fU Page 1 of 1
RULES AND DIRECTI
BRANCH e

USNRC

As of: May 17,2013
Received: May 15, 2013

- _ |Status: Pending P
PUBLIC SUBMISSION 73 MY 17t 9 347 acuing No. i 83cq-bzay
Comments Due: May 16, 2013
Submission Type: Web

Docket: NRC-2013-0070 R EC E,\/ED

Application and Amendment to Facility Operating License Involving Proposed No Significant Hazards
Consideration Determination

Comment On: NRC-2013-0070-0001
Application and Amendment to Facility Operating License Involving Proposed No Significant Hazards
Consideration Determination; San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 2

416 [a0/3

Document: NRC-2013-0070-DRAFT-0182

Comment on FR Doc # 2013-08888 ' 73 A 57(0
L7 7
R —

Submitter Information

Name: Douglas Neary
Address:

3920 Ecochee Ave

San Dlego, CA, 92117

General Comment

It is absurd to state there are no significant hazards to restarting San Onofre. This plant was shut down after
spewing radiation into the atmosphere. Upon inspection, there was huge wear from vibration.

And now, magically, San Onofre presents no significant hazards?
This is nonsense.

Do it right. Start over with the turbine design. Vet all the changes through the NRC and the turbine vendor. Hold
public hearings.

Then, and only then, consider restarting this plant.
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