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General Comment

I request my comments be heard regarding scoping on Point Beach nuclear power plant. 

Waste from a nuclear power plant is highly deadly to all forms of life , hard to store, and lasts for tens of
thousands of years. 

 The EIS is a form of communication of the risks of license renewal for PBNPP. Thus I feel it should
explain waste generation, the risks of the waste including to humans, animals, plants, waterways,
livelihoods and the economy. It should explain how the waste is stored at the site. It should explain how
the waste is transported from the site. It should explain the long term storage of such waste offsite. And
then the EIS should communicate to lay people the risks of this waste should an accident occur at any
point on this chain. It should I feel communicate this risk not just for the current generation but for the
next thousand years. And it should include the danger to the waste should an earthquake or tornado or
bombing or other such calmity occur. 

 The EIS should do an economic risk benefit analysis. The risk of loss of livelihood, destruction to
humanity and environment, versus the benefit of the savings from use of nuclear energy. Included in this
risk benefit ratio should be the fees that customers are now paying to maintain nuclear plants. Also
included should be the current costs of alternative energy sources and the costs of improving energy
efficiency for the customers that PBNPP serves. Included in this economic analysis should be the cost of
decommissioning the plant now versus decommissioning the plant in the future. 

 As the outer vessel on this nuclear plant is the most brittle in the country, estimations of repair and
maintenance costs need to be done and included in this analysis. 

 As there is no data from radiation leakage for the last three years from the Wisconsin health department,
no licensing should occur until this data is located and analyzed. 

Thank you for your attention to these concerns
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