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Holtec-CISFEISCEm Resource

From: Joan Brown,osf <joankansas@swcp.com>
Sent: Monday, July 30, 2018 11:45 AM
To: Holtec-CISFEIS Resource; joan m brown
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC- 2018-0052
Attachments: general public holtec letter comments may 2018.docx

Please see attached comments.  Thank you, Joan Brown,osf 
 
--  
 
Joan Brown,osf 
Executive Director 
New Mexico Interfaith Power and Light (NMIPL) 
 
New Mexico Interfaith Power and Light 
PO Box 27162 
Albuquerque, NM  87125 
505-266-6966   www.nm-ipl.org   info@nm-ipl.org 
 
1004 Major Ave. NW. 
Albuquerque, NM  87107 
joanbrown@nm-ipl.org 
 
“There is no inner world without the outer world.” Thomas Berry, Author of The Great Work 
 
 
 
--- 
This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
https://www.avast.com/antivirus 
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July, 2018 
 
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 CIS Facility for Spent Nuclear Fuel, Lea County, New Mexico  
 
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. 
 
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.  

 
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 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 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 inadequate and 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. 

 
Cracked And Leaking Casks Must Be Addressed 

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

 
Impacts Of Future Railroads And Electric Lines Must Be Analyzed 

• The railroads and electric lines are not in place, but must 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.  

 
Sincerely,  
 
Sr. Mary Carol Zabinskeus, osf, Colorado Springs, Colorado 
Martha Crowley, Denver, Colorado 
Patricia McCormick, sl,  Denver, Colorado 
Patrick Buckley,  Denver, Colorado 
Sister Judith Schaeffer, Colorado Springs, Colorado 
Betsie Weil, Chicago, Illinois 



Julia Harmon, Colorado Springs, Colorado 
Paul Wickelson, Salt Lake City, Utah 
Mary Sprunger Froese, Colorado Springs, CO 
Virginia Sulzman, Centennial, Colorado 
Esther Kisamore, Colorado Springs, CO 
Crystal Cravens, Colorado Springs, CO 
Matt Meyer, Brooklyn, NY 
Laura Betheymots, Colorado Springs, CO 
Stephen Weil, Chicago, Ill 
Zachariah Chapman, Colorado Springs, CO 
Peter Sprunger-Froese, Colorado Springs, CO 
Amy Zimbelman, Colorado Springs, CO 
Chuck Hosking, Albuquerque, NM 
Jacob Twersky, Colorado Springs, CO 
Matt Eimelman, Colorado Springs, CO 
Stephen Hanne, Colorado Springs, CO 
Dawd Salaam, Fountain, CO 
Barak Ben-Amots, Manitou Springs, CO 
Jan Handke, Colorado Springs, CO 
Furiz Lobib, Mintou Springs, CO 
Dorothy Schlaeger, Colorado Springs, CO 
Karyna Lemus, Colorado Springs, CO 
Landis Hackett, Colorado Springs, CO 
Siena Mann, Colorado Springs, CO 
Asia Zanders, Colorado Springs, CO 
Carmela Trujillo, Colorado Springs, CO 
Matt Stys, Cascade, CO 
Robin Guthrie, Cascade, CO 
Pallas Stanford, Colorado Springs, CO 
 
 
Signed_____________________________________________________ 
 
Name (Print) ________________________________________________ 
 
City & State_________________________________________________ 


