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From: Beverly Jennings [bevjenn@cruzio.com]
Sent: Friday, April 22, 2011 1:03 AM
To: Rulemaking Comments
Subject: Docket ID NRC-2010-0131: Suspend the AP1000 approval

 
Dear Secretary Vietti-Cook, 
 
This is appalling that, after watching what happened in Japan, you could even consider a design with one thin 
containment  layer, much less going forward with plans to build any nuclear power plants at all. There is NO 
PLACE to put nuclear waste. It will last for millennia and we need to do things that are more earth friendly.  
 
Georgia and North Carolina just had some of the worst tornadoes and storms. Do you on the commission want 
to live near a nuclear reactor? Do any of you live near one right now? IT IS TIME TO TRANSITION TO WIND, 
SOLAR, HYDRO-ELECTRIC, etc. All of this technology is not working. It works until it doesn't - when there's a 
disaster everyone wrings their hands and says - OH NO - but its too late then. Our oceans are being 
contaminated from Japan as I write this and they are still trying to fix this problem and it will take, they 
estimate, several months. In all this time - radioactive waste is leaking into the atmosphere and into the ocean. 
All the people in Japan have to relocate at an enormous expense and many have already been exposed to 
extremely dangerous levels of radioactivity. Even here in America we are finding readings of levels of 
radioactivity from Japan. This is not just their problem. It's all of ours. We all need the ocean - its our life blood, 
we need the air we breath to be free of radioactive waste and our soils and bodies too. 
 
The MOST IMPORTANT POINT is that the nuclear industry will not pay for a disaster - because the 
government will not insure it. How convenient - the burden is on the TAXPAYER - AGAIN to pay for something 
we don't want. We want clean air, clean oceans and clean soil. Wind, solar, hydro power doesn't contaminate 
the earth for millennia. If any of you on the NRC have children and grandchildren - PLEASE PLEASE BEGIN 
THE TRANSITION NOW TO TERMINATE ALL NUCLEAR REACTORS IN THIS COUNTRY. We want leaders 
who are good stewards of the earth, not in the pockets of the nuclear industry (until something goes wrong.) 
Then we are expected to pay for it - and our PLANET AND OUR LIVES PAY THE HEAVIEST COST. We 
cannot decontaminate the ocean, we cannot decontaminate the earth and soil and we cannot decontaminate 
the air we all breath and we cannot decontaminate our bodies from radioactivity. THAT COST IS TOO GREAT.
 
It is time to transition from nuclear, fossil fuel and bring solar on board all across this country. Why aren't there 
solar panels on every rooftop here? If you've invested in the nuclear industry and your reasoning is that you 
don't want to lose your investment - our true investment is our planet, our air, our soil, our bodies. These are 
irreplaceable. Money can be replaced. 
 
We cannot afford to take any unnecessary risks when building nuclear reactors.  Disaster can occur at any 
nuclear reactor. 
 
Especially considering the ongoing crisis in Japan and the review which will take place when the situation is 
brought under control, the current 75-day public comment period on the reactor design is insufficient for the 
new AP1000 reactor. I request that the NRC put the license application on hold until a thorough review of the 
Japanese accident has been conducted. To stick with the grossly inadequate 75-day rulemaking comment 
period would be the height of irresponsibility by the NRC. 
 
Please accept the petition filed by the twelve environmental organizations of the AP1000 Oversight Group to 
suspend rulemaking. To ensure transparency, please include this comment and all others in the formal review 
proceedings and post them in the NRC's online library so the public can see any expressed concerns. 
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Addressing safety concerns, not satisfying the industry, should be the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's 
primary concern. NRC engineer John S. Ma's non-concurrence with the review of the reactor raised the 
possibility that the AP1000's shield building could shatter "like a glass cup." It would be indefensible for the 
NRC to move forward without further addressing that weakness. Also, Westinghouse has not satisfactorily 
proved that the thin steel containment shell over the reactor would be effective during severe accidents or that 
the reactor could be properly cooled in conditions similar to those at Fukushima. 
 
Beverly Jennings 
602 Chestnut St. 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
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