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General Comment

It is in everyone's interest to Dry Cask as soon as possible. Two big probs with the hilariously misnamed "Waste
Confidence" plan:

1) It's more costly to process and create the MOX fuel than to cask it. A study by Princeton presented April 4,
2008 to Congress estimated that processing MOX including the costs of the MOX facility and decommissioning
the MOX facility is about 10 times more expensive than simply Dry Casking!

2) The MOX fuel is far more likely to explode in a Moderated Prompt Criticality. In the 1950°s Argonne
National Lab conducted a series of experiments that proved that even with normal nuclear fuel rods, an
uncontrolled criticality could blow up the reactor. With MOX, enriched with bomb making plutonium, this type
of nuclear explosion is much more likely, as occurred in Japan @ Fukushima Daiichi unit 3 which was running
MOX. The amount of Uranium detected by the EPA in Saipan, Guam, Honolulu and California could only be
caused by one thing....an explosion from within the reactor vessel that launched the inventory into the air. MOX
is too dangerous! MOX can turn a 80 foot tall reactor with 6 steel walls into a “Canon” which can launch the
entire inventory.

The Dry Cask is proven technology that can be produced in the USA, creating jobs in the USA and increasing
safety, all at an affordable cost, which should be covered by the utilities because they had the obligation to
decommission the reactors. If necessary, the US Government could assist the utilities by providing half the cost
of the cask.

The last thing we need is more plutonium in our atmosphere.
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