The U.S. and Japan confronting Nuclear
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Overview: US consolidated interim storage facility
schemes/reactions from targeted communities and others
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@Past, present, and future targets for highly radioactive waste (irradiated nuclear fuel, Greater-Than-
Class-C “low-level” waste, high-level radioactive waste, HLRW) consolidated interim storage facilities

(CISFs);
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@Reactions by targeted localities, “host” states, Indigenous nations, members of congress, the
environmental movement, etc.
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Past (BLOCKED!) CISF targets
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@Yucca Mountain, Nevada (2000);

@O AN X2y =T v T v (2000);

@US Department of Energy (DOE) Nuclear Waste Negotiator (1987-1992);
@OXK AN ¥ —E (DOE)KLFEREY R E (1987-1992) ;

@Private Fuel Storage (1992-2012);
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@DOE Global Nuclear Energy Partnership (GNEP, 2006-2009)
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“Monitored Retrievable Storage” (MRS) at Yucca Mountain, Nevada (NV,
spring, 2000)?!
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Frame of Western Shoshone
ceremonial sweat lodge, with
Yucca Mountain visible in the
background
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Supporters of MRS (and permanent disposal repository) at Yucca Mountain, NV:
Nye County, DOE, industry (the “nuclear establishment,” locally and nationally)
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“Blinded by radioactive dollar signs”
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“Faustian fission”
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Nevada (nuclear weapons) Test Site also
very nearby
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Opponents of MRS (and repository) at Yucca Mountain, NV: Western Shoshone,
State of Nevada, environmental and env’l justice (EJ) movements, President
Clinton
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lan Zabarte, Principal Man, Western Bands of the
Shoshone Nation of Indians, and Secretary, ‘
Native Community Action Council, Las Vegas,
NV (now closed Vermont Yankee reactor,
background)
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Yucca Mountain MRS site, BLOCKED by President Clinton’s veto, and
veto-sustaining congressional vote (US Senate, May 2, 2000)
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Nevada congressional Democrats
and President Clinton, Oval Office,
White House, April 25, 2000
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Permanent repository at Yucca Mountain also effectively blocked since 2009
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US Senate Majority Leader Harry
Reid (Democrat- Nevada), and
President Barack Obama
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BLOCKED: DOE Nuclear Waste Negotiator (1987-1992), mostly targeting
Indigenous (Native American) reservations in the western US
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Nuclear-Free Future Awards, 1999, Los Alamos, New Mexico
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Corbin Harney,
Western
Shoshone
Nation

spiritual leader

Grace Thorpe,
Sac and Fox
Nation
(Oklahoma)
anti-nuclear leader
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BLOCKED: Private Fuel Storage (1992-2012), targeting Mescalero Apache
Reservation in New Mexico, and Skull Valley Goshutes Reservation in Utah
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President George W. Bush’s Global Nuclear Energy Partnership (GNEP, 2006-2009),
targeting DOE and other sites across the US, BLOCKED by President Obama’s election
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New Mexico—the site is presently YR
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Present CISF targets: Interim Storage Partners, Texas; Holtec, New Mexico.
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The Permian Basin of east NM and west TX hosts the most active oil and gas production in North America, and perhaps the world.
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Current and Proposed Nuclear Waste Storage Sites
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Interim Storage Facility
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Artist’s rendition: ISP CISF (up to 40,000 metric tons of HLRW)
A A=K ISPt CISF (HLRWiAK4H + V)

ISP conjoins Waste Control Specialists, a national “low-level” radioactive waste dump.
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Artist’s rendition: Holtec’s CISF (up to 173,600 metric tons of HLRW)
A A —¥ : Holtect: CISF  (HLRW# K173,600 + )

Holtec is only 40- some miles ~65
km) west of ISP. Holtec’s site is
also just 16 miles (25 km) from
WIPP, the national military
plutonium repository.
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ISP and Holtec’s CISFs would add to already very severe environmental injustice

burdens!

ISP#: & Holtectt: D CISFIZ., BRIEARNIERICX A2FEANAAHAZILICHARIEE-459 |

WATER, AIR AND LAND:

A SACRED TRUST,

NM map by Deborah Reade of
Santa Fe, showing

fossil fuel and nuclear

(uranium mining, milling, enrich-
ment; nuclear weapons
development, production, testing;
radioactive waste storage,
transport, disposal) impacts on
the majority minority (Latinx,
Indigenous) State of New Mexico.
ISP in Texas is only 0.3 miles (0.5
km) from New Mexico, and is also
shown at lower right.
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Groundswell of grassroots, state-wide, and national opposition from the
get-go!
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Photo courtesy of No Nuclear Waste Aqui




..including tireless, many years long, legal resistance in federal courts,
opposing both current CISFs
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In US Court of Appeals for the (Washington, DC) District of Columbia Circuit: Beyond Nuclear (legal counsel Diane Curran, Mindy
Goldstein); Don’t Waste Michigan (a national grassroots environmental coalition; Terry Lodge); Fasken Land and Minerals/Permian
Basin Land and Royalty Owners (PBLRO, Monica Perales, Kanner & Whiteley); Sierra Club (Wally Taylor).

aw v TR X (X EEREE AT (7 >~ b vD.C.) : Beyond Nuclear (fH A : Diane Curran, Mindy
Goldstein-#+:) . Don’t Waste Michigan (£[EHI DO EDORERIEIRE# &, Terry Lodgesti#+:) . Fasken
Land and Mlneralsﬁ:/Permmn Basin Land and Royalty Owners (PBLRO., Monica Perales#-# =, Kanner &

Whiteley) . =727 77 (Wally Taylorfi&+:)
In US Court of Appeals for the 5th Circuit (New Orleans, Louisiana): Fasken/PBLRO; State of Texas (governor, attorney general).

%5&[%][2&“%}%%&%}3}? WA YT FIM=2—4—1Y v X) :Faskentt:/PBLRO ; 7 F %2 M (HIFH. &
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In US Court of Appeals for the 10th Circuit (Denver, Colorado): State of New Mexico (governor, AG).
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US laws cited in federal appeals against both currently proposed CISFs
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@Administrative Procedure Act of 1946 (governs process by which federal agencies, like the US Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (NRC), develop and issue regulations);

%l?;%ﬁﬁﬂ(%ﬁﬁ% CREFFIH#HZES (NRC) D X 5 Zd B SKE - BT 2 Mo 7o e X%
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@Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (commercial nuclear industry safety and licensing requirements);
@1954F 711k (R T NEEOLSR S X UFFR Al OB 2 BUE)

@National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (required pre-decisional review of environmental impacts, with
rights to public participation/comment);

%%969@.%@&%&@%% (—fRHROZI, 2 A v+ DR % & BRI EICBE S 2 IRERTE & D &5

@Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, as Amended (primary law on highly radioactive waste
management/storage/disposal)

@O 1982 EWBORSIEDE (ML~ BETEREEY O EH - M7 - Mo icBI3 2 8 R iER)
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Results of federal lawsuits thus far
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@5th Circuit Court of Appeals (New Orleans), from August 2023 till now, has ruled in favor of
Fasken/PBLRO and State of Texas, vacating/invalidating/nullifying NRC’s licenses for both CISFs;
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@In August 2024, a three-judge panel of the DC Circuit Court of Appeals (Washington) ruled against all
opposition to Holtec’s CISF, just as happened there re: ISP’s CISF in January 2023;
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@210th Circuit Court of Appeals rejected all State of New Mexico opposition in past years.
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Lawsuits: What is currently pending
A HERFETOH D

@®NRC, the US Department of Justice, both dump companies, and industry supporters (such as the Nuclear Energy Institute, the
industry’s lobbying and public relations headquarters in Washington, DC) have appealed the 5th Circuit’s rulings, citing conflicts with
DC and 10th Circuit rulings.
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@®The Supreme Court of the US (SCOTUS) resumes its business on September 30, 2024; it could decide whether or not to hear the
appeals above by the end of October 2024. If SCOTUS denies certiorari, the 5th Circuit’s ruling stands. If SCOTUS grants cert., our
side will have to defend the 5th Circuit victory.
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@®Opponents of Holtec’s CISF, including Beyond Nuclear, have a 45-day deadline to appeal the DC Circuit three-judge panel’s
recent ruling.
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A legal victory by our side will have to be defended on Capitol Hill, or else nuclear industry
lobbyists could persuade Congress to simply change the law!
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The US has the “best

democracy money can buy,” WY v —F )X E DI L
as investigative journalist v 7 e NTAMRED LI
Greg Palast has put it. iz, T AV A [&CcH
The nuclear industry (power A5REDOREEE] 5
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the most politically and Yy ) IRk —¢

economically powerful “special ZE~OE KSR IZILD
interests” in the country, including L33 W%gﬁ@ﬂﬁﬁ 1y -

its lobbying juggernaut and large- S TEFISEIA ] .
scale campaign contributions to

elected officials.




State laws against CISFs in TX (2021) and NM (2023)
CISFIZ K3 2 7 ¥ 2k (20214F) & =2 — A F v aMik (20234)

NM Governor Michelle Lujan Grisham TX Governor Greg Abbott
(Democrat) (Republican)
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“Mobile Chornobyl” has been one of the best educational/activating
tools for pushing back
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Nuclear Information (NIRS) 23%IfE L 7= =

and Resource Service TV =
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“When it comes to [T PR BEZE Y E &\ 5 BE

radioactive waste T, WAIZE, A SFIEA
TWw3 ! |

transportation,
we all live in Nevada!”
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State of Nevada research on highly radioactive waste transportation risks
ANZPNIC L B E L RVEREYOEHE Y X 71OV TOHHE

2017 analysis of Yucca
Mountain-bound
transport modes, routes,
and shipment numbers,
by Agency for Nuclear
Projects director,

Dr. Fred Dilger.
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Representative Transportation Routes to Yucca Mountain = v <=7 v 5 v ~DOFEKH ilignE
and Transportation Impacts (Cask Shipments by State)
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It shows the numbers of high-
level nuclear waste shipments
that would traverse each state en
route to Yucca Mountain.
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ISP has admitted any/all mainline rail in the US could be targeted
ISPHILKEN DO WFNRD, 5013 T X TOMBPGENNRICAY 5 % LRD TS

Rail Lines Map, ISP Environ-mental Report, 2015
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CISF proponents have largely tried to keep shipment routes secret
CISFHEMEIRIZIZ & A L DBk L — P 2R IC L LS L LT &

Holtec’s “Transportion
Routes for [Spent
Nuclear Fuel],” from

its CISF Environment-
al Report, 2017.

Only 4 reactors out of
135 across the US are
accounted for: 3 at San
Onofre, California, and
1 at Maine Yankee.
Exports from the CISF to
the still assumed dump
at Yucca Mountain
would cross Texas and
Oklahoma twice: first,
Imports coming in from
the east, and then going
out, eventually bound
westward to Nevada.
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Most likely rail routes to Permian Basin CISFs
N— I T VEEHICALE S 5 CISF~[F 2> 9 i b AlRETED = BB v — b

Western Inter-state Energy
Board analysis submitted to

NRC in November 2020 as public
comment on the ISP Draft
Environmental Impact

Statement

PEERINE] = 4 v F — R B & 2320204F
11H. ISPEREGZEFHHZHRICN T 5
RX7 Yy raiXy &L TNRCICE
H L 72T

OR

uibgldt Bay

Rancho Seco NV

afiablo Fanyon 1/2

an"Gpofre 1/2/3 AZ
Palo Verde 1/2/3

@ Interim Storage Partners
Nuclear Power Plants

& Closed Power Plant

& Power Plant
—— Nuclear Power Plants to ISP
—— FSEIS Heavy Haul Routes

MT ND

ME

MN Maine Yankeg
b Bg Rock Point VT
lontice, WI 3 Pt Seabrooe
SD prairie Island Statiof 1/2%- Kewaund® \ Ginnag Hapatii ¥
S M 2T
. ; €
WY £

| susquehanng

NM

& Lude 12

Surkey Point 3/4

Indian Point 1/2/dey &9

Figure 2: All routes to ISP CISF
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Environmental Justice (EJ) impacts along transport routes
Wk — b IC I IR E&(H)ﬁf@ua

Mustafa Santiago Ali, director of EJ

at the US Environmental Protection
Agency during the Obama

administration, has warned about the

EJ impacts of highly radioactive

waste transport for many years. He

now serves at National Wildlife
Federation.
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What the nuclear industry does NOT want you to know about CISFs
JHFHEEMRCISFICOWTHI N BT &

@Transport routes, their risks
and impacts;

@0Open secret CISFs
are likely a thinly-veiled prelude
to large-scale reprocessing;

@Very high risk that

supposedly “interim storage”
could well become de facto
permanent surface abandonment—
‘parking lot dumps’;

@Bribery of low-income
communities is not “consent’;
targeting Black, Indigenous,
People of Color communities
is not an EJ initiative!

(Cover of iconic 1980 anti-nuke book

by Beyond Nuclear board member, author,

investigative journalist, and professor, Karl
Grossman)
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What you are not
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Preferred alternatives to bad, dangerous dumps
HHECHEBREZO T IR ICELILEEI L AL X —F T4 7

@STOP MAKING IT! No more ® [BEoa] 223k 5L

highly radioactive waste genera- VU PEEEY) O & ER 1 | i

tion! Carbon-free, nuclear-free &, BMIETJI0E T D H |
electricity only!

@Hardened On-Site Storage @OFTTICTRET 3 5L s
(HOSS) for the highly radioactive Mgz, WL A v A4 MR
waste that already exists % (HOSS)

@Require “Stringent Criteria B
for a Highly Radioactive Waste © &L~V B Yt e
Geologic Repository” W BEAEDE&L ] 2K 5
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