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To: EIS_Comments@ymp.gov
cc:
Subject: EIS Comment

User Filed as: Not Categorized in ERMS

January 10, 2008 21:11:24

IP address: 71.191~118.227

The Commentors Name:
---> Kevin J Kamps

The Commentors Address:
---> 6930 Carroll Avenue, Suite 400
---> Takoma Park, Maryland 20912

Email Information:
---> kevin@beyondnuclear.org
---> Add commentor to the mailing list : yes

Contact Information:
---> fax number :
---> phone number : 301 270 2209
---> organization : Beyond Nuclear
---> position : Radioactive Waste Watchdog

Comment Text :
--> Please note that one additional organization was added onto the list of
signatories of our previously submitted comments:

Lisa Rainwater. Ph.D.
Policy Director
Riverkeeper
828 South Broadway
Tarrytown, NY 10591

An updated and complete version of our comments, then, is pasted in below.
Thank you.

Kevin Kamps, Beyond Nuclear

Comments to DOE
re: the Draft Repository SElS, Draft Nevada Rail Corridor SEIS, and Draft Rail
Alignment EIS

\ ~DOE should extend the public comment period by 60 additional days, given that
~hese environmental impact documents are a foot thick altogether. The public

needs additional time to digest the proposals, analyses, and references, and
to compare and contrast them with the three foot thick UFinal" EIS published
by DOE in 2002, in order to give meaningful comments.:!



~ ~hiPPing tens of thousands of high-level radioactive waste trucks, trains, and
barges through 45 states and the District of Columbia risks severe accidents
and terrorist attacks. This could release catastrophic amounts of deadly
radioactivity in major population centers. These waste transports would
represent potential Mobile Chernobyls and dirty bombs on wheels rolling past
the homes of millions of Americans. Each truck cask of irradiated nuclear fuel
would contain 350,000 curies of radioactive cesium and strontium, or about 20
to 30 times the amount of these harmful fission products released by the
Hiroshima atomic bomb. Every dedicated train hauling three or four rail casks
would contain more radioactive cesium-137 than the total amount released
during the Chernobyl nuclear catastrophe. DOE must integrate into its Yucca
Mountain transport analysis its own proposals, under the Bush administration's
UGlobal Nuclear Energy Partnership" (GNEP), for waste imports from overseas,
and waste shipments to reprocessing (plutonium extraction) centers in the U.s.
before waste shipments to Yucca for final disposal. DOE must also analyze the
increased transport risks from its proposal to nearly double the amount of
waste to be buried at Yucca to 130,000 metric tons - which on its face
violates the Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as amended, which limits the amount of
waste that could be buried at the first repository to 70,000 metric tons, at
least until a second repository is opened in another state.:!

~ \POE proposed the equivalent of the TAD (Transport, Aging, and Disposal)
canisters in the early to mid-1990s, only back then it was called MPC
(multi-purpose canisters). DOE needs to completely explain why it is
attempting to revive an idea it had dismissed as unworkable over a decade ago.
DOE needs to fully explain the increased risks to workers and the public at
and near the nuclear reactors across the u.s. where TAOs would be loaded and
permanently sealed forevermore. Those risks have now been shifted largely to
the reactor sites, away from Yucca where they were previously proposed to take
place. How will waste handling errors at reactors, especially involving
defective TAOs and damaged irradiated nuclear fuel, worsen transport risks, as
well as radioactivity releases at Yucca over time? DOE must also explain the
disconnect between its GNEP proposal to reprocess wastes, and its current
Yucca proposal to permanently seal shut wastes at reactors in TAD containers~

~ [HOW can DOE propose uaging pads" at Yucca Mountain, when the Nuclear Waste
policy Act, as amended, prohibits an interim monitored retrievable storage
site co-located in the same state as the repository? DOE'S proposal is
actually illegal, in that it attempts to place all of the burdens (both
interim storage and permanent disposal) on one state. DOE needs to fully
analyze the earthquake risks at its proposed interim storage site at Yucca,
especially considering the earthquake fault line recently discovered directly
under DOE's original ~aging" pad location.:}

I:DOE has selected four companies to design the TAD canisters, including Holtec
International. But a whistleblower from the largest U.s. nuclear utility has
alleged and extensively documented since 2000 that Holtec's waste
storage/transport containers seriously violate federal quality assurance (QA)
regulations. This calls into question the containers' structural integrity,
especially under transport accident conditions. This industry whistleblower is
entirely backed up by a retired u.s. Nuclear Regulatory Commission safety
engineer and dry cask storage expert. How can DOE give such a contract to a
company that so violates QA, especially after DOE's own extensive QA
violations at the Yucca Mountain project?:!

~ C:All of the land at the Yucca Mountain dump project is within the treaty lands
of the Western Shoshone Indian Nation, as affirmed by the "Peace and
Friendship" Treaty of Ruby Valley, signed by the U.s. government in 1863.
Treaties are declared by the u.s. Constitution to be the supreme law of the
land, equal in stature to the Constitution itself. As the Western Shoshone
Nation opposes radioactive waste dumping at its sacred Yucca Mountain, where



traditional ceremonies have continued to be conducted right up to recent
years, DOE should terminate the Yucca Mountain project for this reason alone.
The United Nations Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination ruled
in recent years that the Yucca Mountain Project represents a human rights
violation against the indigenous Western Shoshone Nation, and has urged the
U.S. government to cease and desist its activities there. The Yucca Mountain
dump proposal represents blatant environmental racism, as stated by Ian
Zabarte of the Western Shoshone National Council at DOE'S recent Las vegas and
Washington, D.C. hearings.~

(, (A federal judge, ruling against DOE and in favor of the State of Nevada over
DOE's illegal use of water at the Yucca Mountain Project, recently concluded
that DOE either is engaging in "busy work" at the site (wasting not only
water, but also Nuclear Waste Fund monies), or else it misled Congress and the
President in 2002 that site characterization had concluded at the site when
DOE announced the site suitable for a high-level radioactive waste dump. The
Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as amended, required DOE to apply for its license
application on Oct. 23, 2002, assuming that DOE's site suitability
determination would mean that DOE must be extremely close to ready to submit a
complete license application. Yet, incredibly, over five years later, DOE has
still not submitted its license application. DOE has known for over a decade
that rainwater percolates relatively quickly through the proposed burial site,
and risks fast corrosion of the waste containers that would be buried there.
In fact, DOE scandalously did away with its own Site Suitability Guidelines
that would have disqualified the site for this reason from any further
consideration, just before declaring the site suitable. DOE should admit to
Congress and the President that the site is in fact not suitable, and begin to
conduct a sound scientific search for suitable geology that can isolate
radioactive waste from the living environment for a million years. DOE must
stop its attempt to rush the submission of its still half-baked licensing
application by its arbitrary, capricious, self-imposed June 30, 2008 deadline.
This is an obvious attempt to initiate the Yucca licensing proceeding before
the pro-Yucca dump Bush administration leaves office, to make Yucca a "done
deal" before the next (and possibly anti-Yucca dump) President enters the
White House.'t

" rThe Nationa~cademyof Science reported recently, in its Seventh Biological
, ~Effects of Ionizing Radiation (BEIR) report, that any dose of radiation, no

matter how small, carries a health risk, and that in fact those risks at low
doses are disproportionately high, significantly higher than previously
reported. DOE has engaged with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, in secretive behind closed door meetings,
to playa game of uhide the ball" from the public. All agencies, including
DOE, must stop using statistical manipulations to hide the actual levels of
radiation dose exposure and consequent health impacts that vulnerable
individuals and populations downstream and downwind of the proposed Yucca
Mountain dump would suffer over the next million years. DOE should stop using
UStandard or Reference ManP (analyzing radiation dose health impacts on a
young, healthy adult white male) and instead use "Standard or Reference
Pregnant Woman. p DOE should analyze the health impacts of Yucca's radioactive
waste leakage into the drinking water supply below on the most vulnerable
individuals and populations downstream, including pregnant women, fetuses,
infants, children, the elderly, others with compromised immune systems, as
well as Western Shoshone Indians living traditional lifestyles and subsistence
farmers living downstream in the future, and persons consuming foodstuffs
(such as dairy products) grown nearby Yucca but exported elsewhere.:!

~ (:DOE should much more thoroughly analyze the negative impact on property values
along all road, rail, and waterway routes across the continental United States
that, would be used to ship wastes to Yucca. Courts, juries, and socio-economic
studies have found that property va~~es decrease significantly near declared
radioactive waste transport route~~OE must identify in detail all routes it

9



plans to use for shipping wastes to Yucca before proceeding any further with
its attempt to obtain a license to build and operate the dump, and should hold
hearings in every state thus impacted.:l

I: Nearly 1,000 environmental, public interest, consumer, and taxpayer
organizations, as well as many cities, counties and even states -­
representing many millions of Americans -- have expressed opposition to
various aspects of the Yucca Mountain dump proposal over the past twenty
years. DOE should declare the Yucca Mountain site unsuitable, terminate the
project, return the land to its prior condition, and seek guidance from
Congress and the President on next steps for addressing the nuclear waste
dilemma, as provided for in the Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as amended. DOE
should heed the call by 150+ groups across the U.S., that high-level
radioactive wastes stored on-site at reactors be safeguarded and secured
against accidents, attacks, and leakage until a scientifically sound and
socially acceptable long term waste management plan is arrived at through
democratic and just means. The one to two million dollars per day being wasted
at the dead end Yucca Mountain Project should be immediately re-directed to
securing and safeguarding on-site waste storage at reactors, that will
inevitably remain in place for decades to come.~
Submitted to DOE on Jan. 10, 2008 by ~

Kevin Kamps
Radioactive Waste Watchdog
Beyond Nuclear
6930 Carroll Avenue, Suite 400
Takoma Park, Maryland 20912

Office phone: (301) 270-2209
Cell phone: (240) 462-3216
Fax: (301) 270-4000
kevin@beyondnuclear.org
www.beyondnuclear.org

On behalf of the following organizations:

NATIONAL GROUPS

Lynn Thorp
Clean Water Action
4455 Connecticut Ave NW, A300
washington, DC 20008-2328

Ben Schreiber
Staff Attorney
Environment America
218 D Street SE, 2nd FI
Washington DC, 20003

Bruce K. Gagnon
Coordinator
Global Network Against Weapons & Nuclear Power in Space
PO Box 652
Brunswick. ME 04011

Jim Riccio
Nuclear Policy Analyst
Greenpeace
702 H street NW #300
Washington, DC 20001



David Krieger
President
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation
PMB 121, 1187 Coast Village Road, Suite 1
Santa Barbara, CA 93108

Michael Mariotte
Executive Director
Nuclear Information and Resource Service (NIRS)
6930 Carroll Avenue, Suite 340
Takoma Park, MD 20912

Paul Kawika Martin
organizing, Political and PAC Director
Peace Action & Peace Action Education Fund
1100 Wayne Ave., Suite 1020
Silver Spring, MD 20910-5643

Jill Marie Parillo
Coordinator for Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility
1875 Connecticut Avenue, NWi Suite 1012
Washington, D.C. 20009

Tyson Slocum
Director
Public Citizen's Energy Program
Washington, DC
Ken Bossong, Executive Director
SUN DAY Campaign
6930 Carroll Avenue
Suite #340
Takoma Park, MD 20912

Susan Shaer, Executive Director
Women's Action for New Directions
Boston, Massachusetts

REGIONAL, STATE, AND LOCAL GROUPS

Cheryl Wagner
Director, Potomac River Swim
3103 Hawthorne Dr NE
Washington DC 20018

Jane E. Magers
Earth Care
1922 Lincoln Ave.
Des Moines, Iowa 50314

Stephen Brittle
President
Don't Waste Arizona, Inc.
Phoenix, AZ

Jim Warren
Executive Director
NC WARN



North Carolina Waste Awareness & Reduction Network
PO Box 61051
Durham, NC 27715-1051

Bobbie Anderson
Board of Directors
Officer Nevada/California
Catholic Concern for Animals
PO Box 60664
Boulder City, NV 89006

Connecticut Coalition Against Millstone
Nancy Burton
Director
147 Cross Highway
Redding Ridge CT 06876

Joe Gump, Treasurer, Kalamazoo Nonviolent Opponents of War
Jean Gump
Bloomingdale, MI 49026

United Eco-action Fund
245M Mt. Hermon Road, #307
Scotts Valley CA 95066
Viktoria Vidali, Executive Director

Chris Trepal
Executive Director
Earth Day Coalition
cleveland, Ohio

Carolyn Treadway
No New Nukes
Normal. IL

David Room
Organizer
StardustLocalizing.com
Oakland, CA

Southwest Michigan Chapter WAND (Women's Action for New Directions)
c/o Cathy LaPointe, Nuclear Power Information Chair

PO Box 146
Cassopolis, MI 49031

Coalition for a Nuclear Free Great Lakes
P.O. Box 331
Monroe, MI 48161
Michael J. Keegan

Don't Waste Michigan
6677 Summitview
Holland, MI 49424
Alice Hirt

Citizens' Resistance at Fermi Two
P.O. Box 463
Monroe, MI 48161
Keith Gunter

Terry Lodge



Toledo Coalition for Safe Energy
Toledo, Ohio

Sandra Gavutis, Executive Director
C-10 Research & Education Foundation
44 Merrimac Street, Newburyport, MA 01959
www.C-10.org

Gene Case
President
Avenging Angels Inc.
New York. NY

Elizabeth Mozer
Director
Stop Uranium Mining (S.U.M.)
Montclair
New Jersey

Deb Katz
Citizens Awareness Network
Box 83
Shelburne Falls, MA 01370

Rochelle Becker, Executive DirectorAlliance for Nuclear ResponsibilityPO
1328San Luis Obispo, Ca 93406-1328 Miriam KurlandMember of Ct.-No Nukes/No
WarMansfield Center, Connecticut Jane Latus
Vice President
Canton Advocates for Responsible Expansion, Inc.
Canton, CT

Flemish Centre for Indigenous Peoples
Martina Roels
Gorinchemstraat 52
B-9100 St.Niklaas
Belgium

Greg Wingard,
Executive Director
Waste Action project
PO Box 4832
Seattle, WA 98194-0832 Elaine Donovan co-founder
Concerned Citizens for Peace
9176 Hayward Hill Road
Hemlock, NY 14466-9651 Alistair Cairns
335 Main Road North
Hampden ME 04444 E.M.T. O'Nan
Director
Protect All Children's Environment
396 Sugar Cove Road
Marion, North Carolina 28752Liz RedwingRedwing Mgmt & Consulting12320 Burbank
Blvd., #103North Hollywood, CA 91607 Rose Marie Williams, MA
Pres., Cancer Awareness Coalition, Inc.
PO Box 533, New Paltz, NY 12651

Mary Davis, director, Yggdrasil a project of Earth Island InstituteLexington,
Kentucky Diana Stauffer
El Dorado Peace and Justice Community
Placerville, CA 95667

Rebecca TippensPresident, Center for Cultural EvolutionColrain, MA 01340 Roy
Morrison,
Roy Morrison & Associates, LLC

Diana Oleskevich CSJA
Justice Coordinator



Sisters of St. Joseph of Carondelet
and Associates

St. Louis Province
314-67B-0317

Nadine vesel, Chair
progressive Republican Neoconservative Caucus
Chicago, IL

Anna M. Frazier, Coordinator
Dine' Citizens Against Ruining Our Environment
HC-63, Box 263
Winslow, AZ 86047

Mark D. Stansbery
Community Organizing Center
1101 Bryden Road
Columbus, OR 43205

Al Gedicks, Executive Secretary
Wisconsin Resources Protection Council
La Crosse, Wisconsin

Pam Allee, 7425 N Portsmouth Ave, Portland, Oregon, Portland
War Resisters League

Adele Kushner, Executive Director
Action for a Clean Environment
Alto, GA 30510 .

Arnold Gore
Consumers Health Freedom Coalition
New York City

Vermont Yankee Decommissioning Alliance
Montpelier, VT
Debra Stoleroff (member)

Nora. M. Nash, OSF
Director, Corporate Social Responsibility
Sisters of St Francis of Philadelphia
609 S. Convent Road
Aston, PA 19014

National Nuclear Workers for Justice (NNWJ) and Portsmouth/Piketon Residents
for Environmental Safety and Security (P.R.E.S.S.), P.O. Box 136 Portsmouth,
Ohio 45662, Vina K. Colley and Terrie Ann Smith
Michel Lee, Esg.Chairman
Council on Intelligent Energy
& Conservation Policy
White Plains, New York 10601

Nicole Hayler
Development & Program Coordinator
Chattooga Conservancy
Clayton, Georgia

Ethel Howley, SSND
Social Responsibility Resource Person
School Sisters of Notre Dame Cooperative Investment Fund
Wilton, Connecticut



Peter Bergel
Executive Director, Oregon PeaceWorks
President, Center for Energy Research
104 Commercial St. NE
Salem, OR 97301

Stand Up/Save Lives campaign
Maureen K. Headington, President
6760 County Line Lane
Burr Ridge, Illinois 60527

Eileen McCabe, Nuclear Policy Advisor
Acting for a Greener World, A Project of the Blue Sky Institute
West Jordan, Utah

Deanna Taylor, State Party Co-coordinator
Desert Greens, Green Party of Utah
Taylorsville, Utah
Joni Arends, Executive Director
Concerned Citizens for Nuclear Safety
107 Cienega Street
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
Nancy LaPlaca
Bardwell Consulting Ltd
Denver, CO

Judi Friedman Chair PACE (PEOPLE'S ACTION FOR CLEAN ENERGY, INC) Canton,CT
06019

Citizens for Alternatives to Chemical Contamination
Kay Cumbow, Chair
8735 Maple Grove Road
Lake, MI 48632-9511

Morgan Rafferty
Executive Director
Environmental Center of San Luis Obispo
1204 Nipomo Street
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

Russell J. Lowes,
Researcher
Arizona Nuclear Energy Watch
6205 S. 12th Street
Phoenix, AZ 85042

Betty Schroeder, Coordinator
Arizona Safe Energy Coalition
Tucson, AZ

Ernest Fuller
vice-Chairman
Concerned Citizens for SNEC Safety
Six Mile Run, PA

center for Serenity, Inc
90 North Main Street in West Hartford, CT 06107
Lynn Johnson, Pastoral Psychotherapist



Albert Bates
Director
Ethos Research Group
Summertown, TN 38483-0090

Sal mangiagli
Board member with the Citizens Awareness Network
CT Chapter
54 Old Turnpike Road
Haddam, CT 06438

Paula Palmer, Executive Director
Global Response
PO Box 7490
Boulder CO 80306

Susan Lauchlan
Peace and Justice Group of Waldo County
Belfast, Maine

Kat Logan Smith
Executive Director
Missouri Coalition for the Environment
St. Louis, MO

Gabriela Bulisova
Artists Against Nukes
One Austin Place
Takoma Park, MD 20912

Lisa Rainwater, Ph.D.
Policy Director
Riverkeeper
828 South Broadway
Tarrytown, NY 10591
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To: EIS_Comments@ymp.90v
cc:
SUbject: EIS Comment

User Filed as: NOI Categorized in ERMS

January 10, 2008 21:17:26

IP address: 71.191.118.227

The Commentors Name:
---> Kevin J Kamps

The Commentors Address:
---> 6930 Carroll Avenue, Suite 400
---> Takoma Park, Maryland 20912

Email Information:
---> kevin@beyondnuclear.org
---> Add commentor to the mailing list : yes

Contact Information:
---> fax number :
---> phone number : 301 270 2209
---> organization : Beyond Nuclear
---> position : Radioactive Waste Watchdog

Comment Text :
--> Please note that the following individuals also endorse our previously
submitted comments:

Shana Schwartzberg Brayton
670 Bryants Nursery Rd.
Silver Spring, MD 20905

Carol Ann Goldstein
San Diego, CA 92122

Mark Oldland
13048 Twin Star Ln.
Grass Valley, CA 95949

Marci De Sart
Brunswick, GA 31525

Pauline A. Wolf, Finley NO

Tovah D. Wolf, Grand Forks NO

Ariel C. Wolf, Grand Marais, MN



Kiira T. Wolf, Joplin, Missouri

The comments, signed by these individuals, follows. Thank you.

Kevin Kamps, Beyond Nuclear

Comments to DOE
re: the Draft Repository SElS, Draft Nevada Rail Corridor SElS, and Draft Rail
Alignment EIB

DOE should extend the public comment period by 60 additional days, given that
these environmental impact documents are a foot thick altogether. The public
needs additional time to digest the proposals, analyses, and references. and
to compare and contrast them with the three foot thick "Final" EIS pUblished
by DOE in 2002, in order to give meaningful comments.

Shipping tens of thousands of high-level radioactive waste trucks, trains, and
barges through 45 states and the District of Columbia risks severe accidents
and terrorist attacks. This could release catastrophic amounts of deadly
radioactivity in major population centers. These waste transports would
represent potential Mobile Chernobyls and dirty bombs on wheels rolling past
the homes of millions of Americans. Each truck c~sk of irradiated nuclear fuel
would contain 350,000 curies of radioactive cesium and strontium, or about 20
to 30 times the amount of these harmful fission products released by the
Hiroshima atomic bomb. Every dedicated train hauling three or four rail casks
would contain more radioactive cesium-137 than the total amount released
during the Chernobyl nuclear catastrophe. DOE must integrate into its Yucca
Mountain transport analysis its own proposals, under the Bush administration's
"Global Nuclear Energy Partnership" (GNEP). for waste imports from overseas,
and waste shipments to reprocessing (plutonium extraction) centers in the U.S.
before waste shipments to Yucca for final disposal. DOE must also analyze the
increased transport risks from its proposal to nearly double the amount of
waste to be buried at Yucca to 130,000 metric tons - which on its face
violates the Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as amended, which limits the amount of
waste that could be buried at the first repository to 70,000 metric tons, at
least until a second repository is opened in another state.

DOE proposed the equivalent of the TAD (Transport, Aging, and Disposal)
canisters in the early to mid-1990s, only back then it was called MPC
(multi-purpose canisters). DOE needs to completely explain why it is
attempting to revive an idea it had dismissed as unworkable over a decade ago.
DOE needs to fully explain the increased risks to workers and the public at
and near the nuclear reactors across the U.s. where TAOs would be "loaded and
permanently sealed forevermore. Those risks have now been shifted largely to
the reactor sites, away from Yucca where they were previously proposed to take
place. How will waste handling errors at reactors, especially involving
defective TADs and damaged irradiated nuclear fuel, worsen transport risks, as
well as radioactivity releases at Yucca over time? DOE must also explain the
disconnect between its GNEP proposal to reprocess wastes, and its current
Yucca proposal to permanently seal shut wastes at reactors in TAD containers.

How can DOE propose "aging pads" at Yucca Mountain, when the Nuclear Waste
Policy Act, as amended, prohibits an interim monitored retrievable storage
site co-located in the same state as the repository? DOE's proposal is
actually illegal, in that it attempts to place all of the burdens (both
interim storage and permanent disposal) on one state. DOE needs to fully
analyze the earthquake risks at its proposed interim storage site at Yucca,



especially considering the earthquake fault line recently discovered directly
under DOE's original "aging" pad location.

DOE has selected four companies to design the TAD canisters, including Holtee
International. But a whistleblower from the largest U.S. nuclear utility has
alleged and extensively documented since 2000 that Holtec's waste
storage/transport containers seriously violate federal quality assurance (QA)
regulations. This calls into question the containers' structural integrity,
especially under transport accident conditions. This industry whistleblower is
entirely backed up by a retired u.s. Nuclear Regulatory Commission safety
engineer and dry cask storage expert. How can DOE give such a contract to a
company that so violates QA, especially after DOE's own extensive QA
violations at the Yucca Mountain Project?

All of the land at the Yucca Mountain dump project is within the ~reaty lands
of the Western Shoshone Indian Nation, as affirmed by the "Peace and
Friendship" Treaty of Ruby Valley, signed by the U.S. government in 1863.
Treaties are declared by the u.S. Constitution to be the supreme law of the
land, equal in stature to the Constitution itself. As the Western Shoshone
Nation opposes radioactive waste dumping at its sacred Yucca Mountain, where
traditional ceremonies have continued to be conducted right up to recent
years, DOE should terminate the Yucca Mountain project for this reason alone.
The United Nations Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination ruled
in recent years that the Yucca Mountain Project represents a human rights
violation against the indigenous Western Shoshone Nation, and has urged the
U.S. government to cease and desist its activities there. The Yucca Mountain
dump proposal represents blatant environmental racism, as stated by Ian
Zabarte of the Western Shoshone National Council at DOE's recent Las Vegas and
Washington, D.C. hearings.

A federal judge, ruling against DOE and in favor of the State of Nevada over
DOE's illegal use of water at the Yucca Mountain Project, recently concluded
that DOE either is engaging in "busy work" at the site (wasting not only
water, but also Nuclear Waste Fund monies), or else it misled Congress and the
President in 2002 that site characterization had concluded at the site when
DOE announced the site suitable for a high-level radioactive waste dump. The
Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as amended, required DOE to apply for its license
application on Oct. 23, 2002, assuming that DOE's site suitability
determination would mean that DOE must be extremely close to ready to submit a
complete license application. Yet, incredibly, over five years later, DOE has
still not submitted its license application. DOE has known for over a decade
that rainwater percolates relatively quickly through the proposed burial site,
and risks fast corrosion of the waste containers that would be buried there.
In fact, DOE scandalously did away with its own Site Suitability Guidelines
that would have disqualified the site for this reason from any further
consideration, just before declaring the site suitable. DOE should admit to
Congress and the President that the site is in fact not suitable, and begin to
conduct a sound scientific search for suitable geology that can isolate
radioactive waste from the living environment for a million years. DOE must
stop its attempt to rush the submission of its still half-baked licensing
application by its arbitrary, capricious, self-imposed June 30, 2008 deadline.
This is an obvious attempt to initiate the Yucca licensing proceeding before
the pro-Yucca dump Bush administration leaves office, to make Yucca a "done
deal" before the next (and possibly anti-Yucca dump) President enters the
White House.
The National Academy of Science reported recently, in its Seventh Biological
Effects of Ionizing Radiation (BEIR) report, that any dose of radiation, no
matter how small, carries a health risk, and that in fact those risks at low
doses are disproportionately high, significantly higher than previously
reported. DOE has engaged with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, in secretive behind closed door meetings,



to playa game of "hide the ball" from the public. All agencies, including
DOE, must stop using statistical manipulations to hide the actual levels of
radiation dose exposure and consequent health impacts that vulnerable
individuals and populations downstream and downwind of the proposed Yucca
Mountain dump would suffer over the next million years. DOE should stop using
"Standard or Reference Man" (analyzing radiation dose health impacts on a
young, healthy adult white male) and instead use "Standard or Reference
pregnant Woman." DOE should analyze the health impacts of Yucca's radioactive
waste leakage into the drinking water supply below on the most vulnerable
individuals and populations downstream, including pregnant women, fetuses,
infants, children, the elderly, others with compromised immune systems, as
well as Western Shoshone Indians living traditional lifestyles and subsistence
farmers living downstream in the future, and persons consuming foodstuffs
(such as dairy products) grown nearby Yucca but exported elsewhere.

DOE should much more thoroughly analyze the negative impact on property values
along all road, rail, and waterway routes across the continental United States
that would be used to ship wastes to Yucca. Courts, juries, and socio-economic
studies have found that property values decrease significantly near declared
radioactive waste transport routes. DOE must identify in detail all routes it
plans to use for shipping wastes to Yucca before proceeding any further with
its attempt to obtain a license to build and operate the dump, and should hold
hearings in every state thus impacted.

Nearly 1,000 environmental, public interest, consumer, and taxpayer
organizations, as well as many cities, counties and even states -­
representing many millions of Americans -- have expressed opposition to
various aspects of the Yucca Mountain dump proposal over the past twenty
years. DOE should declare the Yucca Mountain site unsuitable, terminate the
project, return the land to its prior condition, and seek guidance from
Congress and the President on next steps for addressing the nuclear waste
dilemma, as provided for in the Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as amended. DOE
should heed the call by 150+ groups across the U.S., that high-level
radioactive wastes stored on-site at reactors be safeguarded and secured
against accidents, attacks, and leakage until a scientifically sound and
socially acceptable long term waste management plan is arrived at through
democratic and just means. The one to two million dollars per day being wasted
at the dead end Yucca Mountain Project should be immediately re-directed to
securing and safeguarding on-site waste storage at reactors, that will
inevitably remain in place for decades to come.
Submitted to DOE on Jan. 10, 2008 by

Kevin Kamps
Radioactive Waste Watchdog
Beyond Nuclear
6930 Carroll Avenue, Suite 400
Takoma Park, Maryland 20912

Office phone: (301) 270-2209
Cell phone: (240) 462-3216
Fax: (301) 270-4000
kevin@beyondnuclear.org
www.beyondnuclear.org

On behalf of the following individuals:

Shana Schwartzberg Brayton
670 Bryants Nursery Rd.
Silver Spring, MD 20905



Carol Ann Goldstein
San Diego, CA 92122

Mark Oldland
13048 Twin Star Ln.
Grass Valley, CA 95949

Marci De Sart
Brunswick, GA 31525

Pauline A. Wolf, Finley NO

Tovah D. wolf, Grand Forks ND

Ariel C. Wolf, Grand Marais, MN

Kiira T. Wolf, Joplin, Missouri
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