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Carol Gallagher,

I would like to offer my personal comments on the proposed Final Rule, on
"Continued Storage of Spent Nuclear Fuel"; pursuant to FR. Vol.79/No.182, before
the end of public review period (October 19, 2014).

First, this proposed Rulemaking will have unprecedented impacts, and as currently
written will be setting overly SIMPLIFIED, overly relaxed standards for future
enviornmental reviews, for an entire series of related actions and complex permit
sequences by NRC, federal, and state/local  agencies.  

This proposed FINAL Rulemaking is another example of NRC's application of 'rushed'
and incomplete analysis for NRC 2012-0246.     This Final Rule analysis and
Rulemaking (if understood correctly), was supposed to replace the former "Waste
Confidence Rules", which were  already found legally inadequate by court actions.   

It appears, that instead of this Final Rule being predicated on a set of proven best
practices, and industry standards developed over time, there are a number of NON-
EXISTENT, modern technologies that still have not been developed ,, designed,
analyzed, prototyped, or even tested !  

Before this, or ANY proposed Rulemaking and Final Rule are finalized (effective
 October 20, 2014), it is up to NRC to apply a much more modern, system analyses,
which STILL PROVIDES EQUIVALENT ongoing, sustained, and more certain
standards of public health and safety.     .     not just during an INTERIM PERIOD,
but with reasonable assurance that an ultimate, realistic, and technically feasible
permanent disposal solution that is specifically and reasonably assured, fully
analyzed and funded  by another federal agency (DOE).   

It is not enough to point to, or abdicate NRC's authority on nuclear industry's own
failure to devote sufficient R&D far in advance, to solve long term foreseeable
storage/disposal/transportaton issues long before any site specific  plant
Decommissioning Plans are to be presented to the state funding agency..... such as
that currently pending imminent approval at San Onofre (SONGS 2 & 3).  

At S.C.E.'s last two Community Engagement Panel Meetings in southern California
(San Juan Capistrano Community Center), highly technical unresolved issues were
identified, and major technology gaps were specifically identified by members in
audience who attended to contribute specific recommendations for upgraded cask
designs, prepared by credible technical experts, and local community organizations
representing residents in San Diego, Orange County, LA County, Imperial, Riverside,
San Bernardino and far beyond, about unanalyzed impacts, or impacts which NRC's
federal environemental processes still overlook, and need to be better integrated
with other state, local, and federal Permitting agencies.  

I know this afternoon is the deadline for public comments on this important Final
Rule, so with this email, please accept my personal comments.
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. , on an entire range of unproven theories, and unsubstantiated assertions, and
relies on the ongoing (but still uncertain) AND UNPROVEN  assumptions that future
actions by DOE to resolve remaining technical gaps, will be resolved quickly enough,
that "INTERIM" Decommissioning Plans  are good enough.  News flash - no, that's
NOT TRUE, even if C.E.P. took action on October 9, 2014 to ENDORSE SCE's
Decommissioning Plan (DP), there was substantial testimony, and credible criticism
by experts and local residents within impact areas that WERE RECOGNIZED, and
need to be further analyzed.    

The proposed FINAL Rulemaking for NRC 2012-0246 is again, premature, and would
finalize an incomplete, inaccurate analysis on Continued Waste Storage of Spent
Nuclear Fuel in US. reactors, and at site specific locations like San Onofre 2 & 3.  

Thank you for opportunity to provide public comment, and participate.

The public in southern California REJECTS the current Decommissioning Plan
proposed by SCE Edison for SONGS 2 & 3.
  and makes changes to improve readability"


