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From: “Phi! Silberman® <phil@poetrycardsusa.com>
To: <nrcrep@nre.gov>

Date: Wed, Dec 15, 2004 1:35 AM

Subject: Attention: Anna Bradford

Re: Docket No. 70-3103 , 4// W%
G7 /R 52/ 24

Dear Ms Bradford,

I am writing to express my grave concerns about the proposed Nuclear 4
Enrichment Fagcility in Eunice, New Mexico. As | understand it, if it is

constructed, about 3 shipments per day of raw, enriched and waste

depleted uranium and other wastes would be shipped via truck and train

right up [-25 through Denver. With ali of the concern about the

terrorist attacks using "dirty bombs*, is it not ironic to allow the

transport of THREE truckloads per day of such deadly materials right

through the middle of a major US metropolitan area?

As a citizen and father to be this is quite disconcerting. Will these

trucks travel with a military escort? Has the Dept. of homeland security
submitted any comments on this project? Given all the discussion
regarding dirty bombs of late, has adequate attention been devoted to

the question of potential terrorist activity relating to these

shipments? What assurances can the NRC provide a pregnant mother-to-be
that this possibility has been addressed? Can the NRC demonstrate that
DHS has even been notified for comment on the project? What training or
information/disclosures have been made to notify first responders along
these routes of the special problems associated with accidents or

attack.

Thinking on the project seems at best incomplete and at worse horribly
misguided. How is it possible for a thorough or even adequate
environmental review to be accomplished on a project that has so many
“options” and variables still under consideration. More importantly,
given the excess supply of nuclear materials available on the black
market that can be blended down for electrical purposes, we should
question whether adequate attention is being paid to the "no action"
alternative, i.e. not building the facility at all, while keeping the

stuff out of the hands of terrorists. If the plant is to be built, is

it not necessary to fully evaluate each and every contingency of
operation that is still on the table here?

Given that the project hinges on an LES promise that waste won't stay in
New Mexico, what gives New Mexico and the NRC the right to assume the
project can go ahead without a comprehensive management plan in place,
with firm contractual arrangements as to where all the wastes will go?

This plan has numerous built in potential disasters and should be
halted.

Thank you.
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