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General Comment 

It would AMAZE me that the NRC would even.need to ask the question of whether "thin" 
cannisters or "thick" should be used for nuclear waste storage -- EXCEPT I must sadly say J 

that in my 46 years as an adult, I have seen a consistent deference exercised by the NRC to the 
bottom lines of the nuclear industry, instead of prioritizing public safety. 

"Thin" cannisters, ESPECIALLY the ones that Edison is requesting permissfon to use, are a 
STUPID idea. . . 
And it is extremely irresponsible to even consider it. 
So what would that make APPROVING it be? 
It would be confirming that the NRC is a danger to humanity. 
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