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General Comment

I am very concerned that the waste confidence plan does not adequately address the specific risks at the San
Ononfre site, especially considering the proximity to major population, the large amount of waste material, and
the extended period for containing special highly radioactive fuel.

Coastal Southern California is one of the worst places to store nuclear waste. There seems to be no real plan for
permanently storing waste either. I would like to see the waste moved to a permanent storage facility. If there is
no such facility existing, the waste should never have been created in the first place. The benefit of electricity
generation was small, considering that there is no shortage now without the plant running. The risk should
something go wrong is devastating.
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