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FYEAMount o Fheavymetalsi close to
500, OOO or more will be deposited at YMP in
~JrJrJJru 0 70,000 tons of high nuclear waste

Qm St rs will be subject to corrosion both Cr,

Mo, V. and Pu and Np radionuclide will be
. ___j ”]Xed and will contaminate the groundwater
~ = and will form a mixed waste
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Final EnvironmentalJipe s

RiskFAssessment

IAUICESTSUCH ast PU=259 and Np -237 as
tirne proe ress will be converted into Pb

ore radiation standard for YMP
be based on mixed waste
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1, Wry el IEE EPA @I Not Dase the proposed

reicliz)i rJr standard on the drinking water
Jccmr ard Why?

e SEVET: al ieports in the literature clearly
-__.;;:.m_“e ad AIgh scientific uncertainties
= — Bssociated with epidemiological studies
~ Using natural background radiation and
cancer risk i.e., (Cox 2005)
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WIVASIGRHEEPA ignore the Natlonal AGC2EEIINA0]]

SeERce BbEIR R

VER" J posure to background radiation
U5t some concerns, additional
XDO )osures cause additional risk”

"f ’Wﬁy the Radiation bystander effect and
~ genomic instablity were ignored by EPA?
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JISienalogy IS misieading due to the
clifferel ..5 In the manner that receives
rJerr o dose:

B PL=230 ) deposited in the entire body
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..-mcludmg bone marrow and other tissues

'f"Z . While, x-ray is a passing transit through
- the body
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. Sie/ 017 250KV Eand gamima oft about
r)rorllw about 300 reactive oXygden

CH. (ROS) per piratical per
_rre Bgram per Sec.
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= In Contrast, a- emitter of 4 MeV such as
~ Pu-239 generated up to 70.000 ROS less
- than in a microsecond Feinendegen (2002).
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IRICIGRUHE State of MISSouri sued' the State of
ilieiEthat the discharge of sewage from Illinois
river IntoE ie Mississippi river increased typhoid
'rervo;;; 11St. Louis. The state of Missouri lost
_'rmf iFappeal to US Supreme Court, due to the
=—Tacts that experimental data raised at least
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i_- “Serious doubt.
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-~ The same analogy can or may apply to YMP the
EPA proposed new radiation standard.



	I Challenged the Propose EPA Radiation Standard for YMP Based Upon
	Yucca Mountain Project is Not a Radiological Waste Site but a Mixed Waste Site Since:
	Deficiencies in Final Environmental Impact Statements and Risk Assessment
	Natural Background Radiation and Proposed Standard for YMP
	Why did the EPA ignore the National Academy of Science BEIR VII Recommendations
	EPA is using X-ray Exposure to Justify Proposed Radiation Strand for YMP
	For example
	Missouri v. Illinois 200 U.S. 496 (1906)

