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From: Katie O'Neill [katieo@snowcrest.net]
Sent: Sunday, April 24, 2011 10:53 PM
To: Rulemaking Comments
Subject: Docket ID NRC-2010-0131: Suspend the AP1000 approval

 
Dear Secretary Vietti-Cook, 
 
As an RN, there is always the risk vs. benefit to be considered in any patient decision.  With nuclear energy 
there is no question that the risk always outweighs the benefit, not only due to the generational exposure if 
safety measures fail, but also because of the continuous toxic waste polluting our earth forever.  It is beyond 
comprehension that you would prioritize short-term corporate profits over long-term consumer health and 
safety.  Much less to promote subsidizing building nuclear power plants by those same consumers' taxes at no 
risk to the corporations!  By corporations who state the risks are too high to guarantee nuclear energy loans!  
 
Especially considering the ongoing crisis in Japan and the review which will take place when the disaster 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 and weaknesses in the AP1000 design have been reviewed in light of 
the accident. 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. 
 
Addressing public 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."  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.  
 
Chernobyl should have set off alarm bells; Fukushima should have brought all nuclear power to a screeching 
halt.  No sheild, containment shell, back-up generator, or cooling system is foolproof and radiation toxicity is 
deadly!  There are so many alternative energy sources without this fatal risk.  
 
Katie O'Neill 
4824 Rainbow Drive 
Weed, CA 96094 
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