Document Metadata: DOE-HQ-2017-0004-DRAFT-0037

Document Details

Docket 1D: DOE-HQ-2017-0004 ©

Docket Title: Requests for Information: Approaches Involving Private
Initiatives for Consolidated Interim Storage Facilities *©

Document File: -

Docket Phase: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NOPR)

Phase Sequence: 1

Original Document ID: DOE_FRDOC _0001-DRAFT-0453

Current Document ID: DOE-HQ-2017-0004-DRAFT-0037

Title: Comment on FR Doc # 2016-26018 ©

Number of Attachments: 0

Document Type: PUBLIC SUBMISSIONS *®

Document Subtype: Public Comment ©

Comment on Document ID: DOE-HQ-2017-0004-0001 ©

Comment on Document Title: Requestsfor Information: Approaches Involving Private
Initiatives for Consolidated Interim Storage Facilities ©

Status: Pending Post ©
Received Date: 01/25/2017 *®©
Date Posted: ®

Posting Restriction: No restrictions @
Submission Type: Web

Number of Submissions: 1 =

Document Optional Details
Submitter Info

Comment: DOE seeksinformation in the following area: 3. What type of
involvement if any should the Department [of Energy] or other
federal agency consider having with the Pl and the community
regarding organizational, structural, and contractural
frameworks and why? Here is our response: Mention of "the
Department or other federal agency" is an important reminder
that the DOE should not even be conducting this Request for
Information proceeding. The second highest recommendation by
the BRC was for DOE to be removed from high-level radioactive
waste management. This is because DOE has proven, over the
course of decades, itsincompetence and worse -- that it
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cannot be trusted by the public, in such vital matters. Such
high-stakes matters as defining "consent-based siting" should
be carried out by atrustworthy and competent replacement for

DOE. A competent and trustworthy replacement for DOE would not

have even considered Pls for centralized interim storage,

since this violates the law, the Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as
Amended. Re: contractual frameworks, of course the
consequences of any intentional wrongdoing, or even
unintentional negligence, must be the liability of the PI.
Otherwise, as Tom "Smitty" Smith of Public Citizen's Texas
office has warned, this would "invite disaster because the
private owners will be cutting costs at every turn to maximize
profits." For example, Waste Control Specialists (WCS) in
Texas has baked-in the contractual requirement, in its
application for alicense to construct and operate a

centralized interim storage site, that DOE would not only hold
title to the irradiated nuclear fuel, but would be entirely

liable should anything go wrong (such as an airborne release
of hazardous radioactivity, or aleak into the groundwater
below, which could contaminate the Ogallala Aquifer). This of
course means U.S. taxpayers would bear ultimate liability, and
pay al costs. The Price-Anderson Act aready provides
liability protection unique in industry -- but even that isn't
good enough for WCS! To remove dl liability fromaPl isa
moral hazard with aradioactive twist, inviting catastrophe
through company short cuts on safety, to pad their own
pockets. And of course U.S. congressional committees of
jurisdiction, as well as Offices of Inspector General and
Investigations, at all federal agencies with jurisdiction
(DOE, NRC, EPA, etc.), should all be fully engaged, and do
their jobs, to oversee and watchdog any centralized interim
storage proposals, during licensing, operations, and
decommissioning. Their duty, of course, isto protect public
health, safety, security, and the environment, as well as
taxpayer pocketbooks, not to cater to the nuclear power
industry's or radioactive waste dumps' lobbyists. *©
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DOE seeks information in the following area: 3. What type of
involvement if any should the Department [of Energy] or other
federal agency consider having with the Pl and the community
regarding organizational, structural, and contractural
frameworks and why? Here is our response: Mention of "the
Department or other federal agency” is an important reminder
that the DOE should not even be conducting this Request for
Information proceeding. The second highest recommendation by
the BRC was for DOE to be removed from high-level radioactive
waste management. This is because DOE has proven, over the
course of decades, itsincompetence and worse -- that it

cannot be trusted by the public, in such vital matters. Such
high-stakes matters as defining "consent-based siting" should

be carried out by atrustworthy and competent replacement for
DOE. A competent and trustworthy replacement for DOE would not
have even considered Pls for centralized interim storage,

since this violates the law, the Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as
Amended. Re: contractual frameworks, of course the
consequences of any intentional wrongdoing, or even
unintentional negligence, must be the liability of the PI.
Otherwise, as Tom "Smitty" Smith of Public Citizen's Texas
office has warned, this would "invite disaster because the
private owners will be cutting costs at every turn to maximize
profits." For example, Waste Control Specialists (WCS) in
Texas has baked-in the contractual requirement, in its
application for alicense to construct and operate a

centralized interim storage site, that DOE would not only hold
title to the irradiated nuclear fuel, but would be entirely
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liable should anything go wrong (such as an airborne release
of hazardous radioactivity, or aleak into the groundwater
below, which could contaminate the Ogallala Aquifer). This of
course means U.S. taxpayers would bear ultimate liability, and
pay al costs. The Price-Anderson Act aready provides
liability protection unique in industry -- but even that isn't
good enough for WCS! To remove dl liability fromaPl isa
moral hazard with aradioactive twist, inviting catastrophe
through company short cuts on safety, to pad their own
pockets. And of course U.S. congressional committees of
jurisdiction, as well as Offices of Inspector General and
Investigations, at all federal agencies with jurisdiction
(DOE, NRC, EPA, etc.), should all be fully engaged, and do
their jobs, to oversee and watchdog any centralized interim
storage proposals, during licensing, operations, and
decommissioning. Their duty, of course, isto protect public
health, safety, security, and the environment, as well as
taxpayer pocketbooks, not to cater to the nuclear power
industry's or radioactive waste dumps' lobbyists. *©
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