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Subject: Docket ID NRC-2018-0052 Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment (DEIS) 
on Holtec’s Proposal to Build the World’s Largest Radioactive Waste Dump in New Mexico 

28 August 2020 

Dear NRC staff, 

I am writing to submit a public comment in response to the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (Docket ID NRC-2018-0052) regarding Holtec International’s application for a license 
to build and operate a “Consolidated Interim Storage Facility for Spent Nuclear Fuel and High 
Level Waste” (NUREG-2237). 

I am strongly opposed to the Holtec storage proposal on moral and ethical grounds. This is a 
poorly designed project and there has been a grossly inadequate review of it. The land and 
occupants of southeastern New Mexico are being treated as a sacrifice zone to solve a problem 
that is not of their making without adequate thought of the consequences that it will entail. I find 
the thought of the real possibility that a nuclear accident can occur to be horrific. 

1. Nuclear waste proposes a real danger because of its radioactive nature. It poses a threat to all 
life in the area, human, animal and plant. Leakage could easily destroy the water system both 
above ground and underground. Water is a precious commodity in the desert southwest that we 
cannot allow to be compromised. 

2. High level radioactive waste is going to be transported from 55 nuclear power plant sites in the 
eastern half of the United States, 1 site in Washington, 1 site in California, and 1 site in Arizona 
yet only the routes from San Onofre, CA and Maine Yankee are accounted for. Potential barge 
shipments could put ports on bays, rivers, harbors, lakes, and sea coasts at risk. This represents 
segmentation so that the proposal doesn’t seem so significant or impactful. 

People living along these transportation routes are unaware of what is being proposed. I have 
spoken to friends who live in Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and Alabama who have no idea 
what I am talking about, yet high level nuclear waste will flow through their communities by 
interstate and railroad. Studies have shown that one accident is likely to occur for every 10,000 
shipments. A comprehensive map must be made available and publicized. 



3. The safety of the containers has not been adequately addressed. The inner canisters will be 
transferred multiple times to various casks. NRC is not requiring Dry Transfer Systems (DTS), 
so there will be no way to deal with failed fuel or containers as well as leaks and contamination.  

4. This project has been proposed because a few people stand to make a lot of money. The idea 
of it being good for the local economy is a false promise that is not fair to the people who live in 
the area. 

Furthermore the NRC has quickly moved the idea along because it solves a big problem for the 
NRC. Where can we store the nuclear waste that has built up over the last 80 years? A permanent 
storage site for radioactive waste has never been identified and developed. 

5. This is being touted as a temporary storage site, and it is “assumed” that Yucca Mountain will 
be the ultimate dumping place. The plan calls for the waste to be transferred to its permanent 
location within 40 years. Even if this were to happen, it will entail repackaging and transporting 
this highly radioactive material again. If Yucca Mountain or another site is not approved, Holtec 
will become a permanent storage site.  

If this is a possibility, the entire project must be designed for permanent storage. If Holtec cannot 
meet these requirements, it must be abandoned. There is a very high probability that Holtec will 
become de facto permanent surface storage, risking catastrophic releases of hazardous 
radioactivity into the environment. There is, also, a real possibility that institutional control could 
be lost over a prolonged time period. These issues trouble me greatly. 

6. The citizens of the United States have a right to expect that their welfare is uppermost in the 
minds of those who make decisions that will extend long into the future. New Mexico has 
suffered greatly from the mining of uranium and the testing of the atomic bomb. New Mexico is 
not a vast unoccupied wasteland. It is home to plants, wildlife, and more Black, Indigenous, 
People of Color (BIPOC) residents than white residents. It is one of the poorest states. To say 
that putting nuclear waste here will have “small” or “no environmental impact” is environmental 
racism and a blatant violation of environmental justice principles. 

For all of the above reasons, I declare that the DEIS for Holtec’s application is inadequate and 
further that the license for a high level radioactive waste storage facility should be denied. In 
conclusion, high level nuclear waste from nuclear power plants around the U. S. should not be 
brought to New Mexico. It should be isolated on or near the current sites until an 
environmentally just and scientifically sound option is available. 

I appreciate the opportunity to express my concerns. 

Sincerely,  

Patricia Sheely 

604 Jeff King Street 



Gallup, NM 87301 

patsheely@gmail.com 

(505) 722-7564 
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Subject:  Docket ID NRC-2018-0052 Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment (DEIS) on Holtec’s 
Proposal to Build the World’s Largest Radioactive Waste Dump in New Mexico 

          28 August 2020 

Dear NRC staff, 

I am writing to submit a public comment in response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Docket 
ID NRC-2018-0052) regarding Holtec International’s application for a license to build and operate a 
“Consolidated Interim Storage Facility for Spent Nuclear Fuel and High Level Waste” (NUREG-2237). 

I am strongly opposed to the Holtec storage proposal on moral and ethically grounds. This is a poorly 
designed project and there has been a grossly inadequate review of it. The land and occupants of 
southeastern New Mexico are being treated as a sacrifice zone to solve a problem that is not of their 
making without adequate thought of the consequences that it will entail. I find the thought of the real 
possibility that a nuclear accident can occur to be horrific. 

1. Nuclear waste proposes a real danger because of its radioactive nature. It poses a threat to all 
life in the area, human, animal and plant. Leakage could easily destroy the water system 
both above ground and underground. Water is a precious commodity in the desert southwest 
that we cannot allow to be compromised. 
 

2. High level radioactive waste is going to be transported from 55 nuclear power plant sites in 
the eastern half of the United States, 1 site in Washington, 1 site in California, and 1 site in 
Arizona yet only the routes from San Onofre, CA and Maine Yankee are accounted for. 
Potential barge shipments could put ports on bays, rivers, harbors, lakes, and seacoasts at 
risk. This represents segmentation so that the proposal doesn’t seem so significant or 
impactful. 
 
People living along these transportation routes are unaware of what is being proposed. I 
have spoken to friends who live in Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and Alabama who have 
no idea what I am talking about, yet high level nuclear waste will flow through their 
communities by interstate and railroad. Studies have shown that one accident is likely to 
occur for every 10,000 shipments. A comprehensive map must be made available and 
publicized. 
 

3. The safety of the containers has not been adequately addressed. The inner canisters will be 
transferred multiple times to various casks. NRC is not requiring Dry Transfer Systems 
(DTS), so there will be no way to deal with failed fuel or containers as well as leaks and 
contamination.  
 

4. This project has been proposed because a few people stand to make a lot of money. The idea 
of it being good for the local economy is a false promise that is not fair to the people who 
live in the area. 

Furthermore the NRC has quickly moved the idea along because it solves a big problem for 
the NRC. Where can we store the nuclear waste that has built up over the last 80 years? A 
permanent storage site for radioactive waste has never been identified and developed. 

 



5. This is being touted as a temporary storage site, and it is “assumed” that Yucca Mountain 
will be the ultimate dumping place. The plan calls for the waste to be transferred to its 
permanent location within 40 years. Even if this were to happen, it will entail repackaging 
and transporting this highly radioactive material again. If Yucca Mountain or another site is 
not approved, Holtec will become a permanent storage site.  
 
If this is a possibility, the entire project must be designed for permanent storage. If Holtec 
cannot meet these requirement, it must be abandoned. There is a very high probability that 
Holtec will become de facto permanent surface storage, risking catastrophic releases of 
hazardous radioactivity into the environment. There is, also, a real possibility that 
institutional control could be lost over a prolonged time period. These issues trouble me 
greatly. 
 

6. The citizens of the United States have a right to expect that their welfare is upper most in the 
minds of those who make decisions that will extend long into the future. New Mexico has 
suffered greatly from the mining of uranium and the testing of the atomic bomb. New 
Mexico is not a vast unoccupied wasteland. It is home to plants, wildlife, and more Black, 
Indigenous, People of Color (BIPOC) residents than white residents. It is one of the poorest 
states. To say that putting nuclear waste here will have “small” or “no environmental 
impact” is environmental racism and a blatant violation of environmental justice principles. 

 

For all of the above reasons, I declare that the DEIS for Holtec’s application is inadequate and 
further that the license for a high level radioactive waste storage facility should be denied. In 
conclusion, high level nuclear waste from nuclear power plants around the U. S. should not be 
brought to New Mexico. It should be isolated on or near the current site until an environmentally 
just and scientifically sound option is available. 

I appreciate the opportunity to express my concerns. 

Sincerely,  

 

 

Patricia Sheely 

604 Jeff King Street 
Gallup, NM 87301 
patsheely@gmail.com 

(505) 722-7564 

 

 


