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August 25, 2017 
 
To: Dr. Andrew L. Bates 
Advisory Committee Management Officer 
Office of the Secretary  
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D.C.  20555-0001 

Sent via: LSNARP@NRC.gov 

Re: Memoranda:  “STAFF REQUIREMENTS – COMSECY-17-0019 – YUCCA MOUNTAIN PROJECT 
ACTIVITIES” and NRC LSN info. memo dated August 11, 2017 

SUBJECT: YUCCA MOUNTAIN LICENSING SUPPORT NETWORK (LSN) 

Dear Dr. Bates,  

I am very interested in being on the LSNARP mailing list. Please do add me. My personal contact information 
is listed right below my signature at the end of this letter. 

I have been following the proposed licensing proceeding for a highly radioactive waste geologic repository at 
Yucca Mountain, Nevada for a very long time: first on behalf of Don’t Waste Michigan, serving as a board 
member representing my hometown Kalamazoo chapter beginning in 1993; then as nuclear waste specialist at 
Nuclear Information and Resource Service (NIRS) in Washington, D.C. from 1999 to 2007; and most recently 
as radioactive waste watchdog at Beyond Nuclear in Takoma Park, Maryland, from 2007 to the present.  I 
would like to be able to get information about the project and be notified of meetings and activities. I will then 
happily inform others in our networks. 

After the George W. Bush administration’s recommendation of Yucca as suitable in late 2001 and early 2002, 
and Congress’s override of Nevada’s veto in spring and summer of 2002, and the commencement of early 
Yucca Mountain licensing proceeding related activities, I personally took part in numerous Licensing Support 
Network (LSN) related meetings and activities, throughout the course of the entirety of much of the previous 
decade (2000 to 2010, until the Yucca Mountain Project’s cancellation by the Obama administration, and the 
wind down of any licensing proceeding activities, beginning in 2009 to 2010). I did so on behalf of first NIRS, 
and later Beyond Nuclear, on behalf of our many thousands of members and supporters throughout the United 
States, and often on behalf of coalitions of environmental groups who requested that I observe and take part in 
LSN related activities, and then report back to them what took place. Those networks and coalitions or 
organizations would be the same ones I would strive to keep informed about LSN and other Yucca Mountain 
licensing proceeding developments, from now on. 
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I would like to begin by fully endorsing the comments made by Judy Treichel, Executive Director, Nevada 
Nuclear Waste Task Force, Inc., sent to you on August 12, 2017. I especially support Ms. Treichel’s emphasis 
on the importance of face-to-face, in-person (as opposed to virtual) meetings for the Licensing Support Network 
Advisory Review Panel (LSNARP). 

I would also like to fully endorse the response to your memo made by Robert J. Halstead, Executive Director, 
State of Nevada Agency for Nuclear Projects, dated August 25, 2017. 

I wholeheartedly agree with his conclusion that “Any serious effort to give notice of your planned activities to 
all interested members of the public would include, as a minimum, Federal Register notice by NRC of those 
activities.” 
 
I must ask why your August 11th memorandum provided a mere two weeks to respond? What is the rush? 
Yucca Mountain was singled out as the only site for further consideration for a geologic repository in 1987, 
three decades ago. After the George W. Bush administration’s declaration of the site as suitable, and Congress’s 
override of Nevada’s veto in 2002, the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) was supposed to file its license 
application within 90 days. It instead took until 2008, six years later. In my humble opinion, this latter glacial 
performance alone – violating the Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as Amended, deadline as it did – was worthy of 
cancellation of the project. Then of course, the Yucca Mountain Project has been cancelled since the 2009 to 
2010 timeframe until now, wisely cancelled by the Obama administration, the better part of a decade. 
 
I give these examples by way of contrast to NRC’s arbitrarily and capriciously short two-week deadline to 
comment on your August 11, 2017 memo. This process must be restarted, with a Federal Register notice, as 
suggested by the State of Nevada Agency for Nuclear Projects. I can assure you, there are countless thousands 
of Americans interested in Yucca Mountain’s licensing proceeding, and hence the LSN. These include not only 
Nevadans, but also residents along transportation routes – highways, railways, and waterways – in most states, 
more than 100 cities, and the vast majority of U.S. congressional districts, past whose homes and through whose 
communities, Yucca Mountain-bound, high-risk, irradiated nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste trucks, 
trains, and/or barges would travel, numbering over 12,000 casks (a figure that could increase by 50% or more, if 
H.R. 3053 becomes law – for it would allow not 70,000 metric tons of highly radioactive waste to be buried at 
Yucca Mountain, but rather 110,000 metric tons, and hence increase shipment numbers proportionately). 
 
NRC’s outreach activities in this regard have been woefully inadequate, and must be rectified with an 
associated Federal Register notification, allowing for an adequate comment deadline. I would suggest at least a 
45-day period for public comments to be submitted, post Federal Register notice publication. 
 
As mentioned above in support of the Nevada Nuclear Waste Task Force’s strong recommendation for in-
person meetings to address the LSN, I second the State of Nevada Agency for Nuclear Project’s 
recommendation that NRC fund travel and lodging costs to make possible attendance by key concerned 
members of the public from across the U.S., most especially those who reside along Yucca Mountain-bound 
transportation routes, who have long demonstrated their keen interest, by watchdogging these issues in some 
cases for decades, in order to protect their communities. In any event, there should be numerous such in-person 
meetings, well attended by concerned members of the public, environmental group representatives, etc., in order 
to make them meaningful. That requires adequate notification of the public by NRC, as well as funding support 
– none of which has happened thus far, and appears to be at risk in the future, under currently proposed NRC 
plans. 
 
An alternative approach to flying members of the public, etc. in to a smaller number of centralized meetings, 
would be for NRC to hold public meetings in a larger number of places across the U.S., especially in Yucca 
Mountain-bound transport corridor communities, as mentioned above. The U.S. Department of Energy’s Draft 
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Environmental Impact Statement for Yucca Mountain public comment meetings in the late 1990s and early 
2000s serves as a model. Some two-dozen such public comment meetings were held across the country, over 
the course of many long months, even years (especially when supplements to the “Final” EIS are considered). 
Those DEIS public meetings generated some 15,000 public comments, all told, the vast majority expressing 
deep concern and opposition to the Yucca Mountain dump scheme, including due to transport risks. 
 
In-person LSN meetings must still be accessible, as by Webcast, and enable active participation as via Webinar 
and telephone, for concerned members of the public, environmental group representatives, etc. unable to attend 
in person. Video recordings of the entirety of the meetings, as well as complete transcripts, must be made 
publicly available promptly, as soon as possible after the meetings, and be maintained as accessible into the 
future for future reference. 
 
The State of Nevada is correct in asserting that any changes to the LSN rules and regulations, as currently set in 
10CFR2, can only be made via a formal public notification and public comment opportunity rulemaking 
procedure. 
 
The State of Nevada is also spot on in its criticism of NRC’s attempt to short change the LSN, due to current 
agency budgetary constraints.  
 
I would point to the NRC’s expenditure of well over $300 million on “White Flint 3,” a new NRC HQ building 
in Rockville, MD, which was to have been devoted to the “Nuclear Renaissance” (Relapse) – new reactor 
licensing. Given the cancellation of the Nuclear Relapse, the building has had to be leased out to other 
functions, as there are no new reactors to license. NRC cancelled a cancer incidence study regarding nuclear 
facilities being carried out by the National Academy of Science, midstream (Phase I was completed; Phase II 
was about to begin) because the study would have cost $8 million. NRC’s priorities are obviously very messed 
up. For an agency that is supposed to protect public health, safety, and the environment against nuclear 
activities, it sure seems like NRC prioritizes simply rubber-stamping licenses as quickly as possible, while 
shortchanging adequate public health, safety, and environmental protection, including adequate public access to 
participation in licensing proceedings. NRC must adequately fund the LSN, to make it fully accessible to the 
concerned public, environmental groups, etc., and to make NRC, DOE, Nuclear Energy Institute, and other 
proponents of the Yucca Mountain dump fully accountable for their actions, and inactions. 
 
Finally, NRC’s ADAMS system is infamously difficult for the public to use, on a regular and ongoing basis. 
When this has come up at NRC public meetings numerous times over the years, an understanding groan goes up 
from NRC staff. But given that the difficulties have never been corrected, I can only see this as a cynical 
acceptance by NRC, of a serious impediment to public participation, and agency transparency and 
accountability. This is not acceptable vis a vis the NRC ADAMS LSN system, given the high stakes for public 
health, safety, and the environment involved in the Yucca Mountain licensing proceeding, the largest, most 
complex single licensing proceeding in NRC’s history. 
 
In conclusion, we strongly endorse the State of Nevada’s strong opposition to any resumption of the Yucca 
Mountain Project “as a waste of time and money on an appropriately abandoned project.” But if the Yucca 
Mountain Project licensing proceeding is to be resumed, it must be done so in the right way. NRC’s instant, 
token August 11 to August 25, 2017 public comment, outreach, and involvement effort has been woefully 
inadequate, and must be rectified by a Federal Register notice, providing a minimum of 45 days to submit 
public comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kevin Kamps 
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Radioactive Waste Watchdog 
Beyond Nuclear 
6930 Carroll Avenue, Suite 400 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
kevin@beyondnuclear.org 
(240) 462-3216 
Fax: (301) 270-4000 
 
 
Beyond Nuclear aims to educate and activate the public about the connections between nuclear power and 
nuclear weapons and the need to abolish both to safeguard our future. Beyond Nuclear advocates for an energy 
future that is sustainable, benign and democratic. 
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