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First, how do these costs compare to monitored, above ground, disposal in cost? It is entirely unacceptable 
that you continue to allow burial this radioactive waste, most of which is long-lived and not low-level. If it 
were truly short-lived - meaning half-lives in days - then it could be held on-site. Do these charges include 
digging the waste up, re-packaging them? 

This quote with "Error! Reference source not found" says it all about this poorly written and badly organized 
document, bad even for the US NRC's usual low standards. As almost always the case you are in violation of 
the rule that these documents are to be readable! "In support of Revision 16 ofNUREG-1307, a similar 
survey was conducted. In response to this 24 survey, a price quote to disposition the components of the 
reference PWR and BWR at the Utah 25 disposal facility was obtained. Unit costs, exclusive of taxes, were 
provided for several different 26 categories of components, which are provided in Error! Reference source not 
found .. The 27 updated rates represent an average increase of 8.3 percent, with the exception of evaporator 28 
bottoms which increased by approximately 78.5 percent, compared to the 2012 rates." 

Among other things, the entire costs for Utah's Clive facility should have been included. How are we 
supposed to know anything from so much per cubic foot when the size of the objects are not readily available 
online! Since Energy Solutions is trying to ,buy the WCS facility this is extra important. We are also left 
without an idea of why the cost in South Carolina is so much higher as compared to Washington State? Is 
there a difference between practices in South Carolina vs. Texas vs. Washington State? If so, what? Is it based 
on climatic considerations or greed? And, why the huge reduction in cost in Washington State over the course 
of a decade? 

https://www.fdms.gov/fdms/getcontent?objectld=090000648242996b&formi __ 
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The average American, including working in government, is much worse in Math and has a much lower 
educational level then I do. And, much less time. If I can't glance through it over a couple of hours and figure 
it out this will be true of the majority and perhaps all. Once again, this is in violation of the rule that these 
documents are supposed to be understandable for the general public. Understandable does not mean pouring 
over it for days, especially as this was posted for only one month. 

LOL and I won't shed a tear when you lose your jobs. The owner ofEnergySolutions is a major Trump donor. 
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