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As you know, my academic research program examines communication processes in the energy and 
environmental domain. Over the past few months I have been developing a book chapter focused on 
the waste confidence controversy and its implications for public trust in the US Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

Accordingly, I am writing to comment on the NRC's plans to conduct a Commissioner vote on the 
draft final GElS and proposed rule for continued storage of spent nuclear fuel on Tuesday, August 24. 
It seems clear to me that doing so can only undermine public trust and confidence in the 
Commission's regulatory independence, while opening further avenues for legal challenges should 
the GElS and rule be approved. 

A vote at this time would be problematic in at least three ways. First, throughout the public 
involvement process the NRC has stated consistently that a vote would be taken by October 3, 2014. 
As the GElS was completed only recently (and released publicly late in July), skeptical observers may 
well wonder whether the Commissioners have had sufficient time to read and evaluate it in detail and 
in its entirety. This decision is one of the most consequential ones the Commission will make, 
warranting the fullest and most thoughtful consideration. 

Second, public interest groups and indiv-iduals have concluded that the reason for fast-tracking the 
vote is to ensure the inclusion of a Commissioner who is leaving at the end of August, whose views 
are widely regarded as insufficiently independent from industry influence. Following the original 
schedule for the vote, rather than implementing this sudden change, would signal that the 
Commission is committed to a proper process rather than to a particular outcome for the vote. Such 
commitment to process is a key to public trust. 

Third, there has been a broader, overall fast-tracking of the waste confidence/continued storage· 
review. Commission staff initially stated that the process would take years longer than the two-year 
period that has been adopted. Fast tracking the vote at the end of a fast-tracked process suggests a 
deference to the nuclear industry's interests in resuming licensing actions, irrespective of the complex 
challenges to safety that exist. 

In my view, this issue is not only about waste confidence (despite the removal of the term from the 
name of the GElS and rule), it is also about public confidence in the NRC's independence and 
integrity. A fast-tracked vote has the potential to undermine public confidence and the legitimacy of 
the NRC as a public institution. It can also open the way to continued legal disputes that, ironically, 
could further stretch the time frame for closure on this very consequential issue. My recommendation 
is to return to the original timetable for the vote, in the interest of public trust and responsiveness to 
the broad community served by the Commission. 
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Thank you for your attention to these comments, and best wishes as you grapple with the difficult 
challenges faced by the Commission. 

Bill Kinsella 
Raleigh, NC. 27607-3030 
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