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THE CLARK COUNTY NEVADA COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING, NUCLEAR
WASTE DIVISION
REGARDING U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY'S DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT FOR A GEOLOGIC REPOSITORY FOR THE

DISPOSAL OF SPENT NUCLEAR FUEL AND HIGH-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE
WASTE AT YUCCA MOUNTAIN, NEVADA

PRESENTED AT THE PUBLIC HEARING IN RENO, NV
DECEMBER 1, 1999

My name is Fred Dilger and I represent Clark County, Nevada. My comments today

present some of the current findings of Clark County’s review of the Department of

1 (continues Energy’s (DOE) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). | There are significant
nextpage) deficiencies that call into question the quality and applicability of the analysis in the
DEIS. In preparing the DEIS, the DOE failed to use appropriate data and analyze data in
an appropriate manner. The conclusions reached in the DEIS are not supported by the
reference materials presented. The analysis and conclusions reached in the DEIS rely on

inappropriate references that are not relevant for the problems stated in DEIS.

The lack of specificity in describing reasonable impacts precludes realistic discussion of

mitigation measures. Areas where there are important gaps in information are:

2 1. Cumulative effects: The DEIS fails to examine all of the past and reasonably
foreseeable actions discussed for cumulative impacts. Specifically the impacts of low
level radioactive waste transportation to the Nevada Test Site {NTS) are ignored.

Issues such as land withdrawal, water resources, cultural resources, socioeconomic

‘ impacts and environmental justice have received inadequate analysis.
3 2. Environmental Justice: Potential Impacts to other minority groups is not addressed.
Specific locations of affected communities are not addressed. Special characteristics

within affected communities are not addressed.

4 (continues | 3. Transportation: The DEIS fails to select a single route or mode choice for

t . . . . . .
next page) transporting high level radioactive waste. The route choice through Nevada is

especially import. Selection of a route through the State will have national effects. @
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The DOE failed to address these effects in the DEIS. The DEIS gives insufficient
consideration of non-radiological impacts. The considerable impacts of on road

surfaces, accident rates and infrastructure improvements caused by shipping

radioactive waste must be defined.

4. Socio-economic Impacts: The full range of Yucca Mountain Program impacts is not
addressed. The DEIS is a nonresponsive to over ten years of comment from state and
local officials and the public. The DEIS ignores entire fields of scholarship that have
direct applicability to Yucca Mountain. The analysis of socio-economic impacts is not

supported by the data or analysis.

5. Risk: It is not clear how the information contained in the DEIS will be used to make
programmatic decisions. The DEIS’ recommends proceeding with the project. This
decision cannot have been made based on the human health risks of the project.
According to the DEIS, the spent nuclear fuel will pose less threat to public health if
it remains at reactor sites. As for Nevada transportation routes, the DOE has not
defined how or when it will decide which “implementing alternative” it will choose.
If the decision is to be based on the human health risks-as required by law-the DEIS

does not provide adequate information to distinguish between routes.

The DEIS is a deeply flawed and admittedly incomplete document that should be

withdrawn and reissued after supplemental studies have been performed that address the

concerns raised in these hearings.

()
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