumstances and contact with other radioactive 
waste and hazardous materials at the WCS site could .occur? What are the cumulative 
impacts of waste at this site and nearby sites on workers,· local people and the 
environment, and how could natural disasters impact add toimpacts? 

Please host a hearing on the WCS application so that those of us who would be put at 
risk can address the. NRC on this important issue. I would appreciate a written response. 

Sincerely, 

Email:_··-_\\«_· ._IV\.~· V'v\,~.~~--@---'_.fr~·-~~-· _· 10_~------------
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Cindy Bladey . 
Office of Administration ' · 
Mail Stop: OWFN-12-HOS 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555-0001; 

RE:· Docket No. 72-1050; NRC~2cn6'."0231 Waste ControlSpecialists LLC's Consolidated 
Interim Spent Fuel Storage Facility Project · · ' · 

Feb._· .. -' ~017 

Dear Cindy Bladey and NRC, 

Waste Control Specialists' (WCS) application to import tons of spent fuel, high-level 
Jadioactive waste, from nuclear reactors around the country-andBtoreit in.Andrews ; 
·county for 40 years (or longer) should be halted in order to protect public health and 
safety, including the health and safety of my constituents. 

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Waste Control Specialists' license 
application should include a designation of transportation routes and the array of 
potential impacts of.accidents or terrorism incidents that could occur along those 
routes. If the license gets approved, deadly waste would be transported through our 
region for 24 years. Even one smallaccident would be one too many. Despite· assurances 
that accident damage would be minimal, real life disasters have been known to exceed 
the worst anticipated scenarios. 

A 2014 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality report warns of potential sabotage 
of radioactive waste shipments, saying that such an incident would most likely occur in a 
large city rather than a rural area. Terro_rist a~tions involying :i;adioactive waste in the 
San Antonio region would be an unimaginable nightmare. 

The EIS should look closely into the risk of groundwater contamination at the site, .. 
especially since the entire TCEQ Radioactive Materials Division recommended denying 
a license for "low-level" radioactive waste at the Waste Control Spedalists site due tothe 
proximity of groundwater. 

The EIS should consider potential impacts from C!-Ccidents or radioactive was.te related 
terrorist actions along transport routes and at the site, including impacts to people, land 
and water. In-depth research should examine radiation monitoring and cumulative 
impacts of multiple facilities near the WCS site, site security, engineering adequacy of . 
the storage pad and seismic stresses, the adequacy of the crane that would move 
radioactive waste. 

:· ' ·: . . 

The report should include exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking 
canister would be handled, as it appears there would be no wet pool or hot cell at the 
WCS site. It appears that no one knows yet how to transfer waste from dry cask to dry 
cask. WCS should have to explain how this would be accomplished and not just say 
they'll figure it o.ut whe~ the problem arises. · 



Please know that we don't consent to bec~ming a {iation~l radioactive,waste dumping 
ground. We should not have to risk contamination of our larid, aquifers or air orthe 
health of plants, wildlife and livestock. Human exposure to high-level radioactive waste 
can lead to immediate death. 

Homeowners' insurance doesn't c~ver rad!oactive contaminatio11: ·Ksingle rail car could 
haul waste containing as much plutonium as the bomb dropped on Nagasaki. We've had 
serious train accidents in our region. Two.trains have collided head-on in West Texas 
last year at 65 mph. I understand that cask testing has been conducted for accidents up 
to 60 mph, but this scenario has already been exceeded. The EIS should address these 
risks. 

The EIS should address the impacts of "interim storage" becoming dangerous 
permanent de facto disposal, and the waste might never be disposed of in a scientifically 
viable geologic repository using a reliable isolation system. With political pressure gone, 
the waste would likely never move again. 

Above.:.ground casks would be exposed to the weathering effects of temperature 
extremes, and potential wildfires, tornadoes and earthquakes. The EIS should address 
these issues and answer the following questions: At what point could the waste go 
critical? What interactions of these circumstances and contact with other radioactive 
waste and hazardous materials at the WCS site could occur? What are the cumulative 
impacts of waste at this site and nearby sites on workers, local people and the 
environment, and how could natural disasters impact add to impacts? 

Please host a hearing on the WCS application so that those of us who would be put at 
risk can address t NRC on this important issue. I would appreciate a written response. 

Phone: _..._l_-_l/"--'3=...>=...2---'""-3__...,~ ........ Y'---_..t}O:.....O/'-"Z"--"Z.""""--------------
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Cindy Bladey 
Office of Ad, 11inistration 
Mail Stop: OWFN-12-H08 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissfon, 
\t\Tashington, DC 20555-0001; 

RE: Docket No. 72-1050;-NRC-2016-0231- Waste Control Specialists LLC's Consolidated 
Interim Spent Fuel Storage Facility Project 

_____ ._, 2017 

Dear Cindy Bladey and NRC, 

Waste Control Specialists' (WCS) application to import tons of spent fuel, high-level 
radioactive waste, from nuclear reactors arot;md the country and store it in Andrews County for 
40 years (or longer) should be halted in order to protect public health and safety, including the 
health and safety of my constituents. 

·The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Waste Control Specialists' license application 
should include a designation of transportation routes and the array of potential impacts of 
accidents or tenorism incidents that could occur along those routes. If the licen§e gets 
approved, deadly waste would be h·ansported through our region for 24 years. Even one small 
accident \•Vould be one too many. Despite assurances that accident damage would be minimal, 
real life disasters have been knmvn to exceed the ·worst anticipated scenarios. 

A 2014 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality report warns of potential sabotage of 
radioactive waste shipments, saying that such ail' incident '"'ould most likely occur in a large 
city rather than a rural area. Terrorist actions involving radioactive 'vaste in the San Antonio 
region would be an unimaginable nightmare. 

The EIS should look closely into the risk of groundv,rater contamination at the site, especially 
since the entire TCEQ Radioactive Materials Division recommended denying a license for "low
level" radioactive waste at the ·waste Control Specialists site due to the proximity of 
groundwater. 

The EIS should consider potential impacts from accidents or radioactive waste refated terrorist 
actions along transport routes and at the site, including impacts to people, land and water. In
depth research should examine radiation monitoring and cumulative impacts of multiple 
facilities near the WCS site, site security, engineering adequacy of the storage pad and seismic 
stresses, the adequacy of the crane that would move radioactive waste. 

The report should include exactly hm"' radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking canister 
would be handled, as it appears there '"rould be no wet pool or hot cell at tl1e WCS site. It 
appears that no one knows yet how to transfer waste from dry cask to dry cask. WCS should 
have to explain how this would be accomplished and not just say they'll figure it out when the 
problem arises. 

Please know that we don't consent to becoming a national radioactive waste dumping ground. 
We should not have to risk contamination of our land, aquifers or air or the health of plants, 
·wildlife and livestock. Human exposure to high-level radioactive 'vaste can lead to immediate 
death. 



.·· 

Homemvners' insurance doesn't cover radioactive contamination. A single rail car could haul 
waste containing as much plutonium as the bomb dropped on Nagasaki. \!\f e've had serious 
train accidents in our region. Two trains have col1ided head-on in West Texas last year at 65 
mph. I understand that cask testing has been conducted for accidents up to 60 mph, but this 
scenario has already been exceeded. The EIS should address these risks. 

The EIS should address the impacts of "interim storage" becoming dangerous permanent de 
facto disposal, and the waste might never be disposed of in a scientifically viable geologic 
repository using a reliable isolation system. With political pressure gone, the 1vaste would likely 
never move again. \ 

Above-ground casks would be exposed to the weathering effects of temperature extremes, and 
potential -vvildfires, tornadoes and earthquakes. TheEIS should address these issues and · 
·answer the follov\ing questions: At what point could the waste go critical? What interactions of 
these circumstances and·contact \A.ith other radioactive waste and hazardous materials at the 
WCS site could occur? What are the crnnulative inl.pacts of waste at this site and nearby sites 
on vforkers, local people and the environment; and how could natural disasters impact add to 
impacts? · · 

Please host a hearing on the WCS application so that those of us \vho would be put at risk can 
address the NRC on this important issue. I 'voµld appreciate a '•.rritten response. 

SIDce~ 0 
Signature 

Address/City/State/Zipcode 

Email:~-------------------------------

-----·--· "Phone: 
~-------------------------------

Additional comments: 
- -- _J 
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Feb. 2, 2017 

Dear Cindy Bladey and NRC, 
. - . ' . . 

Waste Control Specialists' (WCS)-application to import t011s of sperit fuel,· high-level . 
radioactive waste, from nuclear reactors around the conn.tty and store it in Andrews. 
County for 40 years (or longer) should be halted in order to protect public health and 
safety, including the health and safety of my constituents. 

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Waste Control Slleciali$~$1 li~~~ 
applie&tion. should mclucl.e 'a designation Qf, tra:nSpo~tioti routes. a:i;uttlreiW~ynl 
p~~~~Pi!~!m~!l<!~:of ac~~d~~~s. Qt; ,t~rro,~~JJ1~i~e~~. ih~~;cQ~UQ.~~: :-;" i.• i.~ 1.,

1
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P!te&"-i.e Ymow {that we ®lll't oon;gent il:o ~ooming a tM~~on21 ii'tt&~a~vD w~4ited:@'lp~ 
go'ilfill 1Ne ~hould uat hQV~ te:. m~-t oon~~t!!tfon of (llm l~t4aq¥Ili'.';!lra ore air i;ttb.~ 
hell$ of phmts, wildlife and livestock. Human ezqJC~ure t~ high .. levcl t'-adfoactive w• 
~ft.had to immediated$\th. 

Homeowners' insurance doesn't :cover radioactive con,t.mnina.tio.nt A.-ns;lel'ail car~ 
haul waste containing as much plutonium as the· bom.h:dt9pptrdi on Nagas.1kt. 'Ne°v'e b.ld. 
serious train accidents in our region. Two trains have collicledlt.e~d..,onfu WestT~tl 
last year at 65 mph. I understand that cask testing has been conducted for act!lcle~ts ltp 
to 60 mph, but this scenario has already been exceeded. The EIS should aqdr¢$$·tbese 
risks. 

The EIS should address the impacts of "interim storagei' becoming dangerous 
· permanent de facto disposal, and the waste might never be disposed of in a scientifically 
viable geologic repositocy using a reliable isolation system. With political pressure gone~ 
the waste would likely never move again. 

Above-ground casks would be exposed to the weathering effects of terop.etature 
extremes, and potential wildfires, tornadoes and earthquakes. the EIS shcmld ld~ 
these issues and answer the following .questions; At whatpoint.~:wld the wat3te go 
¢ritical? WhaUntetactfons of th~e circumstances.and oo:m:mctwit.bo&erradi~hre 
wa$te and haza.tdtnts;naterlals: a.tthe WC$,sit~;eoul:a cceut~ What arethe ~ti~ 
~ts qf waste at this.site and nearby sites on w0rkefs, l~people a:ud Ute 
mifonment1 and hiJIW oomd lilatm'nl dieastew impz.ct ~dd ~ itJll,pactsJ 

•se hoot a he.!.u:mg en the \41CS appliooilon ro 'fuai: tlics~ of ua '¢-vh~ wo~dd b~ put at 
tfLizu:n addm$ the NRC (:)~ tltls limp(Jlrt:m.i. imtm;~~ Ji vii~mdap)tla-eci~~•·vin'itten rsspo•-
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Cindy Bladey . 
Office of Administration 
Mail Stop: OWFN-12-HOS 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555-0001; 

RE: Docket No. 72-1050; NRC-2016-0231 Waste Control Specialists LLC's Consolidated 
Interim Spent Fuel Storage Facility Project 

Feb.2,2017 

Dear Cindy Bladey and NRC, 

Waste Control Specialists' (WCS) application to import tons of spent fuel, high-level 
. radioactive waste, from nuclear reactors around the country and store it in Andrews 

County for 40 years (or longer) should be halted in order to protect public health and 
safety, including the health and safety of my constituents. 

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Waste Control Specialists' license 
application should include a designation of transportation routes and the array of 
potential impacts of accidents or terrorism incidents that could occur along those 
routes .. If the license gets approved, deadly waste would be transported through our 
n~gion for ~4 years. ~ven one small aceident would be one too many. Despite assurances 
that accident damage would be minimal, real life disasters havebeenknown·to exceed 
the worst antl~ipated scenanos.. . . . . . 

A 2014 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality report warns of potential sabotage 
of radioactive waste shipments, saying that such an incident would most likely occur in a 
large city rather than a rural area. Terrorist actions involving radioactive waste in the 
San Antonio region would be an unimaginable nightmare. 

The EIS should look closely into the risk of groundwater contamination at the site, 
especially since the entire TCEQ Radioactive Materials Division recommended denying 
a license for "low-level" radioactive waste at the Waste Control Specialists site due to the 
proximity of groundwater. 

The EIS should consider potential impacts from accidents or radioactive waste related 
terrorist actions along transport routes and at the site, including impacts to people, land 
and water. In-depth research should examine radiation monitoring and cumulative 
impacts of multiple facilities near the WCS site, site security, engineering adequacy of 
the storage pad and seismic stresses, the adequacy of the crane that would move 
radioactive waste. 

the report should indude exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking 
canister would be handled, as it appears there would be no wet pool or hot cell at the 
wcs ~ite .. n appears that no orie knows yet how to transfer waste from dry cask to dry 
cask WCS ·should have to explain how this wolild be accomplished arid riot just say · 
they'll figure it out when the problem arises. · 



Please know that we don't consent to becoming a national radioactive waste dumping 
ground. We should not have to risk contamination of our land, aquifers or air or the 
health of plants, wildlife and livestock. Human exposure to high-level radioactive waste 
can lead to immediate death. 

Homeowners' insurance doesn't cover radioactive contamination. A single rail car could 
haul waste containing as much plutonium as the bomb dropped on Nagasaki. We've had 
serious train accidents in our region. Two trains have collided head-on in West Texas 
last year at 65 mph. I understand that cask testing has been conducted for accidents up 
to 60 mph, but this scenario has already been exceeded. The EIS should address these 
risks. 

The EIS should address the impacts of "interim storage" becoming dangerous 
permanent de facto disposal, and the waste might never be disposed of in a scientifically 
viable geologic repository using a reliable isolation system. With political pressure gone, 
the waste would likely never move again. 

Above-ground casks would be exposed to the weathering effects of temperature 
extremes, and potential wildfires, tornadoes and earthquakes. The EIS should address 
these issues and answer the following questions: At what point could the waste go 
critical? What interactions of these circumstances and contact with other radioactive 
waste and hazardous materials at the WCS site could occur? What are the cumulative 
impacts of waste at this site and nearby sites on workers, local people and the 
environment, and how could natural disasters impact add to impacts? 

Please host a hearing on the WCS application so that those of us who would be put at 
risk can address the RC on this imp ant issue. I would appreciate a written response. 

' 

Email: __ r~~ .. ~h J=+-+f-=--'-iM+-=r Cd~CJ%=~r&Vf-=-+-... _~ ~~--

Phone: ----"-SJ---'-( _"2-_,_d,........._cf.__o_._r lf_;__·_o f:V"""'---------

Additional comments: 

--- - ----- ---- - ---- -- - -
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Cindy Bladey 
Office of Administration 
Mail Stop: OWFN-12-H08 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555-0001; 

RE: Docket No. 72-1050; NRC-2016-0231 Waste Control Specialists LLC's Consolidated 
Interim Spent Fuel Storage Facility Project 

Feb.2,2017 

Dear Cindy Bladey and NRC, 

Waste Control Specialists' (WCS) application to import tons of spent fuel, high-level 
radioactive waste, from nuclear reactors around the country and store it in Andrews 
County for 40 years (or longer) should be halted in order to protect public health and 
safety, including the health and safety of my constituents. 

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Waste Control Specialists' license 
application should include a designation of transportation routes and the array of 
potential impacts of accidents or terrorism incidents that could occur along those 
routes. If the license gets approved, deadly waste would be transported through our 
region for 24 years. Even one sma.ll accident would be one too many. Despite assurances 
that accident damage would be miriimal, real life 9-isasters have been known to exceed 
the wors~ anticipated scenarios: 

- . . ' . . ' 

A 2oi4 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality report warns of potential sabotage 
of radioactive waste shipments, saying that such an incident would most likely occur in a 
large city rather than a rural area. Terrorist actions involving radioactive waste in the 
San Antonio region would be an unimaginable nightmare. 

The EIS should look closely into the risk of groundwater contamination at the site, 
especially since the entire TCEQ Radioactive Materials Division recommended denying 
a license for "low-level" radioactive waste at the Waste Control Specialists site due to the 
proximity of groundwater. 

The EIS should consider potential impacts from accidents or radioactive waste related 
terrorist actions along transport routes and at the site, including impacts to people, land 
and water. In-depth research should examine radiation monitoring and cumulative 
impacts of multiple facilities near the WCS site, site security, engineering adequacy of 
the storage pad and seismic stresses, the adequacy of the crane that would move 
radioactive waste. 

The· report should inchide exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking 
canister would be handled, as it appears there would be no wet pool or hot cell at the 
WCS site. It appears that no one knows yet how to transfer waste from dry cask to dry· 
cask. WCS should have to explain how this wollid be accompli.shed and not just say 
theY'll figure it out when the problem arises. 



~ ...... 

Please know that we don't consent to becoming a national radioactive waste dumping 
ground. We should not have to risk contamination of our land, aquifers or air or the 
health of plants, wildlife and livestock. Human exposure to high-level radioactive waste 
can lead to immediate death. 

Homeowners' insurance doesn't cover radioactive contamination. A single rail car could 
haul waste containing as much plutonium as the bomb dropped on Nagasaki. We've had 
serious train accidents in our region. Two trains have collided head-on in West Texas 
last year at 65 mph. I understand that cask testing has been conducted for accidents up 
to 60 mph, but this scenario has already been exceeded. The EIS should address these 
risks. 

The EIS should address the impacts of "interim storage" becoming dangerous 
permanent de facto disposal, and the waste might never be disposed of in a scientifically 
viable geologic repository using a reliable isolation system. With political pressure gone, 
the waste would likely never move again. 

Above-ground casks would be exposed to the weathering effects of temperature 
extremes, and potential wildfires, tornado,es and earthquakes. The EIS should address 
these issues and answer the following questions: At what point could the waste go 
critical? What interactions of these circumstances and contact with other radioactive 
waste and hazardous materials at the WCS site could occur? What are the cumulative 
impacts of waste at this site and nearby sites on workers, local people and the 
environment, and how could natural disasters impact add to impacts? 

Please host a hearing on the WCS application so that those of us who would be put at 
risk can address the NRC on this important issue. I would appreciate a written response. 

Sincerely, ~ ) ~ 
8e.k..; !-I ::l Ip//) 

Email: _b_e.-_lc._; _. _h_a_l.,_f_i_/l_e_Cj"'--m_a._; _I ·-~-------------

Phone: _~_-_l_Z.._-_~_r._"J_-_i_s-_t:f_'1 ______________ _ 

Additional comments: 



La Coqullle .P. 14115 Oakland Muls .P. San Antonio, Texas 78231-1635 .P. Telephone: 210/ 4g2-4620 
March 7, 2017 

· Cindy.Bladey 
Office of Administration 
Mail Stop: OWFN-12-HOS 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555-0001; 

RE: Docket No. 72-1050; NRC-2016-0231 Waste Control Specialists.LLC's Consolidated Interim 
Spent Fuel Storage Facility Project 

Dear Cindy Bladey and the NRC, 

Waste Control Specialists' (WCS) application to import tons of spent fuel, high-level radioactive 
waste, from nuclear reactors around the country and store it in Andrews County for 40 years (or 
longer) should be halted in order to protect public health and safety, including the health and safety of 
~constituents. 

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Waste Control Specialists' license application should 
include a designation of transportation routes and the array of potential impacts of accidents or 
terrorism incidents that could occur along those routes. If the license gets approved, deadly waste . 
would be transported through our region for 24 years. Even one small accident would be one too 
many. Despite assurances that accident damage would be minimal, real life disasters have been 
known to exceed the worst anticipated scenarios. 

A 2014 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality report warns of potential sabotage of radioactive 
waste shipments, saying that such an incident would most likely occur in a large city rather than a 
rural area. Terrorist actions involving radioactive waste in the San Antonio region would be an 
unimaginable nightmare. 

The EIS should look closely into the risk of groundwater contamination at the site, especially since the 
entire TCEQ Radioactive Materials Division recommended denying a license for "low-level" 
radioactive \\'a.Ste at the Waste Control Specialists site due to the proximity of groundwater. 

The EIS should consider potential impacts from accidents or radioactive waste related terrorist 
actions along transport routes and at the site, including impacts to people, land and water. In-depth 
research should examine radiation monitoring and cumulative impacts of multiple faci~.ties near the 
WCS site, site security, engineering adequacy of the storage pad and seismic stresses;file adequacy of 
the crane that would move radioactive waste. ·" 

The report should include exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking canister would be 
handled, as it appears there would be no wet pool or hot cell at the WCS site. It appears that no one 
knows yet how to transfer waste from dry cask to dry cask. WCS should have to explain how this 
would be accomplished and not just say they'll figure it out when the problem arises. 

Please know that we don't consent to becoming a national radioactive waste dumping ground. We 
should not have to risk contamination of our land, aquifers or air or the health of plants, wildlife and 
livestock. Human exposure to high-level radioactive waste can lead to immediate death. 



Homeowners' insurance doesn't cover radioactive contamination. A single rail car could haul waste 
containing as much plutonium as the bomb dropped on Nagasaki. We've had serious train accidents 
in our region. Two trains-~ collided head-on in West Texas last year at 65 mph. I understand that 
cask testing has been conducted for accidents up to 60 mph, but this scenario has already been 
exceeded. The EIS should address these risks. 

The EIS should address the impacts of "interim storage" becoming dangerous permanent de facto 
disposal, and the waste might never be disposed of in a scientifically viable geologic repository using a 
reliable isolation system. With political pressure gone, the waste would likely never move again. 

Above-ground casks would be exposed to the weathering effects of temperature extremes, and 
potential wildfires, tornadoes and earthquakes. The EIS should address these issues and answer the 
following questions: At what point could the waste go critical? What interactions of these 
circumstances and contact with other radioactive waste and hazardous materials at the WCS site 
could occur? What are the cumulative impacts of waste at this site and nearby sites on workers, local 
people and the environment, and how could natural disasters impact add to impacts? 

Please host a hearing on the WCS application so that those of us who would be put at risk can address 
the NRC on this important issue. I would appreciate a written response. 

Sincerely, 

~da~~ 
<.._/~Van Coppenolle 

Concerned Citizen 

Email: 


