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12/20/2013 09:52 FAX 6142993313 MARK STANSBERY guvl

December 20, 2013
RE: Docket ID No. NRC-2012-0246
Hello Nuclear Regulatory Commission Secretary:

As in the NRC Perrysburg Waste Confidence hearing, where | offered oral testimony,
I encourage "NO ACTION” on this propose rule. The rule change would make the
relicensing of future operations of existing nuclear power plants and the storage of
spent fuel rods and radioactive waste contingent on a Generic Environmental
Impact Statement. The GEIS would not take into account any site-specific concerns
that have arisen such as 1) the lack of confidence in the NRC to develop a long term
waste repository; 2) the lack of confidence in the NRC to correct structural
conditions of existing a nuclear power plant operator’s ability to store safely waste
material and spent fuel rods, especially in the case of operational malfunction,
natural disaster, or deliberate malfeasance; and 3) the lack of confidence in the
NRC to fully disposition future license applications without a site-specific
Environmental Impact Study incorporated into the process.

In short, I recommend the NRC to take "NO ACTION" on the NRC waste confidence
rule change proposed in Docket ID No. NRC-2012-0246.

Sincerely Submitted by,
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Mark D. Stansbery

Secretary

Community Organizing Center
1101 Bryden Road

Columbus, Ohio 43205 USA
614-252-9255
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