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General Comment

The environmental impact statement on Point Beach nuclear power plant brings up many issues which I
would like to have addressed at the scope hearing. 

 First the radiation from a nuclear power plant. Periodically with routine maintenance and refueling, there
will be releases. In case of an accident or a natural disaster or sabotage or terrorism, there could be even
larger releases. For all of these releases how are these monitored? Where are these reported? The short
term ( acute and cumulative ) and long term effects of these releases need to be evaluated and made
known to the public in the EIS. The effects on wildlife, lake life, humans, the drinking water of the 50
million supplied by the lakes, livelihood of the fisherman, tourist industry, and farmers who rely on this
water, need to be included in this. 

 Secondly The EIS needs to include evacuation plans in the event of a disaster. We know disasters happen
in nuclear power plants. How will the population at risk of such a disaster be informed that they are at risk
and how they will they be educated about evacuation plans?

 Thirdly, alternatives need to be evaluated before licensing this plant. If this plant is not licensed, would
there be other ways to meet the population's energy needs? Would they present as high a danger to the
workers, to the population and to the surrounding environment? Would they cost less to operate and then
decommission in the future than just decommissioning PBNPP (Including the cost for storing nuclear
waste for thousands of years, the fees added on to utility bills for maintaining the plant, maintenance of
this old plant).

 Thank you.
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