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General Comment

I am opposed to the storage of high level nuclear waste in West Texas or Eastern New Mexico. I do not
believe it will be safely stored nor properly transported to and from the temporary resting places outlined. We
were told the Andrews County site would never be asked to store more than the low level waste considered at
that point. I own property in less than a fifty mile radius of the Andrews County site and have always opposed
its location there. I manage property half that distance away and that ownership feels the same way that I feel
about opposing the storage of high level nuclear waste. We are told it is safe and believe that is an assumption
and not fact. We are told transportation is safe to and from the site from accidental contamination from the
waste but I believe that is also wrong. We have many truck and train wrecks a year that could potentially
include the containers of nuclear waste. Who would determine if a container is damaged? Will the public be
informed of such a breach. Would the radius of exposure be evacuated and all commerce in such radius of
exposure be shut down during an investigation? If this material is safe why is it emitting heat from its
containers. If it is indeed safe and relatively inert then why must it be moved at all. Why must West Texas be
the keeper of the waste when we did not benifit from the energy generated? Why cant it stay where it is now
and not take a chance on transporting it to a temporary storage when it needs to go one time to its final resting
place. I would also resist the Andrews site being declared a final storage location. Thank you! Mike Barnett.





