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8.5 million southern California residents, unique ecosystems, and billions of dollars worth of 
property and businesses did not sign up to become a nuclear waste dump at the closed San 
Onofre nuclear energy plant, for millennia to come. 
In our earthquake and tsunami-prone area, within the critical Camp Pendleton USMC, and 
next to major transportation corridors, the almost 50 years of accumulated radioactive waste is 
slated to be housed· indefinitely in thin wall canisters that even you, The ~C, are uncertain of 
these canisters ' integrity over the decades; especially being so close to the ocean and in a 
corroding marine environment. 
These dangerous realities are too risky to allow; and the safest and thickest canisters must 
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handle the waste; that hopefully can withstand accidents, or natural disasters until, one day 
can be permanently housed away from the coast and southern California. 
As with the nuclear plant's ongoing negative issues through the decades, again SoCal Edison 
does not want to buy and use the best thick-walled canisters! 
Thank you for your concern. 
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