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To the Nuclear Regulatory Commission:  
 
The idea of even considering yet, alone, approving such horrendous transportations of High-Level RADIOACTIVE Waste 
by the TONS and "STORING" the junk defies all commonsense and logic!  
 
Perhaps in 2nd Place are the persons who are allowed to make the decisions regarding this entire subject: politicians,  
judges, and those invested in either or both the transport or storage of RADIOACTIVE WASTE! This means: Not a LICK of 
Knowledge bc they're lay people. 
 
That means In FIRST PLACE not a One of these "decision makers" is a Scientist whose specialty is RADIATION! Not a One! 
Two Facts: 
 
1. There is NO SAFE LIMIT for RADIATION! 
2. There is NO CURE FOR RADIATION POISONING!  
Waste Control Specialists’ (WCS) application to store tons of irradiated nuclear  fuel and high-level radioactive waste 
from nuclear reactors around the country in Andrews County will cause thousands of unnecessary nuclear waste 
shipment across the US.  
 
America dodged Three Mile Island's meltdown and came even closer by the S L O W  response to decommissioning at 
least two problematic Nuclear Reactors which were well known to be seriously/dangerously impaired yet allowed to 
continue putting at risk something like Six Million People in So. CA and all the States west who would become the 
downwinders.  It was always, and still is, astonishing to me that earthquake, fault-riddled California EVER had Nuclear 
and Breeder Reactors. Brain Dead! It is not a case of "IF;" but a case of "When!"  
 
Radioactive waters from Fukushima was brought up along the Coast of CA and continued North to OR and WA and back 
down across the Bering Strait past Russia and home again to Japan due to the Humboldt Current. I haven't eaten any 
seafood since.  
 
Chernobyl is still HOT! Scientists, whose field is RADIATION and all things Nuclear, have, since the beginning of Nuclear 
weapons and  continuing through the present....Absolutely NO IDEA of the Actual Number of Years RADIOACTIVE 
Materials and its WASTE remain HOT and DEADLY. All they've ever had is a Guesstimate! 500 years? j1,000 years?  But 
they, the SCIENTISTS, have NO idea. They're guessing! 
 
You should make this entire subject very, very personal! Do YOU want Radioactive Waste transported through the areas 
in which you live? Your children? Grandchildren? Are you absolutely comfortable, not only with the transportation 
Safety, but it's 500-1,000 year Storage?  Really? Ask the women who have borne and raised the children. Check the 
photos of Radiation victims and see what flesh looks like after exposure. It melts off the skeleton.  The downside of the 
photos is that there is no SOUND so you will not be able to hear Agony of the victims. There is no way to alleviate it. 
There is no cure for Radiation poisoning.  
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What did the Japanese Gov't do after Fukushima?  The People were told to plant Sunflowers. Lots and lots of 
Sunflowers.  This comes under two headings: Busy Work and Hoping beyond Reason that such a project would/could 
possibly make a difference. 
 
The remainder of this Petition is about an EIS. I say, to HELL with that! This Cargo of Death should be derailed before it 
goes any further - like through the United States contaminating what's left of our Environment as it rolls along.  
 
Commonsense also dictates that Radioactive Waste that has a "shelf life" of anywhere from 500-1,000 years will not 
have, can NOT have a storage material that will be able to keep it encapsulated and safe from leaking into whatever area 
into which it is secreted. Not Possible. We have not discovered such a material! That knowledge is unknown!  
 
I suspect that perhaps and, as usual, it is OLD men who only see as far as six-month profits and have NO expectation of 
being around when the leakages begin and, thus, the RADIOACTIVE poisoning and pollution will fall on the younger 
generations (if there be any) to deal with, but they will be safely out of it. 
 
To approve  ANY part of this entire project is to doom the future of this Planet which is already gasping and absolutely 
sentence future generations to horrible, slow, and agonizing deaths.  
 
I don't care what is written below about "designating transportation routes." The only place for Radioactive Waste is on 
a missile to the furthest, densest DARK HOLE whose density allows for NO ESCAPE!  Talk to THOSE Scientists at NASA.  It 
is entirely likely that the time for such a missile to reach such a Dark Hole will already be too long so that this HOT 
CARGO is Eating through the missile.  
 
Frankly, back in the '40's when Nuclear anything was created as in BOMBS, our species opened Pandora's Box and let 
out a substance beyond our understanding or ability to control it.  
 
So, do I have an answer? No. I don't know the guaranteed safe way to store this nightmare, but I DO know that what can
NOT be done....is transport it through our communities and what's left of habitable land, and I DO know that we do not, 
at this time, have ANY material that can contain such material for even 100 years. It is HOT the Whole of the time.  
 
What YOU do not do is: GIVE IT TO THE PEOPLE!  That's what is usually done! Not this time! 
 
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 malicious attacks that could occur along those 
routes. If the license gets approved, deadly waste would be transported through communities, farmland, sensitive 
natural areas, and watersheds throughout the country 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.  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Waste Control Specialists’ license application must  include  national 
transportation to and FROM Andrews since it will allegedly leave some day. It should designate the routes and cover all 
potential consequences of transport, including the legally allowed routine radioactive emissions from transport and 
storage casks and the array of potential impacts of accidents or attacks that could occur along those routes.  
 
The EIS should independently review the risk of groundwater contamination at the site, especially since the entire Texas 
Commission on Environmental Quality 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 acts of malice along transport 
routes and at the site, including impacts to people, land and water. In-depth research should examine radiation 
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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 
out when the problem arises.  
 
Since there is hazardous and mixed waste at the WCS site, the EIS must review the multiple, additive, cumulative and 
synergistic effect of radioactivity and hazardous waste on workers, residents, people of all ages with varying 
susceptibilities to radiation, animals, plants, microbes, water, soil, etc. Please clarify the physical impacts of hazardous 
materials on WCS's many sites and nearby facilities (including Urenco) on people, animals, plants, etc.  
 
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. There have been serious train accidents throughout the country in recent 
years, including near the WCS site. 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?  
 
Currently there is no way to re-containerize the waste if and when needed. The EIS must analyze and explain how WCS 
will do this now and how they will guarantee it can be done in perpetuity. The EIS must cover the millions of years the 
waste will stay dangerous--consider the future as there is NO GUARANTEE in the license that the waste will ever leave. 
 
Please extend the public comment period on the scoping of the Environmental Impact Statement for WCS's application 
90 more days. Communities along transport routes and those near the waste site need to time to have their questions 
answered and the proper forum to provide their input.  
 
Please hold public scoping meetings in Dallas, San Antonio, Chicago, Charlotte,  Atlanta, and other transport corridor 
communities so that those of  would be put at risk can address the NRC on this important issue.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Diane Whitmire 
1585 Terrace Way 
Santa Rosa, CA 95404 
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