
MayMa 
Office of Administration 
Mail Stop: TWFN-7- A60M 

SUNS! Review Complete 
Template= ADM-013 
E-RIDS=ADM-03 
ADD= Antoinette Walker-Smith, 
Jill Caverly (JSCl) 

COMMENT (190) 
PUBLICATION DATE: 
3/30/2018 . ,.,.: 
CITATION# 83 FR 13802 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, DC 20555--0001 

RE: Docket ID NRC-2018-0052; Holtec IntematioriaPs HI-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility 

Nuclear Regulatory Commission:· 

I am extremely concerned about the Consolidated Interim Storage (CIS) facility proposed by 
Holtec International to store up to 100,000 metric tons of high-level radioactive waste in southeast 
New Mexico. I respectfully submit the following comments regarding the proposal itself and the 
scope of the Environme~tal Review and analysis f9r the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

,, . 

I am submitting these comments because I do not consent to New Mexico becoming a national 
dumping ground for "spent fuel" from every nuclear reactor in the country. I do not consent to 
transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radioactive waste through communities nationwide. I 
do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or the health of our people, 
plants, wildlife, arid livestock. I do not consent to endangering present and future generations. 
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I formally request additional.P~blic Scoping Meetjiigs .for other communities throughout the 
United States (U.S.) tliat,WiH:b.e i,rn,pact~d. liy,.tl_ie.tra..nsport of.these waste canisters. · . · 
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T,h!s JJoltec Prop~saIJs.C~ntra.ry To:.~urreiit La_w . l .- • • 

• Gurrent law only allows the U.S. DepartinentofEnergy to take title to commercial spent 
fuel "following--'cdmfnericmnentof op~rati.on-.of a.repository" or at a DOE-owned and 
operated monifored·retrievable:Stotage·facility; The-HoltecJ;ite:meets neithe:r requirement, 
asitisaprivatefacility. ,.:.· ,·. ''.J·.:·:: · •.• i~ :. i- .' ·.··, .. , _· .. ; : . • .•, , .' . . . ·. 
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Holt~c l\'JU!,t Reip_oye: f ~prr!~Ai~i.1~~:.A.r~,~~·rt~~1:1.s ~-~ I~~ ~-nfi~~~:~~Iit~l_ .~tp_o~ ~~!) _ 
• NRC m~t ri::qu!r~--ij9-ltep tO,PJ::?4llC~ an 1?~ .~at ~as~ such_ copyp.ghttestncfaons·8:Ila has 

np redactiqns,.Itjs !lJl.PO~&i~le tQ make reconimendations ort the'scope .... of:analyse·s 6fthesb 
redacted areas'of the,ER for 'the~EIS . 
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The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must BeAnalyied ·. 

• The ER is incompl~te b1;:cause ~t:d~~s not ~ai);~~ the impacts of the spent fuel being left at 
the Holtec site ,indefinitely., Th~ ~I~ needs to include fill analy~is of the impacts of 

. permanent 'storage should. the. CIS :fJciiity bJ~oine · a de facto permanent waste site. 

More ~lternatiy,e~:M;'1s~·B/A~4)xi;f:':_·~:: ... ,,,; ,, , . . . . . . . 
~ · The high-leve(~a.<;lfo~ctiye w~te 'is· ~00 dangerous to move and ;cful 'r~hiain bh site for many 

. ·~ore yeru;s. H;sh?:~l~i ~o.t_ he\in,9ri4 :UI]w~~u, ~l~en?,a7i~~~- are ar\a]yzef iri~l~dtn~ ~eeping· 
the waste where 1t 1s m some form of Hardened On S1te Storage (HOSS) on the reactor 
:sites or at suitable~lo~ations as close to the reactors as possible to minimize transport tjsks. 

• The altemati~_e·of'-c6hsolidated;·storage;at l:!l!existigj lic.ensedlndepende1.1t ~pent.fuel· .... 
Storage Facility:· (I-SFSI} inusralso ·be an~l"¥zed. . . . . · .. < ·. \ . : · ,: . .' .. .:: .: .. ,. . . . 

~ ·, .- 1: . s·~ :.i:. ·.: · · - .. · _,, .; :·:·::~. .- . -- ; . . . ; . . All ~ra11;sportation ~o~t~ .. ¥d_ Ris~ ~usJ »~_ A':1,alyzed ., 
• The EIS must incfode 'all possible transportation routes.and study the potential impacts 

from accidents, .t~rrqri~m inciq.eI\t~, ~d hpw ,ne~ rail lines <?r r?ad~ fo~ waste shipments 
will impact p-qblic health,. envfronment; w~t~r sources·, flora~ fatina ( es '·eciall an 
~ndangered spec~s , an. occupat1ona : sa ety along these routes . 
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The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed 
• Terms like "collective dose risk" and "person-rem" are used to ignore the potential impacts 

to a single individual. 
• All possible human exposures from routine and accidental radioactive releases during 

transport and at the site must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near 
waste on occasion and workers who are transporting or working at the CIS site long-term. 

Cracked And Leaking Canisters Must Be Addressed 
• The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking 

canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the sge. The EIS must 
include how cracked and leaking canister~ will be handled onsite and during transport and 
analyze possible environmental impacts if leaks or spills occur fr01:n cracked canisters. 

More Cumulative Impacts Must Be Analyzed 
• The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts 

of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site. 
• The impacts from WIPP and possible impacts from and to the local oil and gas industries 

need to be analyzed and included in the EIS. · 

Seismic Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated 
• Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic activity in the area, there is no 

analysis of what fracking-induced earthquakes will have on the buried casks. These impacts 
need to be analyzed and included in the EIS. 

Future Electrical Transmission Lines and. Plumbing Infrastructur~ Must Be Analyzed 
• Impacts from new electrical lines and plumbing must be included in EIS. 

Economic Impacts Must Be Analyzed For The Different Phases Of The Project 
• The economic impacts must be studied and clearly state any positive or negative impacts 

from this site: initially, after construction is complete, and throughout the whole 120 years. 
• How many jobs will be created? How many are only temporary and how many are 

permanent? How may will go to local residents? -
A Thorough Environmental Justice (EJ) Analysis Must Be Included In The EIS 

• Impacts to EJ communities near the site and along transport routes must be studied, 
including but not limited t economic and health im acts that are specific to lower income 
an peop e o color communities. For indigenous populations located near the site or along 
transport routes, this EJ analysis must include impacts to culturally important natural 
r~sources, such as: sacred places, traditional food sources, and traditional medical plants. 
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