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Wendy R. Dixon, EIS Project Manager RECEIVED

Yucca Mountain Site Characterization Office DEC 20 199
Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste Management

U.S. Department of Energy M /s 010

P.O. Box 30307

North Las Vagas, NV 89036 - 0307

November 28, 1999

Dear Ms. Wendy R. Dixon,

This letter is written with the deepest concern regarding the proposed Yucca Mountain

Project| The Yucca Mountain Project arouses many precarious and dangerous problems

that have a high risk probability of actually occurring. Not only is the chosen geographical
site inappropriate and unsuitable for the demands that the project requires, but the

uncompromising transportation of the nuclear waste is extremely faulty. All aspects of this

senseless proposal speak for themselves and say that this project should not exist.

=

The problem with Yucca Mountain as the alleged site is that it is not only a coveted and
sacred area to the Shoshone people, but is illegal, and is extremely dangerous. The Yucca
Mountain area is within the boundaries of Shoshone native lands. What is the point of
giving the Shoshone people boundaries for their own territory if we are not going to abide
by it? Native Americans were already stripped of their land once, in other words, we

should not disrespect them and do it again| Besides the fact that the Yucca Mountain area

is a charted and irreplaceable locality to many, it is also a prohibited region for nuclear
waste disposal. In 1989, the Nevada State Legislature stated on record that it would not

allow high - level nuclear waste storage and disposal within the state. What is the point of
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2 cont. | maintaining a government if we are not going to abide by it's rulings? Why should we as a
nation encourage citizens to vote and put their faith in congressmen if we disregard what
they establish anyway? The kind of message that will be sent to the American people

pertaining the effectiveness of the statue of our government is at stake.

3 | The geographical location, along with all other aspects of the proposal, of Yucca

Mountain is clearly not the right one needed for the contents of the waste. Yucca
Mountain has over 30 active earthquake faultlines and since 1976, there have been over
600 seismic events, such as earthquakes, of greater than a 2.5 magnitude within a 50 mile
radius of the site. In fact, in the summer of 1992, a 5.7 magnitude earthquake shook the

Yucca Mountain domain, causing more than one million dollars in damages to the Yucca

4 Mountain Project administrative building| The waste targeted for Yucca Mountain

accounts for 95% of the radioactivity of the Nuclear Age and will be hazardous for more
than 30,000 years, or 10,000 human generations. The Yucca Mountain Project is not
about the appropriate disposal or geographical isolation of radioactive waste, but instead
about the delayed environmental exposure of the waste. The truth is, it will leak into the

groundwater and will cause devastating as well as uncomprehendable damag?l

5 Ehe transportation necessary for the nuclear waste is unsuitable as well. Nearly 100,000
metric tons of nuclear waste on as many as 79,300 truck and 12,600 rail shipments would
travel by rail and highway through 43 states, within a half - mile of 52 million people in
casks that have not been fully or safety tested for a 30 year period. When comparing the
persistent radioactivity in each rail cask, it is equivalent of 40 - 200 Hiroshima bombs.
Traffic jams and fueling stops present situations that could lead to severe and repeated

6... radiation exposures for people living or working along the transport routes.|According to

the government figures, approximately 50 - 260 accidents would occur and 250 - 900

associated incidents would be expected. Each accident in a rural area could contaminate
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42 square miles and cost up to $ 620 million in clean up costs. The same accidents in a city

would cost up to $9.5 billion and the recreation of each square mile would take up to four
years. Who has that kind of money and time to risk losing?

I do realize that the United States creates 6 metric tons of nuclear waste each day and a
disposal as well as storage site is drastically needed but after reviewing the facts, I hope
you agree with me when I make the obvious statement that Yucca Mountain is immoral,
unsuitable, and inaccurate for the essential demands necessary for the affirmed nuclear
waste. The most sensible and reliable alternative to the current political and financial
proposal is an at - reactor, a monitored and retrievable dry cask storage that is safe for up
to 100 years, far longer than the opposition. I hope that upon your reflection of the issues
pertaining to the Yucca Mountain Project, you will realize that the location of a different

site is imperative,

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Mulvsds Pl fmer’

Melissa Ames
219 Wilmer - Davis,

Pullman, Washington 99163
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