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General Comment

Tuesday, July 20, 2021
  

Secretary
 U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

 Washington, DC 20555-0001
 ATTN: Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff

  
Subject: Don't Sacrifice our Safety. Reject Expanding Categorical Exclusions for Nuclear Waste. --
Categorical Exclusions from Environmental Review (Document ID: NRC-2018-0300-0001)

  
To NRC Chair Christopher T. Hanson, NRC Commissioners, and NRC Staff:

  
I strongly oppose the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's proposed expansion of Categorical Exclusions. It
appears as if the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) wants to avoid legitimate controversy and
generically exclude further public input on over a dozen important and controversial impacts from the
nuclear power fuel chain.

  
"It is horrifying that we have to fight our own government to save the environment."

 -- Ansel Adams
  

I do NOT want:
 * radioactive waste at any level released from nuclear control, to get into regular trash and commercial

recycling, which could make everyday household items radioactive. This proposal could do that, despite
decades of public opposition to "below regulatory concern" (BRC), "very low-level waste" (VLLW), and
other generic exemptions from 10 CFR 20.2002 regulations.

 * even hotter nuclear waste to go to "low-level" waste sites.



* the NRC to improperly reclassify actions which actually cause significant environmental consequences
to avoid environmental review.
* the NRC to assume there are no impacts from the numerous exclusions listed in the advanced notice of
proposed rulemaking.
 
I DO WANT:
* continued and increased surveillance of closed uranium mills.
* more—not less—input on storage and transport cask designs.
* more input, not less, on decommissioning plans and funding assurance requirements for reactors,
uranium facilities and the proposed Consolidated "Interim" Storage facilities.
 
"A thing is right when it tends to preserve the integrity, stability, and beauty of the biotic community. It is
wrong when it tends otherwise."
-- Aldo Leopold
 
This proposal violates the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The NRC has not "provide(d) a
reasoned explanation for the change(s)," and each of them deserves its own environmental impact
statement, not an exemption.
 
"As we peer into society's future, we—you and I, and our government—must avoid the impulse to live
only for today, plundering for our own ease and convenience the precious resources of tomorrow. We
cannot mortgage the material assets of our grandchildren without risking the loss also of their political
and spiritual heritage. We want democracy to survive for all generations to come, not to become the
insolvent phantom of tomorrow."
-- Dwight D. Eisenhower
 
I strongly urge the NRC to NOT expand categorical exclusions and should instead reject this proposal and
focus on reducing exclusions already allowed.
 
"The ultimate test of a moral society is the kind of world that it leaves to its children."
-- Dietrich Bonhoeffer
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. Please do NOT add my name to your mailing list. I
will learn about future developments on this issue from other sources.
 
Sincerely,
Christopher Lish
San Rafael, CA


