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General Comment

First, this entire process appears to be rushed since the current expiration dates of the licenses for the two
reactors do not occur for at least ten years. Considering the current significant changes being made in
energy production and it’s use it is too early to know whether extending the licenses for these reactors will
be reasonable in ten years. There are too many unknowns in all the environmental effects to be considered
to attempt to do it now unless the process leaves open reconsideration of any decision closer to the
expiration dates based on the then current information.

When Point Beach was built, alternative energy was not as common and not as economical as it is now.
Therefore this EIS needs to thoroughly study the alternative options of other energy sources such as wind
and solar in comparison to the proposed action of extending the license of these reactors. The analysis
should include comparative analysis of the proposed action to the alternatives including “no action” with
respect to jobs and tax base and include the indirect effects of alternative energy scenarios. 

The EIS must address the consequences of a range of nuclear reactor accidents (from excess radiation
leaks to meltdowns) for each Point Beach Unit and also for accidents that effect both units for the local
communities within a 50-mile radius and for Lake Michigan and the entire Great Lakes watershed. In
addition the socio-economic impacts to the community if an accident occurs must be evaluated;
particularly what would happen to people’s livelihoods, especially farmers whose land and livestock will
be contaminated.

The EIS needs to address the effects of the release of water into Lake Michigan, the temperature at which
the water is released and how that water effects the natural ecosystem in the surrounding lake area. At
present, Green Bay and Lake Michigan are experiencing increased episodes of harmful algae and bacteria
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(cyanobacteria) blooms that affect both the aquatic environment and recreation. Prolonging the operation
of these reactors may worsen these problems. The EIS should cover the threat of water level fluctuations
on Lake Michigan as well. Specifically, climate change models and the reasonably foreseeable impacts to
water levels and climate conditions, including the recent higher frequency of significant disasters, must be
considered. Additionally, what measures must be put be in place to ensure that higher water levels do not
affect the reactors or storage units.
 
Finally, it is important that the EIS address the long-term impacts from storage of nuclear waste materials
including the spent reactor rods both on-site and at any other radioactive waste repositories as well as the
future costs relating to this waste. Both the energy involved in the production and eventual storage of the
additional reactor rods should be fully considered.




