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May Ma

Office of Administration

Mail Stop: TWEN-7— A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555- 0001

RE: Docket ID NRC-2018-0052; Holtec International’s HI-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility

Nuclear Regulatory Commissiort:

I respectfully submit these scoping comments on the Holtec Environmental Report (ER) to bring
up to 100,000 metric tons of spent fuel, high-level radioactive waste, from nuclear reactors around
the country to southeast New Mexico. I am submitting the following comments because I do not
consent to New Mexico becoming a national radioactive waste dumping ground. I do not consent
to transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radioactive waste through thousands of
communities nationwide. I do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or
the health of plants, wildlife, and livestock. I do not consent to endangering present and future
generations.

I formally request a 60-day Extension Of Time For This Comment Period. A 60-day comment
period places an undue burden on the public to respond to this 543-page technical document. [
formally request additional Public Scoping Meetings for other communities in New Mexico and
nationwide that will be impacted by the transport and that any additional meetings have time for
the public to make verbal comments to those present.

A thorough Environmental Justice analysis must be complete to consider all possible future
impacts from this facility to the local communities and those along transport routes, including but
not limited to: economic and health impacts. I also request proper Tribal Consultation for any
affected indigenous nations whose people, cultural resources, or sacred places may adversely
impacted at the site and along transportation routes.

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To Current Law
e Current law only allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take title to commercial spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository” or at a DOE-owned and
operated monitored retrievable storage facility. The Holtec site meets neither requirement,
as it is a private facility.

Holtec Must Remove Copyrights And All Redactions in the Environmental Report
¢ NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restriction and has
no redactions.

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed
¢ The Environmental Report (ER) is inadequate and incomplete because it does not analyze
the impacts of the spent fuel being left at the Holtec site indefinitely.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
e Keeping the spent fuel casks in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the
reactor sites must be analyzed.
e The alternative of consolidated storage being done at an existing licensed Independent
Spent Fuel Storage Facility (ISFSI) must be analyzed.
¢ The waste can and should remain on site for many more years and does not need to move
until thorough analyses of alternatives are complete.



The Environmental Report inadequately discusses the transportation Risks

¢ This ER must include all transportation routes and the potential impacts of accidents or
terrorism incidents on public health and safety along all the routes.

e The ER is incomplete because it does not discuss how rail shipments from reactors without
rail access would be accomplished and the risks and impacts of such shipments.

The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed

e Terms like “collective dose risk” and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual.

o All possible exposures to humans from routine releases from transport casks and site
storage must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near waste canisters on
occasion and workers who are transporting or working at the site long-term.

Cracked And Leaking Canisters Must Be Addressed
¢ The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site.

More Cumulative Impacts Must Be Analyzed

¢ The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts
of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site.
e The impacts from the local oil and gas industry on the proposed site need to be analyzed.

Seismic Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated

e Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic activity in the area, there is no
analysis of what many 3.0-4.0 fracking-induced earthquakes will have on the buried casks.

Impacts Of Future Railroads And Electric Lines Must Be Analyzed
e The railroads and electric lines are not in place, but must be analyzed.

How many of the estimated 135 jobs will go to locals and how many are only temporary?

e The total number of annual workers at the site could total as many as 135 when short-term,
construction jobs are combined with the operating workforce. How many of these jobs will
create long-term careers for local communities? How many jobs and careers will benefit
local residents?

Sincerely,
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May Ma

Office of Administration

Mail Stop: TWFN-7- A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555- 0001

RE: Docket IDD NRC-2018-0052; Holtec International’s HI-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility

Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am extremely concerned about the Consolidated Interim Storage (CIS) facility proposed by
Holtec International to store up to 100,000 metric tons of high-level radioactive waste in southeast
New Mexico. I respectfully submit the following comments regarding the proposal itself and the
scope of the Environmental Review and analysis for the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

I am submitting these comments because I do not consent to New Mexico becoming a national
dumping ground for “spent fuel” from every nuclear reactor in the country. I do not consent to
transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radioactive waste through communities nationwide. I
do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or the health of our people,
plants, wildlife, and livestock. I do not consent to endangering present and future generations.

I formally request additional Public Scoping Meetings for other communities throughout the
United States (U.S.) that will be impacted by the transport of these waste canisters.

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To Current Law
* Current law only allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take title to commercial spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository” or at a DOE-owned and
operated monitored retrievable storage facility. The Holtec site meets neither requirement,
as it is a private facility.

Holtec Must Remove Copyrights And All Redactions In The Environmental Report (ER)
* NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restrictions and has

no redactions. It 15 impossible to make recommendations on the scope of analyses of these
redacted areas of the ER for the EIS.

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed
* The ER is incomplete because it does not analyze the impacts of the spent fuel being left at
the Holtec site indefinitely. The EIS needs to include an analysis of the impacts of
permanent storage should the CIS facility become a de facto permanent waste site.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
* The high-level radioactive waste is too dangerous to move and can remain on site for many
more years. It should not be moved until all alternatives are analyzed, including keeping
the waste where it is in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the reactor
sites or at suitable locations as close to the reactors as possible to minimize transport risks.
* The alternative of consolidated storage at an existing licensed Independent Spent Fuel
Storage Facility (ISFSI) must also be analyzed.

All Transportation Routes And Risks Must Be Analyzed
e The EIS must include all possible transportation routes and study the potential impacts
from accidents, terrorism incidents, and how new rail lines or roads for waste shipments
will impact public health, environment, water sources, flora, fauna (especially any
endangered species), and occupational safety along these routes.



The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed
* Terms like “collective dose risk™ and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual.
*  All possible human exposures from routine and accidental radioactive releases during
transport and at the site must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near
waste on occasion and workers who are transporting or working at the CIS site long-term.

Cracked And Leaking Canisters Must Be Addressed
* The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site. The EIS must
include how cracked and leaking canisters will be handled onsite and during transport and
analyze possible environmental impacts if leaks or spills occur from cracked canisters.

More Cumulative Impacts Must Be Analyzed
° The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts
of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site.
* The impacts from WIPP and possible impacts from and to the local oil and gas industries
need to be analyzed and included in the EIS.

Seismic Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated
* Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic activity in the area, there is no
analysis of what fracking-induced earthquakes will have on the buried casks. These impacts
need to be analyzed and included in the EIS.

Future Electrical Transmission Lines And Other Infrastructure Must Be Analyzed
» Impacts from new electrical lines, surface and subsurface projects must be included in EIS.

Economic Impacts Must Be Analyzed For The Different Phases Of The Project
* The economic impacts must be studied and clearly state any positive or negative impacts
from this site: initially, after construction is complete, and throughout the whole 120 years.
* How many jobs will be created? How many are only temporary and how many are
permanent? How may will go to local residents?

A Thorough Environmental Justice (EJ) Analysis Must Be Included In The EIS
e Impacts to EJ communities near the site and along transport routes must be studied,
including but not limited to economic and health impacts that are specific to lower income
and people of color communities. For indigenous populations located near the site or along
transport routes, this EJ analysis must include impacts to culturally important natural
resources, such as: sacred places, traditional food sources, and traditional medical plants.

Sincerely,

Signature
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May Ma

Office of Administration

Mail Stop: TWEFN-7— A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555- 0001

RE: Docket ID NRC-2018-0052; Holtec International’s HI-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility

Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I respectfully submit these scoping comments on the Holtec Environmental Report (ER) to bring
up to 100,000 metric tons of spent fuel, high-level radioactive waste, from nuclear reactors around
the country to southeast New Mexico. I am submitting the following comments because I do not
consent to New Mexico becoming a national radioactive waste dumping ground. I do not consent
to transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radioactive waste through thousands of
communities nationwide. I do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or
the health of plants, wildlife, and livestock. I do not consent to endangering present and future
generations.

I formally request a 60-day Extension Of Time For This Comment Period. A 60-day comment
period places an undue burden on the public to respond to this 543-page technical document. I
formally request additional Public Scoping Meetings for other communities in New Mexico and
nationwide that will be impacted by the transport and that any additional meetings have time for
the public to make verbal comments to those present.

A thorough Environmental Justice analysis must be complete to consider all possible future
impacts from this facility to the local communities and those along transport routes, including but
not limited to: economic and health impacts. I also request proper Tribal Consultation for any
affected indigenous nations whose people, cultural resources, or sacred places may adversely
impacted at the site and along transportation routes.

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To Current Law
e Current law only allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take title to commercial spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository” or at a DOE-owned and
operated monitored retrievable storage facility. The Holtec site meets neither requirement,
as it is a private facility.

Holtec Must Remove Copyrights And All Redactions in the Environmental Report

e NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restriction and has
no redactions.

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed
e The Environmental Report (ER) is inadequate and incomplete because it does not analyze
the impacts of the spent fuel being left at the Holtec site indefinitely.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
e Keeping the spent fuel casks in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the
reactor sites must be analyzed.
o The alternative of consolidated storage being done at an existing licensed Independent
Spent Fuel Storage Facility (ISFSI) must be analyzed.
o The waste can and should remain on site for many more years and does not need to move
until thorough analyses of alternatives are complete.



The Environmental Report inadequately discusses the transportation Risks
e This ER must include all transportation routes and the potential impacts of accidents or
terrorism incidents on public health and safety along all the routes.

s The ER is incomplete because it does not discuss how rail shipments from reactors without
rail access would be accomplished and the risks and impacts of such shipments.

The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed
e Terms like “collective dose risk” and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual.
o All possible exposures to humans from routine releases from transport casks and site
storage must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near waste canisters on
occasion and workers who are transporting or working at the site long-term.

Cracked And Leaking Canisters Must Be Addressed
e The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site.

More Cumulative Impacts Must Be Analyzed

e The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts
of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site.

e The impacts from the local oil and gas industry on the proposed site need to be analyzed.

Seismic Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated
o Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic activity in the area, there is no
analysis of what many 3.0-4.0 fracking-induced earthquakes will have on the buried casks.

Impacts Of Future Railroads And Electric Lines Must Be Analyzed
o The railroads and electric lines are not in place, but must be analyzed.

How many of the estimated 135 jobs will go to locals and how many are only temporary?

e The total number of annual workers at the site could total as many as 135 when short-term,
construction jobs are combined with the operating workforce. How many of these jobs will
create long-term careers for local communities? How many jobs and careers will benefit
local residents?

Sincerely, %j
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May Ma

Office of Administration

Mail Stop: TWFN-7- A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555- 0001

RE: Docket ID NRC-2018-0052; Holtec International’s HI-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility

Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I respectfully submit these scoping comments on the Holtec Environmental Report (ER) to bring
up to 100,000 metric tons of spent fuel, high-level radioactive waste, from nuclear reactors around
the country to southeast New Mexico. I am submitting the following comments because I do not
consent to New Mexico becoming a national radioactive waste dumping ground. I do not consent
to transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radioactive waste through thousands of
communities nationwide. I do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or
the health of plants, wildlife, and livestock. I do not consent to endangering present and future
generations.

I formally request a 60-day Extension Of Time For This Comment Period. A 60-day comment
period places an undue burden on the public to respond to this 543-page technical document. I
formally request additional Public Scoping Meetings for other communities in New Mexico and
nationwide that will be impacted by the transport and that any additional meetings have time for
the public to make verbal comments to those present.

A thorough Environmental Justice analysis must be complete to consider all possible future
impacts from this facility to the local communities and those along transport routes, including but
not limited to: economic and health impacts. I also request proper Tribal Consultation for any
affected indigenous nations whose people, cultural resources, or sacred places may adversely
impacted at the site and along transportation routes.

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To Current Law
e Current law only allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take title to commercial spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository” or at a DOE-owned and
operated monitored retrievable storage facility. The Holtec site meets neither requirement,
as it is a private facility.

Holtec Must Remove Copyrights And All Redactions in the Environmental Report
¢ NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restriction and has
no redactions.

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed
¢ The Environmental Report (ER) is inadequate and incomplete because it does not analyze
the impacts of the spent fuel being left at the Holtec site indefinitely.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
o Keeping the spent fuel casks in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the
reactor sites must be analyzed.
e The alternative of consolidated storage being done at an existing licensed Independent
Spent Fuel Storage Facility (ISFST) must be analyzed.
e The waste can and should remain on site for many more years and does not need to move
until thorough analyses of alternatives are complete.



The Environmental Report inadequately discusses the transportation Risks
e This ER must include all transportation routes and the potential impacts of accidents or
terrorism incidents on public health and safety along all the routes.
e The ER is incomplete because it does not discuss how rail shipments from reactors without
rail access would be accomplished and the risks and impacts of such shipments.

The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed
e Terms like “collective dose risk” and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual.
o All possible exposures to humans from routine releases from transport casks and site
storage must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near waste canisters on
occasion and workers who are transporting or working at the site long-term.

Cracked And Leaking Canisters Must Be Addressed
o The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site.

More Cumulative Impacts Must Be Analyzed
e The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts
of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site.
o The impacts from the local oil and gas industry on the proposed site need to be analyzed.

Seismic Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated
o Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic activity in the area, there is no
analysis of what many 3.0-4.0 fracking-induced earthquakes will have on the buried casks.

Impacts Of Future Railroads And Electric Lines Must Be Analyzed
e The railroads and electric lines are not in place, but must be analyzed.

How many of the estimated 135 jobs will go to locals and how many are only temporary?

e The total number of annual workers at the site could total as many as 135 when short-term,
construction jobs are combined with the operating workforce. How many of these jobs will
create long-term careers for local communities? How many jobs and careers will benefit
local residents?

Sincerely,

Signature
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May Ma

Office of Administration

Mail Stop: TWEN-7— A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555 0001

RE: Docket ID NRC~2018-0052; Holtec International’s HI-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility

Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am extremely concerned about the Consolidated Interim Storage (CIS) facility proposed by
Holtec International to store up to 100,000 metric tons of high-level radioactive waste in southeast
New Mexico. I respectfully submit the following comments regarding the proposal itself and the
scope of the Environmental Review and analysis for the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

I am submuitting these comments because I do not consent to New Mexico becoming a national
dumping ground for “spent fuel” from every nuclear reactor in the country. I do not consent to
transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radioactive waste through communities nationwide. I
do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or the health of our people,
plants, wildlife, and livestock. I do not consent to endangering present and future generations.

I formally request additional Public Scoping Meetings for other communities throughout the
United States (U.S.) that will be impacted by the transport of these waste canisters.

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To Current Law
* Current law only allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take title to commercial spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository™ or at a DOE-owned and
operated monitored retrievable storage facility. The Holtec site meets neither requirement,
as it is a private facility.

Holtec Must Remove Copyrights And All Redactions In The Environmental Report (ER)
* NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restrictions and has

no redactions. It is impossible to make recommendations on the scope of analyses of these
redacted areas of the ER for the EIS.

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed
* The ER is incomplete because it does not analyze the impacts of the spent fuel being left at
the Holtec site indefinitely. The EIS needs to include an analysis of the impacts of
pefmanent storage should the CIS facility become a de facto permanent waste site.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
* = The high-level radioactive waste is too dangerous to move and can remain on site for many
more years. It should not be moved until all alternatives are analyzed, including keeping
the waste where it is in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the reactor
sites or at suitable locations as close to the reactors as possible to minimize transport risks.
* The alternative of consolidated storage at an existing licensed Independent Spent Fuel
Storage Facility (ISFSI) must also be analyzed.

All Transportation Routes And Risks Must Be Analyzed
* The EIS must include all possible transportation routes and study the potential impacts
from accidents, terrorism incidents, and how new rail lines or roads for waste shipments
will impact public health, environment, water sources, flora, fauna (especially any
endangered species), and occupational safety along these routes.



The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed
* Terms like “collective dose risk™ and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual.
* All possible human exposures from routine and accidental radioactive releases during
transport and at the site must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near
waste on occasion and workers who are transporting or working at the CIS site long-term.

Cracked And Leaking Canisters Must Be Addressed
* The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site. The ELS must
include how cracked and leaking canisters will be handled onsite and during transport and
analyze possible environmental impacts if leaks or spills occur from cracked canisters.

More Cumulative Impacts Must Be Analyzed
* The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts
of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site.
* The impacts from WIPP and possible impacts from and to the local oil and gas industries
need to be analyzed and included in the EIS.

Seismic Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated
* Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic activity in the area, there is no
analysis of what fracking-induced earthquakes will have on the buried casks. These impacts
need to be analyzed and included in the EIS.

Future Electrical Transmission Lines and Plumbing Infrastructure Must Be Analyzed
¢ Impacts from new electrical lines and plumbing must be included in EIS.

Economic Impacts Must Be Analyzed For The Different Phases Of The Project
* The economic impacts must be studied and clearly state any positive or negative impacts
from this site: initially, after construction is complete, and throughout the whole 120 years.
* How many jobs will be created? How many are only temporary and how many are
permanent? How may will go to local residents?

A Thorough Environmental Justice (EJ) Analysis Must Be Included In The EIS
* Impacts to EJ communities near the site and along transport routes must be studied,
including but not limited to economic and health impacts that are specific to lower income
and people of color communities. For indigenous populations located near the site or along
transport routes, this EJ analysis must include impacts to culturally important natural
resources, such as: sacred places, traditional food sources, and traditional medical plants.

Sincerely,
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May Ma

Office of Administration

Mail Stop: TWEN-7—- A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555- 0001

RE: Docket ID NRC-2018~0052; Holtec International’s HI-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility

Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am extremely concerned about the Consolidated Interim Storage (CIS) facility proposed by
Holtec International to store up to 100,000 metric tons of high-level radicactive waste in southeast
New Mexico. I respectfully submit the following comments regarding the proposal itself and the
scope of the Environmental Review and analysis for the Environmental Impact Statement (ELS).

I am submitting these comments because I do not consent to New Mexico becoming a national
dumping ground for “spent fuel” from every nuclear reactor in the country. I do not consent to
transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radioactive waste through communities nationwide. I
do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or the health of our people,
plants, wildlife, and livestock. I do not consent to endangering present and future generations.

I formally request additional Public Scoping Meetings for other communities throughout the
United States (U.S.) that will be impacted by the transport of these waste canisters.

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To Current Law
* Current law only allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take title to commercial spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository” or at a DOE-owned and
operated monitored retrievable storage facility. The Holtec site meets neither requirement,
as it Is a private facility.

Holtec Must Remove Copyrights And All Redactions In The Environmental Report (ER)
*  NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restrictions and has

no redactions. It is impossible to make recommendations on the scope of analyses of these
redacted areas of the ER for the EIS.

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed
* The ER is incomplete because it does not analyze the impacts of the spent fuel being left at
the Holtec site indefinitely. The EIS needs to include an analysis of the impacts of
permanent storage should the CIS facility become a de facto permanent waste site.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
* - The high-level radioactive waste is too dangerous to move and can remain on site for many
more years. It should not be moved until all alternatives are analyzed, including keeping
the waste where it is in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the reactor
sites or at suitable locations as close to the reactors as possible to minimize transport risks.
* The alternative of consolidated storage at an existing licensed Independent Spent Fuel
Storage Facility (ISFST) must also be analyzed.

All Transportation Routes And Risks Must Be Analyzed
* The EIS must include all possible transportation routes and study the potential impacts
from accidents, terrorism incidents, and how new rail lines or roads for waste shipments
will impact public health, environment, water sources, flora, fauna (especially any
endangered species), and occupational safety along these routes.



The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed
e Terms like “collective dose risk” and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual.
*  All possible human exposures from routine and accidental radioactive releases during
transport and at the site must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near
waste on occasion and workers who are transporting or working at the CIS site long-term.

Cracked And Leaking Canisters Must Be Addressed
» The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site. The EIS must
include how cracked and leaking canisters will be handled onsite and during transport and
analyze possible environmental impacts if leaks or spills occur from cracked canisters.

More Cumulative Impacts Must Be Analyzed
* The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts
of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site.
* The impacts from WIPP and possible impacts from and to the local oil and gas industries
need to be analyzed and included in the EIS.

Seismic Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated
«  Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic activity in the area, there is no
analysis of what fracking-induced earthquakes will have on the buried casks. These impacts
need to be analyzed and included in the EIS.

Future Electrical Transmission Lines and Plumbing Infrastructure Must Be Analyzed
» Impacts from new electrical lines and plumbing must be included in EIS.

Economic Impacts Must Be Analyzed For The Different Phases Of The Project
* The economic impacts must be studied and clearly state any positive or negative impacts
from this site: initially, after construction is complete, and throughout the whole 120 years.

*  How many jobs will be created? How many are only temporary and how many are
permanent? How may will go to local residents?

A Thorough Environmental Justice (EJ) Analysis Must Be Included In The EIS
 Impacts to EJ communities near the site and along transport routes must be studied,
including but not limited to economic and health impacts that are specific to lower income
and people of color communities. For indigenous populations located near the site or along
transport routes, this EJ analysis must include impacts to culturally important natural
resources, such as: sacred places, traditional food sources, and traditional medical plants.

Sincerely,
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May Ma

Office of Administration

Mail Stop: TWFN-7— A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555— 0001

RE: Docket Il NRC-2018-0052; Holtec International’s HI-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility

Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I respectfully submit these scoping comments on the Holtec Environmental Report (ER) to bring
up to 100,000 metric tons of spent fuel, high-level radioactive waste, from nuclear reactors around
the country to southeast New Mexico. I am submitting the following comments because I do not
consent to New Mexico becoming a national radicactive waste dumping ground. I do not consent
to transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radioactive waste through thousands of
communities nationwide. [ do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or
the health of plants, wildlife, and livestock. I do not consent to endangering present and future
generations.

I formally request a 60-day Extension Of Time For This Comment Period. A 60-day comment
period places an undue burden on the public to respond to this 543-page technical document. I
formally request additional Public Scoping Meetings for other communities in New Mexico and
nationwide that will be impacted by the transport and that any additional meetings have time for
the public to make verbal comments to those present.

A thorough Environmental Justice analysis must be complete to consider all possible future
impacts from this facility to the local communities and those along transport routes, including but
not limited to: economic and health impacts. I also request proper Tribal Consultation for any
affected indigenous nations whose people, cultural resources, or sacred places may adversely
impacted at the site and along transportation routes.

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To Current Law
* Current law only allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take title to commercial spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository” or at a DOE-owned and
operated monitored retrievable storage facility. The Holtec site meets neither requirement,
as 1t 1s a private facility.

Holtec Must Remove Copyrights And All Redactions in the Environmental Report
¢ NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restriction and has
no redactions.

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed
* The Environmental Report (ER) is inadequate and incomplete because it does not analyze
the mmpacts of the spent fuel being left at the Holtec site indefinitely.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
* Keeping the spent fuel casks in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the
reactor sites must be analyzed.
° The alternative of consolidated storage being done at an existing licensed Independent
Spent Fuel Storage Facility (ISFSI) must be analyzed.
» The waste can and should remain on site for many more years and does not need to move
until thorough analyses of alternatives are complete.



The Environmental Report inadequately discusses the transportation Risks
* This ER must include all transportation routes and the potential impacts of accidents or
terrorism incidents on public health and safety along all the routes.

» The ER is incomplete because it does not discuss how rail shipments from reactors without
rail access would be accomplished and the risks and impacts of such shipments.

The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed
«  Terms like “collective dose risk” and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual.
»  All possible exposures to humans from routine releases from transport casks and site
storage must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near waste canisters on
occasion and workers who are transporting or working at the site long-term.

Cracked And Leaking Canisters Must Be Addressed

¢ The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site.

More Cumulative Impacts Must Be Analyzed
* The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts
of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site.
* The impacts from the local oil and gas industry on the proposed site need to be analyzed.

Seismic Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated
* Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic activity in the area, there is no
analysis of what many 3.0-4.0 fracking-induced earthquakes will have on the buried casks.

Impacts Of Future Railroads And Electric Lines Must Be Analyzed
*  The railroads and electric lines are not in place, but must be analyzed.

How many of the estimated 135 jobs will go to locals and how many are only temporary?

e The total number of annual workers at the site could total as many as 135 when short-term,
construction jobs are combined with the operating workforce. How many of these jobs will
create long-term careers for local communities? How many jobs and careers will benefit
local residents?

Sincerely,
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May Ma

Office of Administration

Mail Stop: TWFN-7— A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555- 0001

RE: Docket 1D NRC-2018-0052; Holtec International’s HI-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility

Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I respectfully submit these scoping comments on the Holtec Environmental Report (ER) to bring
up to 100,000 metric tons of spent fuel, high-level radioactive waste, from nuclear reactors around
the country to southeast New Mexico. [ am submitting the following comments because | do not
consent to New Mexico becoming a national radioactive waste dumping ground. [ do not consent
to transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radioactive waste through thousands of
communities nationwide. I do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or
the health of plants, wildlife, and livestock. I do not consent to endangering present and future
generations.

I formally request a 60-day Extension Of Time For This Comment Period. A 60-day comment
period places an undue burden on the public to respond to this 543-page technical document. I
formally request additional Public Scoping Meetings for other communities in New Mexico and
nationwide that will be impacted by the transport and that any additional meetings have time for
the public to make verbal comments to those present.

A thorough Environmental Justice analysis must be complete to consider all possible future
impacts from this facility to the local communities and those along transport routes, including but
not limited to: economic and health impacts. I also request proper Tribal Consultation for any
affected indigenous nations whose people, cultural resources, or sacred places may adversely
impacted at the site and along transportation routes.

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To Current Law
* Current law only allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take title to commercial spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository” or at a DOE-owned and
operated monitored retrievable storage facility. The Holtec site meets neither requirement,
as it is a private facility.

Holtec Must Remove Copyrights And All Redactions in the Environmental Report
* NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restriction and has
no redactions.

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed

° The Environmental Report (ER) is inadequate and incomplete because it does not analyze
the impacts of the spent fuel being left at the Holtec site indefinitely.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
¢ Keeping the spent fuel casks in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the
reactor sites must be analyzed.
* The alternative of consolidated storage being done at an existing licensed Independent
Spent Fuel Storage Facility (ISFSI) must be analyzed.
¢  The waste can and should remain on site for many more years and does not need to move
until thorough analyses of alternatives are complete.



The Environmental Report inadequately discusses the transportation Risks

* This ER must include all transportation routes and the potential impacts of accidents or
terrorism incidents on public health and safety along all the routes.

* The ER is incomplete because it does not discuss how rail shipments from reactors without
rail access would be accomplished and the risks and impacts of such shipments.

The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed

* Terms like “collective dose risk” and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual.

* All possible exposures to humans from routine releases from transport casks and site
storage must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near waste canisters on
occasion and workers who are transporting or working at the site long-term,

Cracked And Leaking Canisters Must Be Addressed

* The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site.

More Cumulative Impacts Must Be Analyzed

* The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts
of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site.

* The impacts from the local oil and gas industry on the proposed site need to be analyzed.

Seismic Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated

* Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic activity in the area, there is no
analysis of what many 3.0-4.0 fracking-induced earthquakes will have on the buried casks.

Impacts Of Future Railroads And Electric Lines Must Be Analyzed
* The railroads and electric lines are not in place, but must be analyzed.

How many of the estimated 135 jobs will go to locals and how many are only temporary?

* The total number of annual workers at the site could total as many as 135 when short-term,
construction jobs are combined with the operating workforce. How many of these jobs will
create long-term careers for local communities? How many jobs and careers will benefit
local residents?

Sincerely
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May Ma

--Office of Admlmstratlon

Mail Stop: TWEN~7— A60M

U.8. Nuclear Regulatory. Commission ... : ...
Washmgton,sDC 20555- 0001 _

RE Docket D NRC—2018—0052 Holtec Internatiqnal’ HI—-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility

Ty

Nuclear Regulatory Comrnrssron B

I. arn extremely concerned about the Consohdated Intenm Storage (CIS) facrhty pr0posed by
I—Ioltec International to, store up to, 100,000 metric tons of high-level radioactive waste in southeast
New Mexico. I respectfully submit the following comments regarding the proposal itself and the
scope of the Envrronmental Rev1ew and analysrs for the Envrronrnental Impact Statement (BIS)

I am submntmg these comments because I do not consent to-New Mex1co becormng a national
dumping ground for “spent fuel” from every, nuclear reactor. in the country. I do not consent to
transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radroactlve waste through commumtres natronwrde |
do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or the health of our people,
plants, wildlife, and 11vestock I do not consent to endangering present and future generatrons

- I formally request addltlonal Pubhc Scopmg Meetrngs for other commumtles throughout the
United States (U.S.) that will be impacted by the transport of these waste camsters

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To CurrentLaw . SR 3 :

* Current law only.allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take t1t1e to commercral spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository” or at a DOE-owned and
operated momtored retnevable storage facﬂlty The Holtec srte meets neither reqmrement

" asitisa prrvate facrhty

Holtec Must Remove Copyrlghts And All Redactrons In The Enwronmentai Report (ER)
* NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restrictions and has
no redactions. It is impossible to make recommendatzons on the scope of analyses of these
redacted areas of the ER for the EIS

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed ;
- The ER is mcomplete because it does not analyze the impacts of the spent fuel being left at
.the Holtec site:indefinitely. The EIS needs to include an analysis. of the impacts of
- perrnanent.storage should the CIS facility. become a de facto permanent waste site.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
* The high-level radioactive waste is too dangerous to move and can remain on site for many
more years. It should not be moved until all alternatives are analyzed, including keeping
the waste where it is in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the reactor
sites or at suitable locations as close to the reactors as possible to minimize transport risks.
* The alternative of consolidated storage at an existing licensed Independent Spent Fuel
Storage Facility (ISFSI) must also be analyzed.

All Transportation Routes And Risks Must Be Analyzed
* The EIS must include all possible transportation routes and study the potential impacts
from accidents, terrorism incidents, and how new rail lines or roads for waste shipments
will impact public-health, environment, water sources, flora, fauna (especially any
endangered species), and occupational safety along these routes.



The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed
* Terms like “collective dose risk” and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual.
~*  All possible human exposures from routine and accidental radioactive releases dunng
transport and at the site must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near
waste on occasion and Workers who are transportlng or working at the CIS site 1ong-term

Cracked And Leaklng Camsters Must Be Addressed
* The ER does not analyze exaetly how radioactive waste from a cracked,and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site. The EIS must
include how cracked and: leaking canisters will be handled orisite and during transport and
o analyze p0551b1e envn'onmental 1n1pacts 1f leaks or spﬂls occur from cracked carnsters

More Cumulatwe Impacts Must Be Analyzed
* The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts
of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site. '
' The impacts from ‘WIPP and possible: 1mpacts from and to the local 011 and gas mdustnes
' need to be’ analyzed and mcluded in the EIS

Selsmlc Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated Cot =
* Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic aetmty in the area, there is no
* “analysis‘of what frackmg—mduced earthquakes will have on the buned casks. These 1mpacts
need to be’ analyzed ‘and included in the EIS.

Future Electrical Transmission Lines And Other Infrastructure:Must Be Analyzed -
+ -+ Impacts from new electrical lines, surface and subsurface projects must be included in EIS.

Economlc Impacts Must Be Analyzed For The leferent Phases Of The Pro;ect h
* The economic impacts must be studied and clearly state any posn:lve or nega’nve impacts
from this site: initially, after construction is complete, and throughout the whole 120 years.
* ‘How many jobs will be created?How many are only temporary and how many are
pennanent‘? How may will go to local residents? . -

A Thorough Env1ronmental Justice (EJ) Analysns Must Be Ineluded In The EIS
» Impacts to EJ communities near the site and along transport routes must be studied,
including but not limited to economic-and health impacts that-are specific to lower income
- and people of color communities. Forindigenous populations located near the site or along
transport routes, this EJ analysis must include impacts to culturally important natural
resources, such as: sacred plaees,-traditibnal food sources, and traditional medical plants.
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May Ma

Office of Administration

Mail Stop: TWFN--7— A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555- 0001

RE: Docket ID NRC-2018-0052; Holtec International’s HI-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility

Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am extremely concerned about the Consolidated Interim Storage (CIS) facility proposed by
Holtec International to store up to 100,000 metric tons of high-level radioactive waste in southeast
New Mexico. I respectfully submit the following comments regarding the proposal itself and the
scope of the Environmental Review and analysis for the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

I am submitting these comments because [ do not consent to New Mexico becoming a national
dumping ground for “spent fuel” from every nuclear reactor in the country. I do not consent to
transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radioactive waste through communities nationwide. 1
do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or the health of our people,
plants, wildlife, and livestock. I do not consent to endangering present and future generations.

I formally request additional Public Scoping Meetings for other communities throughout the
United States (U.S.) that will be impacted by the transport of these waste canisters.

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To Current Law
* Current law only allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take title to commercial spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository” or at a DOE-owned and
operated monitored retrievable storage facility. The Holtec site meets neither requirement,
as it is a private facility.

Holtec Must Remove Copyrights And All Redactions In The Environmental Report (ER)
* NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restrictions and has

no redactions. It is impossible to make recommendations on the scope of analyses of these
redacted areas of the ER for the EIS.

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed
* The ER is incomplete because it does not analyze the impacts of the spent fuel being left at
the Holtec site indefinitely. The EIS needs to include an analysis of the impacts of
permanent storage should the CIS facility become a de facto permanent waste site.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
* The high-level radioactive waste is too dangerous to move and can remain on site for many
more years. It should not be moved until all alternatives are analyzed, including keeping
the waste where it is in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the reactor
sites or at suitable locations as close to the reactors as possible to minimize transport risks.
»  The alternative of consolidated storage at an existing licensed Independent Spent Fuel
Storage Facility (ISFSI) must also be analyzed.

All Transportation Routes And Risks Must Be Analyzed
» The EIS must include all possible transportation routes and study the potential impacts
from accidents, terrorism inctdents, and how new rail lines or roads for waste shipments
will impact public health, environment, water sources, flora, fauna (especially any
endangered species), and occupational safety along these routes.



The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed
*  Terms like “collective dose risk” and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual.
* All possible human exposures from routine and accidental radioactive releases during
transport and at the site must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near
waste on occasion and workers who are transporting or working at the CIS site long-term.

Cracked And Leaking Canisters Must Be Addressed
* The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site. The EIS must
include how cracked and leaking canisters will be handled onsite and during transport and
analyze possible environmental impacts if leaks or spills occur from cracked canisters.

More Cumulative Impacts Must Be Analyzed
* The ER mentions the Waste [solation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts
of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site.
¢ The impacts from WIPP and possible impacts from and to the local oil and gas industries
need to be analyzed and included in the EIS.

Seismic Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated
* Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic activity in the area, there is no
analysis of what fracking-induced earthquakes will have on the buried casks. These impacts
need to be analyzed and included in the EIS.

Future Electrical Transmission Lines And Other Infrastructure Must Be Analyzed
* Impacts from new electrical lines, surface and subsurface projects must be included in EIS.

Economic Impacts Must Be Analyzed For The Different Phases Of The Project
* The economic impacts must be studied and clearly state any positive or negative impacts
from this site: initially, after construction is complete, and throughout the whole 120 years.
*  How many jobs will be created? How many are only temporary and how many are
permanent? How may will go to local residents?

A Thorough Environmental Justice (EJ) Analysis Must Be Included In The EIS
* Impacts to EJ communities near the site and along transport routes must be studied,
including but not limited to economic and health impacts that are specific to lower income
and people of color communities. For indigenous populations located near the site or along
transport routes, this EJ analysis must include impacts to culturally important natural
resources, such as: sacred places, traditional food sources, and traditional medical plants.

Sincerely,
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May Ma

-Office of Admmlstratton

Mail Stop: TWEFN-7—- A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory. Commission ... : .
Washington,:DC 20555- 0001 -

RE Docket 1D NRC—201 8—0052 Holtec Internattonal s HI—«STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facthty

Nuciear Regu;tatory Comxmssxon

I arn extremely concemed about the Consohdated Intenm Storage (CIS) fac1hty pr0posed by
Holtec International to, store up to. 100,000 metric tons of high-level radioactive waste in southeast
New Mexico. I respectft.ﬁly submit the following comments regarding the proposal itself and the
scope of the Env;ronmental Review and analyszs for the Ermronmental Impact Statement (EIS)

I am subrmttmg these comments because 1 do not consent to- New Mex1co ’oecommg a national
dumping ground for “spent fuel” from every. nuciear reactor in the country. I do not consent to
transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly rad1oact1ve waste thxough commumues nat1onmde I
do not consent to the risk of contamination of our Iands aquifers, air, or the health of our people,
plants, wildlife, and 11vestock I do not consent to endangering present and future generauons

I formally request addlttonal Pubhc Scopmg Meetmgs for other connnumttes throughout the
United States (U.S.) that will be impacted by the transport of these waste camsters

This Holtec Proposal Is:Contrary To CurrentLaw - - o =
* Current law only.allows the U.S. Department of Energy:to take t1t1e to commerclal spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository” or at a DOE-owned and
operated morntored retnevable storage fac1111y The Holtec sfce meets ne1ther requirement,
as it 1s a pnvate faclhty ’

Holtec Must Remove Copyrlghts And. All Redactlons In The Env1ronmental Report (ER)
* NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restrictions and has
no redactions. It is impossible to make recommendatlons on the scope of analyses of these
redacted areas of the ER for the EIS '

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed
-« The ER is mcomplete because it does not analyze the impacts of the spent fuel being left at
. the Holtec site.indefinitely. The EIS needs to.include an analysis of the impacts of
. permanent storage should the CIS facility. become a de facto permanent waste site.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
* The high-level radioactive waste is too dangerous to move and can remain on site for many
more years. It should not be moved until all alternatives are analyzed, including keeping
the waste where it is in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the reactor
sites or at suitable locations as close to the reactors as possible to minimize transport risks.
* The alternative of consolidated storage at an existing licensed Independent Spent Fuel
Storage Facility (ISFSI) must also be analyzed.

All Transportation Routes And Risks Must Be Analyzed
* The EIS must include all possible transportation routes and study the potential impacts
from accidents, terrorism incidents, and how new rail lines or roads for waste shipments
will impact public-health, environment, water sources, flora, fauna (especially any
endangered species), and occupational safety along these routes.



The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed
* Terms like “collective dose risk” and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual. s
~» All possible human exposures from routine and accidental radioactive releases’ dunng
transport and at the site must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near
waste on occasion and workers who are transportmg or workmg at the CIS site long-term

Cracked And Leakmg Camsters Must Be Addi'essed
¢ The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked.and leaking .
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site. The EIS must
. include how cracked and‘leaking'canisters will be handled onsite and during transport'and
o 'anaiyze possable envuomnental 1mpacts if Ieaks or SplllS oceur from cracked camsters

i :

More Cumulatlve Impacts Must Be Analyzed TR
* The ER mentlons the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the nnpacts
" of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed‘CIS site.
"The impacts from WIPP and possible: 1mpacts from and to the loeal 011 a.nd gas mdustnes
need to be’ analyzed and mcluded 1n the EIS. .

t s

Selsmlc Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated ' :
. A1t110ugh the ER gives a statement on recent selsmxc act1v1ty in the area, there is no
‘analysis of what frackmg-mduced earthquakes Wwill have on the burled casks. These 1mpacts
need to be analyzed ‘and included in the EIS. '

Future Electrical Transmission Lines And Other InfrastructureMust Be Analyzed -
+ = Impacts from new electrical lines, surface and subsurface projects must be included in EIS.

Economlc Impacts Must, Be Analyzed For The leferent Phases Of The Pro;ect N
« The economic impacts must be studied and clearly state any posmve or negatzve impacts
from this site: initially, after construction is complete, and throughout the whole 120 years.
» How many jobs will be created?How many are only ternporary and how ma.ny are
- permanent? How may .will go to local residents?. - : P

......

A Thorough Env1ronmental Justice (EJ) Analysxs Must Be Included In The EIS
» Impacts to EJ communities near the site and along transport routes must be stud;ed
including but not limited to economic-and health impacts that-are specific to lower income
- and people of color communities. Forindigenous populations located near the site or along
transport routes, this EJ analysis mustrinclude impacts to culturally important natural
resources, such as: sacred places, traditional food sources, and traditional medical plants.

Sincerely,
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May Ma

Office of Administration

Mail Stop: TWFN-7- A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555~ 0001

RE: Docket ID NRC-2018-0052; Holtec International’s HI-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility

Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I respectfully submit these scoping comments on the Holtec Environmental Report (ER) to bring
up to 100,000 metric tons of spent fuel, high-level radioactive waste, from nuclear reactors around
the country to southeast New Mexico. I am submitting the following comments because I do not
consent to New Mexico becoming a national radioactive waste dumping ground. I do not consent
to transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radioactive waste through thousands of
communities nationwide. I do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or
the health of plants, wildlife, and livestock. I do not consent to endangering present and future
generations.

I formally request a 60-day Extension Of Time For This Comment Period. A 60-day comment
period places an undue burden on the public to respond to this 543-page technical document. I
formally request additional Public Scoping Meetings for other communities in New Mexico and
nationwide that will be impacted by the transport and that any additional meetings have time for
the public to make verbal comments to those present.

A thorough Environmental Justice analysis must be complete to consider all possible future
impacts from this facility to the local communities and those along transport routes, including but
not limited to: economic and health impacts. I also request proper Tribal Consultation for any
affected indigenous nations whose people, cultural resources, or sacred places may adversely
impacted at the site and along transportation routes.

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To Current Law
e Current law only allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take title to commercial spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository” or at a DOE-owned and
operated monitored retrievable storage facility. The Holtec site meets neither requirement,
as it is a private facility.

Holtec Must Remove Copyrights And All Redactions in the Environmental Report
e NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restriction and has
no redactions.

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed
e The Environmental Report (ER) is inadequate and incomplete because it does not analyze
the impacts of the spent fuel being left at the Holtec site indefinitely.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
o Keeping the spent fuel casks in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the
reactor sites must be analyzed.
e The alternative of consolidated storage being done at an existing licensed Independent
Spent Fuel Storage Facility (ISFSI) must be analyzed.
e The waste can and should remain on site for many more years and does not need to move
until thorough analyses of alternatives are complete.



The Environmental Report inadequately discusses the transportation Risks
e This ER must include all transportation routes and the potential impacts of accidents or
terrorism incidents on public health and safety along all the routes.

¢ The ER is incomplete because it does not discuss how rail shipments from reactors without
rail access would be accomplished and the risks and impacts of such shipments.

The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed
e Terms like “collective dose risk” and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual.

e All possible exposures to humans from routine releases from transport casks and site
storage must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near waste canisters on
occasion and workers who are transporting or working at the site long-term.

Cracked And Leaking Canisters Must Be Addressed

e The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site.

More Cumulative Impacts Must Be Analyzed

¢ The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts
of aradiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site.

o The impacts from the local o1l and gas industry on the proposed site need to be analyzed.

Seismic Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated
o Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic activity in the area, there is no
analysis of what many 3.0-4.0 fracking-induced earthquakes will have on the buried casks.

Impacts Of Future Railroads And Electric Lines Must Be Analyzed
o The railroads and electric lines are not in place, but must be analyzed.

How many of the estimated 135 jobs will go to locals and how many are only temporary?

s The total number of annual workers at the site could total as many as 135 when short-term,
construction jobs are combined with the operating workforce. How many of these jobs will
create long-term careers for local communities? How many jobs and careers will benefit
local residents?

Sincerely,
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May Ma

.-Office of- Adrrumstratlon

Mail Stop: TWFN-7— A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory. Commission ... . .
Washmgton DC 20555 0001

RE: Docket 1D NRC—2018—0052 Holtec 1nternat1onal’s I—H—STORE Spent Fuel Waste ¥ ac111ty

Nuclear Regulatory Comrmssmn R

I am extremeiy concerned about the Consohdated Intenm Storage (CIS) facrhty proposed by
Holtec Internatronal to, store up to. 100,000 metric tons of high-level radioactive waste.in southeast
New Mexico. I respectfully submit the following comments regarding the proposal itself and the
scope of the Env1ronmental Revrew and ana1y51s for the Enwronmental Impact Statement (EIS)

I am submlttmg these comments because I do not consent to. New Mex1co becomlng a national
dumping ground for “spent fuel” from every. nuclear reactor in the country. I do not consent to
transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radroaotzve waste through communities nationwide. I
do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands aquifers, air, or the health of our people,
plants, wildlife, and hvestock I do not oonsent 1o endangerlng present and future generat:lons

* United States (U S. ) that will be nnpacted by the transport of these waste oamsters

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To CurrentLaw . B o :

* Current law only allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take tltke to cornrnermal spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repos1tory” or at a DOE-owned and
operated momtored retnevable storage facthty The Holtec site meets neither requlrement

‘asit isa prrvate facﬂaty ‘

Holtec Must Remove Copyrlghts And All Redactmns*In The Env1renmental Report (ER)
* NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restrictions and has
no redactions. It is impossible to make recommendatrons on the scope of analyses of these
redacted areas of the ER for the EIS

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed 4
- The ER is incomplete because it does not analyze the impacts of the spent fuel being left at
... the Holtec site:indefinitely. The EIS needs to.include an analysis of the impacts of
+ permanent storage should the CIS facility become a de facto permanent waste site.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
* The high-level radioactive waste is too dangerous to move and can remain on site for many
more years. It should not be moved until all alternatives are analyzed, including keeping
the waste where it is in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the reactor
sites or at suitable locations as close to the reactors as possible to minimize transport risks.
* The alternative of consolidated storage at an existing licensed Independent Spent Fuel
Storage Facility (ISFSI) must also be analyzed.

All Trapsportation Routes And Risks Must Be Analyzed
- The EIS must include all possible transportation routes and study the potential impacts
from accidents, terrorism incidents, and how new rail lines or roads for waste shlprnents
will impact public-health, environment, water sources, flora, fauna (especially any =
endangered species), and occupational safety along these routes.



The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed
* Terms like “collective dose risk” and “person-rem” are used to ignore-the potential impacts
to a single individual. e pol e
¢ All possible human exposures from routine and accidental radioactive releases during
transport and at the site must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near -
waste on occasmn and Workers who are transportmg or workmg at the CIS site long~term

Cracked And Leakmg Camsters Must Be Addressed
* The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site. The EIS must
include how cracked and leaking canisters will be handled onsite dnd during transport'and
A analyze poss1b1e envuonmental 1mpacts 1f leaks or spllls oceur from cracked eamsters

More Cumulatwe Impacts Must Be Anaiyzed
» The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the unpacts
* of a radiologic release from WIPP on ‘the proposed CIS site.
“The impacts from WIPP and possible 1mpacts from and to the local oil and gas mdustnes
‘ need to'be’ analyzed and mcluded in the EIS :

Selsmlc Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated e o
* Although the ER gives a statement on recent selsrmc actlv1ty in the area, there isno
analysis 'of what frackmg—mduced earthquakes will have on the buned casks. These impacts
need to be analyzed and included in the EIS.

Future Electrical Transmission Lines And Other Infrastructure;-Must Be Analyzed - °
+ -+ Impacts from new electrical lines, surface and subsurface projects must be included in EIS.

Eeonomle Impacts Must Be Analyzed For The Different Phases Of The PrOJect o
* The economic impacts must be studied and clearly state any pos1t1ve or neganve impacts
from this site: initially, after construction is complete and throughout the whole 120 years.
* ‘Howmany jobs will be created?How many are only temporary and how many are -
permanent? How may will go to local residents?- :

A Thorough Envnronmental Just:ce (EJ) Analys1s Must Be Included Tn The EIS
* Impacts to EJ communities near the site and along transport routes must be studied,
including but not limited to economic and health impacts that-are specific to lower incorne
- and people.of color communities. For indigenous populations located near the site or along
transport routes, this EJ analysis must include impacts to culturally important natural
resources, suchas: sacred places, traditional food sources, and traditional medical plants.

Sincerely,
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May Ma

Office of Administration

Mail Stop: TWFN-~7- A60M

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555- 0001

RE: Docket ID NRC-2018-0052; Holtec International’s HI-STORE Spent Fuel Waste Facility

Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am extremely concerned about the Consolidated Interim Storage (CIS) facility proposed by
Holtec International to store up to 100,000 metric tons of high-level radioactive waste in southeast
New Mexico. I respectfully submit the following comments regarding the proposal itself and the
scope of the Environmental Review and analysis for the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

I am submitting these comments because I do not consent to New Mexico becoming a national
dumping ground for “spent fuel” from every nuclear reactor in the country. I do not consent to
transporting up to 10,000 canisters of highly radioactive waste through communities nationwide. I
do not consent to the risk of contamination of our lands, aquifers, air, or the health of our people,
plants, wildlife, and livestock. I do not consent to endangering present and future generations.

I formally request additional Public Scoping Meetings for other communities throughout the
United States (U.S.) that will be impacted by the transport of these waste canisters.

This Holtec Proposal Is Contrary To Current Law
e Current law only allows the U.S. Department of Energy to take title to commercial spent
fuel “following commencement of operation of a repository” or at a DOE-owned and
operated monitored retrievable storage facility. The Holtec site meets neither requirement,
as it 1s a private facility.

Holtec Must Remove Copyrights And All Redactions In The Environmental Report (ER)
¢ NRC must require Holtec to produce an ER that has no such copyright restrictions and has

no redactions. It is impossible to make recommendations on the scope of analyses of these
redacted areas of the ER for the EIS.

The Impacts Of Permanent Storage Must Be Analyzed
¢ The ER is incomplete because it does not analyze the impacts of the spent fuel being left at
the Holtec site indefinitely. The EIS needs to include an analysis of the impacts of
permanent storage should the CIS facility become a de facto permanent waste site.

More Alternatives Must Be Analyzed
e The high-level radioactive waste is too dangerous to move and can rentain on site for many
more years. It should not be moved until all alternatives are analyzed, including keeping
the waste where it is in some form of Hardened On Site Storage (HOSS) on the reactor
sites or at suitable locations as close to the reactors as possible to minimize transport risks.
e The alternative of consolidated storage at an existing licensed Independent Spent Fuel
Storage Facility (ISFSI) must also be analyzed.

All Transportation Routes And Risks Must Be Analyzed
e The EIS must include all possible transportation routes and study the potential impacts
from accidents, terrorism incidents, and how new rail lines or roads for waste shipments
will impact public health, environment, water sources, flora, fauna (especially any
endangered species), and occupational safety along these routes.



The Consequences To An Accident-Exposed Individual Must Be Analyzed
o Terms like “collective dose risk™ and “person-rem” are used to ignore the potential impacts
to a single individual.
e All possible human exposures from routine and accidental radioactive releases during
transport and at the site must be clearly defined in plain language, for individuals near
waste on occasion and workers who are transporting or working at the CIS site long-term.

Cracked And Leaking Canisters Must Be Addressed
e The ER does not analyze exactly how radioactive waste from a cracked and leaking
canister would be handled, since there is no wet pool or hot cell at the site. The EIS must
include how cracked and leaking canisters will be handled onsite and during transport and
analyze possible environmental impacts if leaks or spills occur from cracked canisters.

More Cumulative Impacts Must Be Analyzed

e The ER mentions the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) but does not analyze the impacts
of a radiologic release from WIPP on the proposed CIS site.

e The impacts from WIPP and possible impacts from and to the local oil and gas industries
need to be analyzed and included in the EIS.

Seismic Impacts On Stored Casks Must Be Stated

e Although the ER gives a statement on recent seismic activity in the area, there is no
analysis of what fracking-induced earthquakes will have on the buried casks. These impacts
need to be analyzed and included in the EIS.

Future Electrical Transmission Lines And Other Infrastructure Must Be Analyzed
e Impacts from new electrical lines, surface and subsurface projects must be included in EIS.

Economic Impacts Must Be Analyzed For The Different Phases Of The Project
e The economic impacts must be studied and clearly state any positive or negative impacts
from this site: initially, after construction is complete, and throughout the whole 120 years.
e How many jobs will be created? How many are only temporary and how many are
permanent? How may will go to local residents?

A Thorough Environmental Justice (EJ) Analysis Must Be Included In The EIS
o Impacts to EJ communities near the site and along transport routes must be studied,
including but not limited to econormic and health impacts that are specific to lower income
and people of color communities. For indigenous populations located near the site or along
transport routes, this EJ analysis must include impacts to culturally important natural
resources, such as: sacred places, traditional food sources, and traditional medical plants.

Sincerely,
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