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General Comment
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Project

This whole project to make Andrews County Texas an interim high level nuclear waste storage site, should be 
halted.
Most Texans have no idea their Governor and legislators have approved of such a horrible plan, without their 
approval.
The reality is there are many other issues that have not been properly addressed either:
Americans have not been advised on planned routes, as these highly radioactive shipments will be going 
through their cities, towns and sharing the road and rail with them..

The EIS 2.3 line 1 states Alternatives were eliminated from the detailed analysis storage at governmental 
owed CISF the DOE operates.
When did the American public agree for an LLC to handle and operate a high level nuclear waste storage site? 
One mistake and they will go bankrupt leaving taxpayers with the mess and the bill.

2.3.2.3 Hardened extended life local monitored surface storage (HELMS) Alternative denied and eliminated 
from detailed considerations from the EIS.
Ridiculous as these canisters have not been approved to store high burn up fuel yet and surely not to be 
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transported. 
These thin walled canisters are not sufficient and can't be properly monitored.
Plus the North Anna high burn up fuel test project has not been completed. The NRC has been allowing the 
industry to increase burn up over the years with no true understanding of it's behavior long term. Last I heard 
there is still no facility to even open up the experimental cask and examine the contents yet.

The area/location picked sits on top of a major aquifer.
https://www.twdb.texas.gov/mapping/doc/maps/Major_Aquifers_8x11.pdf

Area also has seismic activity: Which makes pg 2-24 line 17 "favorable seismologically."...void.
https://earthquaketrack.com/us-tx-andrews/recent

We should only move the highly radioactive spent nuclear fuel 1 time. This temporary parking lot style 
nuclear waste dump scam is not only an absurd proposition, but a project that will waste infrastructure funds 
and endanger everyone on the route to the location.

I oppose this consolidated interim storage project.

Erica Gray

https://www.energy.gov/ne/downloads/high-burnup-spent-fuel-data-project-sister-rod-test-plan-overview

Page 2 of 2

09/23/2020https://www.fdms.gov/fdms/getcontent?objectId=0900006484871bfc&format=xml&showorig=false


