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General Comment
July 12, 2020

Commissioners and Staff of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

San Luis Obispo Mothers for Peace (SLOMFP) opposes the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission's (NRC) proposed rule change, docketed in the Federal Register (NRC-2020-
0101), to reduce theemergencypreparednessrequirements for small modular reactors, "other 
new technologies," and production and utilization facilities.
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Extend comment period
Firstly, SLOMFP urges an extension of the comment period until six months after the 
COVID-19 pandemic ends. The implications of this rulemaking is widespread and could 
impact millions of people. There is not an immediate, urgent need for this rulemaking. Given 
the distraction of the COVID-19 pandemic and out of fairness to members of the public, 
SLOMFP requests this extension.

Reject proposed rule change
NRC is proposing to eliminate the requirement of dedicated minimum Emergency Planning 
Zones (EPZ) for the above-referenced facilities, and for site-specific EmergencyResponse 
Plans that must be reviewed and approved by the FederalEmergencyManagement Agency. 
Instead, the proposed regulations would allow licensees to determine the size of the EPZ and 
even whether offsite emergency planning is necessary at all! The NRC would be abdicating its 
responsibility to protect the public if this rule were to be implemented. This proposed rule 
change must be rejected.

Emergencypreparation is essential - now more than ever with climate change - and should be 
made more stringent, not less
Emergencyplanning regulation has been a fundamental principle of nuclear safety for over 40 
years. The Three Mile Island disaster demonstrated that advance preparation and coordination 
with state and local agencies are essential to meet the challenges of a radiological release.

Emergencyplanning requirements for nuclear facilities will become even more vital as we 
continue to experience the growing effects of climate change. The resulting increase in both 
the severity and frequency of natural disasters will exacerbate the need and complicate the 
response plans. The NRC's proposed rule neglects the reality of climate change or extreme 
weather events. It must include the intensity of conditions caused by the climate crisis.

Climate change is impacting the profound effects of the current COVID-19 global pandemic 
as well. A concerning body of evidence already indicates that climate hazards are likely to 
intersect with the COVID-19 outbreak and public health response. It is essential that 
emergency plans include explicit measures to address the possibility that nuclear plants may 
become drastically under-staffed due to widespread infection.The
pandemic has shown us how difficult it is in this country to achieve an effective and 
coordinated response. We had no meaningful plan in place for this predictable health crisis, 
hence the ensuing chaos, distrust, and suffering. 

Emergencyplanning is part of the implicit agreement between the public and commercial 
nuclear facilities. It is all that remains to protect the community members after safety 
regulations, reactor designs, defense-in-depth, and NRC oversight fail. This last line of 
defense must not be abandoned. There must be mandated plans in place to enable protection 
of the populace when safety measures fail.
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Current emergency plans throughout the world are woefully inadequate - as most recently 
proven in the continuing disasters of Chernobyl and Fukushima Dai-Ichi. The proposal to 
abandon emergency preparedness requirements during a time when they need to be more 
rigorous, is a relinquishment of regulatory responsibility.

Small Modular Reactors might be smaller, but they still can have dangerous consequences
This rule change would apply to the small modular reactors and non-light-water reactors. 
Although they may be smaller than traditional reactors, they would still contain large amounts 
of dangerous radiological material. They still have the potential to cause devastating 
accidents. The people who live near these reactors still require and deserve adequate 
protective emergency plans. 

License Applicants must not be allowed to exempt themselves fromemergencyplanning
It is ludicrous for the NRC to propose that license applicants for new reactor designs should 
be able to exempt themselves fromemergencyplanning requirements on the basis of risk 
calculations. Furthermore, by creating a process for "small" reactors to eliminate 
offsiteemergencyplanning through a cold calculation of the probability of risk opens Pandora's 
Box for reactors of any size, design, and vintage to reduce or eliminate emergencyplanning.

The public can have no confidence in this proposed regulation, and it must be rejected.

Attachments
SLOMFP comments on emergency preparedness for small modular reactors and other new 
technologies; proposed rule
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July 12, 2020

Commissioners and Staff of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

San Luis Obispo Mothers for Peace (SLOMFP) opposes the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission’s (NRC) proposed rule change, docketed in the Federal Register 
(NRC-2020-0101), to reduce the emergency preparedness requirements for small 
modular reactors, “other new technologies,” and production and utilization facilities. 

Extend comment period
Firstly, SLOMFP urges an extension of the comment period until six months after the 
COVID-19 pandemic ends. The implications of this rulemaking is widespread and could 
impact millions of people. There is not an immediate, urgent need for this rulemaking. 
Given the distraction of the COVID-19 pandemic and out of fairness to members of the 
public, SLOMFP requests this extension.

Reject proposed rule change
NRC is proposing to eliminate the requirement of dedicated minimum Emergency 
Planning Zones (EPZ) for the above-referenced facilities, and for site-specific 
Emergency Response Plans that must be reviewed and approved by the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency. Instead, the proposed regulations would 
allow licensees to determine the size of the EPZ and even whether offsite emergency 
planning is necessary at all!  The NRC would be abdicating its responsibility to protect 
the public if this rule were to be implemented. This proposed rule change must be 
rejected.

Emergency preparation is essential - now more than ever with climate 
change - and should be made more stringent, not less
Emergency planning regulation has been a fundamental principle of nuclear safety for 
over 40 years. The Three Mile Island disaster demonstrated that advance preparation 
and coordination with state and local agencies are essential to meet the challenges of a 
radiological release.

Emergency planning requirements for nuclear facilities will become even more vital as 
we continue to experience the growing effects of climate change. The resulting increase 
in both the severity and frequency of natural disasters will exacerbate the need and 
complicate the response plans. The NRC’s proposed rule neglects the reality of climate 



change or extreme weather events. It must include the intensity of conditions caused by 
the climate crisis.

Climate change is impacting the profound effects of the current COVID-19 global 
pandemic as well. A concerning body of evidence already indicates that climate hazards 
are likely to intersect with the COVID-19 outbreak and public health response. It is 
essential that emergency plans include explicit measures to address the possibility that 
nuclear plants may become drastically under-staffed due to widespread infection. The
pandemic has shown us how difficult it is in this country to achieve an effective and 
coordinated response. We had no meaningful plan in place for this predictable health 
crisis, hence the ensuing chaos, distrust, and suffering. 

Emergency planning is part of the implicit agreement between the public and 
commercial nuclear facilities. It is all that remains to protect the community members 
after safety regulations, reactor designs, defense-in-depth, and NRC oversight fail. This 
last line of defense must not be abandoned. There must be mandated plans in place to 
enable protection of the populace when safety measures fail.

Current emergency plans throughout the world are woefully inadequate - as most 
recently proven in the continuing disasters of Chernobyl and Fukushima Dai-Ichi. The 
proposal to abandon emergency preparedness requirements during a time when they 
need to be more rigorous, is a relinquishment of regulatory responsibility.

Small Modular Reactors might be smaller, but they still can have 
dangerous consequences
This rule change would apply to the small modular reactors and non-light-water 
reactors. Although they may be smaller than traditional reactors, they would still contain 
large amounts of dangerous radiological material. They still have the potential to cause 
devastating accidents. The people who live near these reactors still require and  
deserve adequate protective emergency plans. 

License Applicants must not be allowed to exempt themselves 
from emergency planning
It is ludicrous for the NRC to propose that license applicants for new reactor designs 
should be able to exempt themselves from emergency planning requirements on the 
basis of risk calculations. Furthermore, by creating a process for “small” reactors to 
eliminate offsite emergency planning through a cold calculation of the probability of risk 



opens Pandora’s Box for reactors of any size, design, and vintage to reduce or 
eliminate emergency planning. 

The public can have no confidence in this proposed regulation, and it must be rejected.
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