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TALKING POINTS ON NRC’S GEIS ON
WASTE CONFIDENCE



1. Stop Making Nuclear Waste.

Without a scientifically proven solution for 
safely disposing of nuclear waste, we must 
stop making it. Clean, renewable sources of 
electricity are readily available and affordable, 
so there is no excuse for continuing to 
rely on nuclear power. 
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2. Nuclear Waste is Still a Problem 
Without a Solution.

No technology has yet been proven capable of 
containing radioactive waste for the hundreds of 
thousands of years necessary to protect the 
environment. 
Debates continue over whether it is even possible 
to do so, but unfortunately the U.S. has failed 
even to identify a viable site for a nuclear waste 
repository despite two decades, billions of 
dollars, and a federal mandate to do so.



3. Waste Confidence Is a Radioactive 
ConGame.

The purpose of NRC’s Waste Confidence rule is 
to streamline nuclear plant licensing by 
ignoring the million-year, multi-billion dollar 
problem of what to do with radioactive waste. 
The only problem Waste Confidence solves is 
how to permit nuclear plants to continue 
making this waste when there is no solution 
for it.



4. We Don’t Even Have One Solution--
and We Already Need Two.

Federal law has only authorized the siting of one 
nuclear waste repository. As of 2010, nuclear 
power plants had already generated 70,000 tons 
of spent fuel, enough to fill that repository. 

That means a second repository would have to be 
built to hold all the waste nuclear reactors are 
continuing to generate, but there is no plan or 
Act of Congress on the table for where to do it.



5. Consolidated Storage Creates More 
Problems, Not Solutions.

In order to justify its Waste Confidence policy, NRC is 
relying on the federal government’s Plan B: to hide the 
waste problem by transporting spent fuel away from 
nuclear reactors to “temporary” storage sites around 
the country. This means more communities would be 
at risk from radioactive waste, more nuclear sites 
would have to be safeguarded, and reactor owners 
could continue making waste without responsibility for 
managing it. Temporary storage sites easily could 
become de facto permanent dumps if it is not 
politically feasible to site enough repositories to handle 
the waste.



6. Mass Transportation of Nuclear 
Waste is Unsafe and Unnecessary.

The sheer volume of nuclear waste will require 
thousands of shipments on our roads, rails, 
and waterways. Due to the risk involved in 
mass nuclear waste transportation, it should 
only be undertaken once--and when we know 
there is a viable solution.



Planned container would hold 4 – 20 times more 
high-level radioactive waste


