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From: Mark Miller [plentybz@btl.net]
Sent: Monday, February 02, 2009 11:17 AM
To: Rulemaking Comments
Subject: nuclear waste comments

Dear people at NRC:

I am writing to you with much concern about the continuation of production of Nuclear waste, with no known lifetime

safe disposal method or site available. As I understand some of your recent proposed changes simply do not fit the
standards to which I hold myself as a Professional Engineer. As an engineer, we are responsible first and foremost for

the safety of the public, and taking unwarranted risks goes against all we stand for. Your language indicates to me that

you are taking those unwarranted risks! Namely:

Finding 2: The Commission finds reasonable assurance that sufficient
mined geologic repository capacity can reasonably be expected to be available
within 50-60 years beyond the licensed life for operation (which may include
the term of a revised or renewed license) of any reactor to dispose of the
commercial high-level radioactive waste and spent fuel originating in such
reactor and generated up to that time.

Finding 4: The Commission finds reasonable assurance that, if necessary,
spent fuel generated in any reactor can be stored safely without significant
environmental impacts for at least 60 years beyond the licensed life for
operation (which may include the term of a revised or renewed license) of that
reactor in a combination of storage in its spent fuel storage basin and either
onsite or offsite independent spent fuel storage installations.

50 - 60 years is quite simply a very small and almost insignificant amount of time compared to the life of the nuclear

waste. This takes an unwarranted risk with the lives of generations to come, and I must oppose this action. Given the

mass body of information that we have, the only good engineering answer to this problem Is to halt production of such

waste immediately.

Mark Miller
Patton Pennsylvania
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