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CRE: Docket No. PRM 51-10 - Comments in Support _
Massachusetts Attomey Géeneral’s Petltson for Rulemaking

1 support the Massachusetts Attorney General s Petition for
Rulemakmg, in ltS entlrety Specnflcally, I support the Petatnoners
requests that the NRC ‘

ks

1. Revoke___l_Oy CFR 511‘53 c 23'.’and_51 ,95c: and Table B-1 of

51_30_\b__ _51 53 : 51_ 6_1‘ _, and__51_80, b’_' to the extent that these

‘regulatlons state |mply, or assume that the environmental impacts of
-hlgh‘ [
Q‘Cons..!d" red !f_? @ny National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 ,(NEPA)

’fnsnty pool storage are |nS|gn|f|cant and therefore need not be

,storage pools is much more vuInerabIe to fire than the GEIS
concludes |



Reveratxon of these regulattons 1mpacts nurlear power facshtles across
cur-nation. For e*(armj!e spent fuel roais at California’s operating
reactors were originally licensed to hold 540 SPF, by Ot PG&E
expects to have over 2100 SPF in 'poois focated on the West Coast and
vulnerabnle_by air, land and sea. The NRC ignored these concerns and
- was subsequently found to have legally erred when it refused to |
'a_d,d__:ress oyercrewded pools and other issues of increased security
When it licensed o:ﬁsite dry cask storage of highly radioactive waste in

2004.

2. Issue a generic determination that the environmental impacts of

3. Amend |ts regulatlons concernmg evere acadent mltlgatlo
ﬁalternatlves (SAMAs) The pet|t|oner requests that the body of SAMAs
: that must be dlscussed |n an envnronmental |mpact statement or

This'is- yet another issue brou'ght'to the attention ef the N-'RC_ in

'nc’en’s’in'g p_rc')c'e’e,dihgs regarding onsite storage. While- California
ro'rgah_ivzat'ions_pre'va'iled in Federal Court to require the NRC to hold
hearings on issues .of‘_.security before licensing a high-level radioactive
_slto_,r.age, facility, no action has been taken by the NRC exeept for its

“announcement it will more closely study security at six nuclear plants



to determine if adequate. It is highly irresponsible to expand
radioactive footprints on vulnerable coasts and water sources without

first examining whether security is robust at existing site and if not,

what would be necessary to protect American citizens.

_c_ " 'm_lvan db an_envrronmental |m__act statement that
,he_enylronmental |mpacts of hlgh density pool storage of
Spent fuel at that nuclear plant or facility, and presents a

reasonable array of lternatlves for avordlng or mrtlgatmg thos
mgacts '
I support the inclusion of con_tventions filed by Pilgrim Watch on May

25, 2006. In addition, I request tha}t the contentions filed by the San
Luis Obispo Mothers for Peate, et al, and the findings of the 9 Circuit
Court of Appeals also he considered by the NRC when reviewing the
Massachusetts Attorney General s Petition for Rulemakmgﬂ

-
I understand that the NRC staff argued that admuss;on of both the
-AGO s and Pllgrlm Watch s contentrons were precluded by NRC

' _’regu ‘tlons Wthh excuse Ilcensee renewal appllcants from addressmg
the enwronmental |mpacts of spent fuel storage in their env:ronmental
reports 1 strongly dlsagree with the NRC’s conclusion; and applaud
the AGD for ﬂlmg this Petltxon in the alternative. I join the AGO and
request_that if the Com_massuon accepts ;thls petition for rulemaking, it
shoUId w’lthhold any decision to renew the op"erating licenses for the ©
Pilgrim and_yermont Yankee nuclear power plants, as well as all other
license \rene_wal appllcatlons before the NRC? until the requested
‘xrulernaking has been completed and until the NRC has completed the



NEPA process for consideration of environmental impacts of high-
density pool storage of spent fuel at the F*'ngirn and Vermont Yankee

nuclear plants.

CONCLUSION

. I supportthe M,assac'husetts Attorney General’s conclusions that, the

._ tel »zatlon ofthe enVIronmentaI |mpacts of spent fuel storage as
msugmﬁcant in the L|cense Renewal GEIS is mcorrect

hlgh denSIty pool storage of spent fuel are 5|gn|f|cant and

(d) order that any NRC Ilcensmg decrsmn that approves high- densrty

natnves for avordmg or mltlgatmg




