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RIVERKEEPER.
NY's clean water advocate

November 13, 2012

Allison M. Macfarlane, Chair
Kristine L. Svinicki
George Apostolakis
William D. Magwood IV
William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555
NRCExecSec@nrc.gov

Re: Waste Confidence Scoping Meetings and Opportunity to Comment

Dear Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of Riverkeeper, Inc. 1 to request an extension of time for the scoping
process concerning the environmental impact statement ("EIS") that will be prepared to support
the rulemaking to update the Commission's Waste Confidence Decision and Rule. Given the
complexity and importance of the issues involved, the NRC has failed to give the public enough
time to prepare meaningful oral or written comments relating to the appropriate scope of the

'Riverkeeper is a member-supported, not-for-profit organization dedicated to protecting the Hudson River and its
tributaries See Riverkeeper.org, Our Story, http://www.riverkeeper.org/ourstory index.php (last visited Nov. 13,
2012). Since its inception in 1966, Riverkeeper has used litigation, science, advocacy, and public education to raise
and address concerns relating to the Indian Point nuclear power plant, located on the eastern bank of the Hudson
River in Buchanan, NY. Riverkeeper is headquartered in Ossining, New York, approximately 10 miles from the
Indian Point facility, and has numerous members that reside within at least 50 miles of the plant. Due to increasing
concerns about the environmental, safety, and security issues presented by the large amount of spent fuel stored
onsite at the Indian Point facility, Riverkeeper has been, and continues to be, an active participant in NRC's waste
confidence-related matters. See, e.g., Riverkeeper's Comments on the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's Waste
Confidence Decision Update and Proposed Rule regarding the Consideration of Environmental Impacts of
Temporary Storage of Spent Fuel After Cessation of Reactor Operation (Feb. 6, 2009), ADAMS Accession No.
ML090410728. As an advocate on environmental and safety issues associated with the ever-increasing inventories
of spent fuel at Indian Point, and as a party to the Indian Point license renewal proceeding (which implicates and
involves waste storage issues, see State of New York, Riverkeeper, Inc., and Hudson River Sloop Clearwater's Joint
Contention NYS-39/RK-EC-9/CW-EC- 10 Concerning the On-Site Storage of Nuclear Waste at Indian Point (July 8,
2012), ADAMS Accession No. ML12190A002), Riverkeeper has a vested interest in the new waste confidence
environmental review process being undertaken by NRC.

www.riverkeeper.org . 20 Secor Road • Ossining, New York 10562 . 1 914,478.4501 • f 914,478,4527
mUj(.,Man139



the environmental review. The lack of adequate information in NRC's Notice of Intent to
Prepare Waste Confidence EIS2 makes it particularly difficult and time-consuming to respond. 3

Riverkeeper supports at least a 30-day extension in which to file written comments, beyond the
current January 2, 2013 comment deadline. The comment period is absurdly short in light of the
complicated issues involved. The current deadline is particularly inappropriate and inadequate in
light of the intervening holidays, during which commenters and experts will be unavailable.

In addition, Riverkeeper respectfully requests additional regional scopingmeetings to ensure that
interested stakeholders in critically impacted communities, (such as New York State in general,
and the communities surrounding Indian Point in particular), have a full and fair opportunity to
inform the environmental review process. Indeed, additional meetings are necessary in light of
the fact that, just a few weeks into the commenting period, it remains far too early for
commenters to render comprehensive and thorough scoping comments at tomorrow's meetings.
Tomorrow's sole scheduled scoping meetings, being held in Washington, D.C., are simply not
enough in light of the significance of the issues to be considered and analyzed. These limited
meetings unacceptably fail to allow the neighbors of nuclear power plants-to-attend and talk to
NRC officials in-person. Remote webinars are not a substitute for direct contact.

Based on the foregoing and in the interest of fairness and transparency (which NRC regularly
touts its alleged commitment to4) additional time to determine the appropriate scope of the
environmental review process for NRC's waste confidence EIS is necessary.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Deborah Brancato
Staff Attorney

2 Request for comments on the notice of intent to prepare and (sic) environmental impact statement and notice of

public meetings, 77 Fed. Reg. 65,137 (October 25, 2012).

3 See generally Letter from G. Fettus (NRDC), M. Goldstein (Turner ELC), and D. Curran (Harmon, Curran,
Spielberg & Eisenberg, L.L.P.) to NRC Commissioners, Re: Notice of Intent to Prepare Waste Confidence EIS
(Nov. 8, 2012).

' See, e.g., U.S. NRC, Transparency, http://www.nrc.gov/public-involve/open/transparency.html (last visited July
12, 2011) ("The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) has a long-standing practice of conducting its
regulatory responsibilities in an open and transparent manner, consistent with The NRC Approach to Open
Government"); U.S. NRC, Public Participation, http://www.nrc.gov/public-involve/open/public-participation.html
(last visited July 12, 2011) ("The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) considers public involvement in, and
information about, our activities to be a cornerstone of strong, fair regulation of the nuclear industry. We recognize
the public's interest in the proper regulation of nuclear activities and provide opportunities for citizens to be heard.
For that reason, consistent with The NRC Approach to Open Government, the agency is committed to providing
opportunities for the public to participate meaningfully in the NRC's decisionmaking process").
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cc: (via e-mail)

Sarah L. Lopas, NEPA Communications Project Manager
Communications, Planning and Rulemaking Branch
Waste Confidence Directorate
Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555
Sarah.Lopas@nrc.gov

Susan Wittick, NMSS/WCD
Waste Confidence Scoping Meeting Contact
Susan.Wittick(Qnrc.gov

TR Rowe, NMSS/WCD
Waste Confidence Scoping Meeting Contact
T.Rowe(Qnrc.gov
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