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General Comment
To whom it may concern,
My wife and I are residents of Las Cruces NM. We are against the proposed "temporary" storage of high level
nuclear waste on private land between Hobbs and Carlsbad NM. First, it is labeled "temporary" but there is no
plan as to where the permanent storage facility will be located. Nor is there a time frame stated as the how
long this "temporary" storage will take place in this suggested location. To move this material without a
permanent plan seems an unnecessary risk. Especially since these trains will be going through populated
towns and cities.
It does not seem to be a completely formulated plan or the plan is to just leave it at this location long term and
this is just not being said. Neither is acceptable. We the public have a right to have a say in where this
material is stored. If this is the permanent plan then we need to know that and if it is not then there needs to be
a complete plan in place and we should know that as well.
Finally, we do not quite understand the need to move this material from the current "temporary" storage
facilitates to another "temporary" facility. It seems to be unnecessary risk to the public in the moving of the
material. Why not just move it to a permanent place? This whole plan feels dishonest.
Thank you for your time and attention to this matter,
Annette Dussia and Diane Hart

