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General Comment

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the Proposed Rule document issued by the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission entitled, “ Waste Confidence- Continued Storage of Spent Nuclear Fuel”.

I find it difficult to comment on a safe alternative to spent nuclear fuel when the very premise that ANY nuclear
fission, fuel or waste can be deemed safe is seriously, intrinsically flawed. Nevertheless, the grim reality is that
we do, in fact, have thousands of tons of highly lethal of spent nuclear fuel on site in at virtually all United
States nuclear power plants.

These aging nuclear power plants should NOT be granted operating extensions beyond their “safe” and
originally approved lifespans. I believe that ALL nuclear power plants should be shut down, decommissioned,
with no new nuclear reactors developed as this is an unsafe, economically and ecologically unsustainable
technology. (There are other, less deadly viable energy alternatives.) There needs to be an end to the production
and/or reprocessing of spent nuclear fuel. This will in turn, make finite the total amount of spent nuclear fuel to
be stored.

There is roughly 60,000 tons of spent fuel in the USA that are not stored in dry caskets, or “Casked”. USA
generates around 2000 tons a year, and it takes approximately five years to cool enough spent fuel to be Casked.
Thus, approximately 10,000 tones are awaiting dry cask storage (i.e., 5 X 2,000 tons). This leaves approximately
50,000 tons that could be and SHOULD BE Casked immediately.

The total cost with labor and materials will be around $11.25 billion (US) B to dry cask all the spent fuel Dry
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Casked, or roughly about $225,000 per ton.

This approach is viable from a safety perspective, but also from an economical perspective. It will cost
approximately $14.375 billion (US) to dry cask ALL of the spent fuel in the USA up to 2020. However, this
expense will be off-set by approximately $4.8 billion (US) as an economic infusion through job creation for US
trade workers.

Additional cost avoidance of approximately $24 billion (US) from potential litigation can be gained with this
Dry Cask Storage approach. Please note that other potential risks, such as risk of disaster or terrorist attacks, are
not included in this calculation but could be significant and debilitating from an economic and/or social
perspective.

So, we can create US jobs and “fix” the spent fuel storage problem for the next 50 years (while we figure out a
longer term solution) or we can risk litigation and the economic and environmental disaster that will surely
accompany a natural, technological or/or human-made nuclear disaster.

To summarize: dry cask store the spent nuclear fuel now; create jobs; invest in alternative, safe energy; and
shut-down all US nuclear power plants NOW.
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