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To:
Date:

jerod youb <glenda-hayth @sbcglobal.net>
<GrandGulfEIS © nrc.gov>
Thu, Jun 30,2005 1:10 PM

Dear Sir,

I can't believe the United States would even consider letting China buy our gas companies or any
properties that are of national concern. Why are we giving away our Country!!!!!! What about the security
risks to us. We give and give taking away from the people of the United States and shouldn't we be
thinking about how this is going to affect our Nation. It seems to me that money has become the main
issue when it comes the United States and their decisions.

Let's keep our country safe and take care of our needs before we consider one more way to give our
Nation away. Stop handing things over to foreigners their agenda is in our best interest.

Sincerely,

Glenda
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From: Elaine Koepp <epkep tds.net>
To: <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Fri, Jun 24, 2005 5:15 PM
Subject: nuclear power

I am very much against building more nuclear power plants until we
figure out what to do with the waste!!!!!!
Elaine P Koepp
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"Paul dallaire" <paul.dallaire@mri.gouv.qc.ca>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS @nrc.gov>
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July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

7eA~~C;~/

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Paul dallaire



|c:\temp\qW)00001.TMP
- f

> c:. .mp. . . .O. .TMPPage 1 ii

Mail Envelope Properties (42D2E970.D7B: 11: 36219)

Subject: Comrnents on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
Creation Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:49 PM
From: "Paul dallaire" <paul.dallaire@mri.gouv.qc.ca>

Created By: paul.dallaire@mri.gouv.qc.ca

Recipients
nrc.gov
TWGWPOO2.HQGWDOO1

GrandGulfEIS

Post Office Route
TWGWPOO2.HQGWDOO1 nrc.gov

Files Size Date & Time
MESSAGE 4968 Monday, July 11, 2005 5:49 PM
Mime.822 6025

Options
Expiration Date: None
Priority: Standard
Reply Requested: No
Return Notification: None

Concealed Subject: No
Security: Standard



i GrandGulf EIS - Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 1 |1
iGrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1 817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 1 I

From: "Jeremy Schneider' <rideonice@aol.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:46 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Jeremy Schneider
15 Donna Street
New City, NY 10956

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host .c

community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be DJc
addressed in the necessary manner. mn

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, - t i .

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. 1] )

The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and Ad D m
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a ,
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only U CD

"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Jeremy Schneider
1-914-419-1982
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From: 'Laura Juozunas" <laura juozunas sbcglobal.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:49 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Laura Juozunas
4416 S. Artesian Ave.
Chicago, IL 60632

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration S
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be E 8 =
addressed in the necessary manner. - m

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. - . f
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and C -,-

low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a 3

new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but [Ti -
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only Z -

uminimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Laura Juozunas
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From: bob linc <guess7808@yahoo.com> 1/o2/1 S
To: <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Wed, Jun 29, 2005 11:59 AM
Subject: Testimony 2ypa2 , 7/5y

I flatly reject the argument that increased investment in
nuclear capacity is an acceptable or necessary solution. Instead we
can
significantly reduce global warming pollution and save consumers money
by increasing energy efficiency and shifting to clean renewable sources
of energy.

For at least thirty years, the public, policymakers and private
investors have viewed nuclear power as uneconomical, unsafe, and
unnecessary. As a result no new reactors have been ordered in this
country. With respect to these serious concerns, nothing has changed.
While we urgently need to reduce our global warming emissions, nuclear
power still remains the least attractive, least economic, and least
safe
avenue to pursue.

*Nuclear Power is Unnecessary: We can meet our future electricity
needs and reduce global warming pollution without increasing our
reliance on nuclear energy. For example, a 2004 study by Synapse
Energy
Economics found that the US could reduce carbon dioxide emissions from
electricity generation by more than 47% by 2025 compared to business as
usual and meet projected electricity demand, while saving consumers $36
billion annually. In fact, we can do this while cutting our reliance
on cZ
nuclear power by nearly half. m*

The states are moving forward with clean energy solutions. Nineteen
states have passed renewable electricity standards requiring an
increasing percentage of energy to be generated by renewable energy < '7
sources. Replicating this effort nationally would increase our ability
to reduce global warming emissions, while benefiting public health, - 2
consumers and the environment. Several states are working to increase __
efficiency standards for appliances, while many are working to reduce
global warming pollution from cars. The states are demonstrating that
there is an effective arsenal of clean energy solutions that can
significantly curb our global warming emissions; it is these ideas that
we need to draw upon.

*Nuclear Power is Too Expensive: The economics of nuclear power remain
so unattractive that without additional federal subsidies, no new
plants
will be built. Despite fifty years and more than $150 billion in
federal and state support, the nuclear power industry is still
seemingly
incapable of building a new plant on its own. In fact, the U.S. DOE's
Energy Information Administration stated in its 2005 Annual Energy
Outlook that "new [nuclear] plants are not expected to be
economical."

Dominion CEO & Chairman Thomas Capps has stated that: "If you
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announced you were going to build a new nuclear plant, Moody's and
Standard & Poor's would assuredly drop your bonds to junk status,
hedge funds would be bumping into each other trying to short your
stock."

Not surprisingly, private investors have shown such disinterest in
supporting new nuclear power plants that the industry is, yet again, at
the mercy of federal handouts. Last year, Senator Domenici included
extensive federal incentives in his original energy bill, including
loan
guarantees and power purchase agreements covering up to half the cost
of
building a new plant, as well as clean air credits and federal lines of
credit. Despite this, Standard & Poor's concluded:

"Standard & Poor's Ratings Services has found that an electric
utility with a nuclear exposure has weaker credit than one without and
can expect to pay more on the margin for credit. Federal support of
construction costs will do little to change that reality. Therefore,
were a utility to embark on a new or expanded nuclear endeavor,
Standard
& Poor's would likely revisit its rating on the utility."

Due to the lack of private investment, it is the inevitable that any
new nuclear construction will result in significant public cost to
taxpayers. Between 1950 and1998, the federal government spent 56% of
the
energy supply research and development on nuclear energy, while only
11%
was invested in all renewable technologies. If the federal government
is going to spend any money on energy, those dollars should be focused
on clean and safe technologies.

*Nuclear Energy is Too Dangerous: Nuclear energy has never been safe,
but post 9-11 nuclear power plants and radioactive waste storage
facilities y have become terrorist targets as well. Al-Qaeda
operatives
were surveying nuclear power plants as potential terrorist targets; in
the post 9-11 world these risks are only elevated. The National
Academy
of Sciences has raised serious concerns about the safety of irradiated
nuclear fuel storage facilities from terrorist attacks in its report
entitled "Safety and Security of Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage."
Furthermore, protecting the fuel from terrorists as it is moved to
longer term storage facilities, if they are ever built, will be nearly
impossible.

Reactors in the U.S. are also deteriorating with age and inadequate
oversight by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission provides further reason
for concern. Just three years ago, for example, a nuclear reactor in
Ohio came within one-fifth of an inch of stainless steel from a rupture
that would have vented radioactive steam into the reactor's
containment building and could have led to a meltdown.

*Nuclear Power is Too Polluting: Beyond operating concerns remains the
unsolved and disturbing issue of waste disposal. Some 95% of the
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radioactivity ever generated in the US is contained in the nation's
civilian high-level atomic waste. Despite almost two decades of pushing
to make Yucca Mountain in Nevada the nation's high-level waste
repository, it has not been shown scientifically to be suitable to
safely store the waste. The Yucca Mountain project is further thrown
into doubt by the recent revelations of the falsification of scientific
data by USGS scientists, as well as the court ruling that found EPA's
public health standards for the site to be illegal. No country in the
world has solved its nuclear waste problem. It makes little sense to
begin building new reactors when we don't know what to do with the
lethal waste from the ones we have.

*Using Nuclear Power to Address Climate Change Would Exacerbate the
Problems:
Major studies, such as those by MIT, agree that using nuclear power to
have any significant effect on climate change would require building at
least 1,000 new reactors worldwide. This would exacerbate all of the
problems of the technology. more terrorist targets, more cost
(potentially trillions of dollars), less safety, need for a new Yucca
Mountain-sized waste site every 4 or 5 years, more proliferation of
nuclear materials and technologies, dozens of new uranium enrichment
plants, and even then, a severe shortage of uranium even within this
century--while displacing the resources needed to ensure a real
solution
to the climate change issue.

Conclusion: I believe that the financial and safety risks associated
with nuclear power are so grave that nuclear power should not be a part
of any solution to address global warming. There is no need to
jeopardize our health, safety and economy with increased nuclear power
when we have cleaner, cheaper solutions to reduce global warming
pollution.

Sincerely
Robert W. Lincoln
194 Columbian Ave.
Rutland, Vt. 05701

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail - Find what you need with new enhanced search. Learn more.
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"slundin" <slundin4429echarter.net>
<GrandGulfEIS©nrc.gov>
Mon, Jun 27, 2005 7:07 PM
The very last thing we need on this earth

;>�q.,�-

Is another nuclear power plant. Anyone who is for this type of energy better read some history behind
these plants and how many 1 O's of 1 000's were/are sickened by the releases of these plants, and the
nuclear waste that is already overflowing each reactor site. To even consider even building one, takes a
person who has no heart and no soul as this waste is going to sicken and kill us for time eternal. This is
not the answer. When someone comes up with a way to store this waste (which is not under a mountain)
then one might start to even think of such a thing. DO NOT DO THIS !! Sincerely, Linda C. Ferris

-0

mnM-
[T

'-3
8

-c

ca

7-

M
C_-n-

C)
en

zz-1re17
&71�

/- /,� �,4-e _- "�)/D
,7'-e--11-4-z�

,55 = 'A -e 3

O>L~ jecrre -. 0 1~5e ( (X & 4101



I Z:Atemip7\GW00001.TMP Page 1,|
, .\.e. .W.O.O. ..TMP .ae Ii

Mail Envelope Properties (42C086AD.5E4:13: 34276)

Subject:
Creation Date:
From:

Created By:

The very last thing we need on this earth
Mon, Jun 27, 2005 7:07 PM
"slundin" <slundin4429@charter.net>

slundin4429 @charter.net

Recipients
nrc.gov

TWGWPOO2.HQGWDOO1
GrandGulfEIS

Post Office
TWGWPOO2.HQGWDOO1

Route
nre.gov

Files
MESSAGE
TEXT.htm
Mime.822

Options
Expiration Date:
Priority:
Reply Requested:
Return Notification:

Concealed Subject:
Security:

Size
614
972
3342

Date & Time
Monday, June 27, 2005 7:07 PM

None
Standard
No
None

No
Standard



GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 221:55-22156 Page 1

From: 'Adam Eggleston* <atomegg 13 @ hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:52 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Adam Eggleston
837 N 10th Ave
Tucson, AZ 85705

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio c
Washington, DC 20555-0001 F-c

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: _T C3
C*)

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit rFI
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. c -

The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement CO
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the

v Als _ 23 e_7,

7`~ " " / /s-Go/"



GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 2

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Adam Eggleston
520 465 3930
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Mark Kendall
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July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which'have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Mark T Kendall
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From: 'Ben Demar" <demar@thestranger.com>
To: 'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:50 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Ben Demar
723 21st Ave
Seattle, WA 98122 //',

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the m
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host m
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be H)
addressed in the necessary manner. m -

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, C -

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. T1 .
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and _
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a %
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Ben Demar
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From: 'Michael McGillivray" <mcgillvn@hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:52 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Michael McGillivray
2333 W LINCOLN ST
Birmingham, Ml 48009

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration /
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the ,a
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host C) -

community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be '
addressed in the necessary manner. - -

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, Eel
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. _
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,-which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Michael McGillivray
248-645-9686
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From: "Sandra Blackburn" <sanderellaOi @hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:54 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp.22155-22156

Sandra Blackburn
346 N Sunset Ave Spc 141
La Puente, CA 91744

July 11,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement DJ
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the c,.
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host 0 _)
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be , 'l i- -c
addressed in the necessary manner. + 7 c

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, rFI -.
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. -
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and %-C
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,-which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Sandra Blackburn
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To:
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Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Jennifer M Weishaar
1012 Emery Rd. Apt. D5
Lawrence, KS 66044

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Jennifer M Weishaar
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Jimmie Smith
972-226-2443
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From: "Paula Beneke" <paulab©kapolchok.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:54 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Paula Beneke
1101 Cordova #234
Anchorage, AK 99501

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be m
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, In c
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a - rn
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but C-
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Paula Beneke
907-350-4659
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From: "Robert Schultz' <bobschultz8@earthlink.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfElS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:54 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Robert Schultz
5557 1/2 N Magnolia Ave Apt 3E 4// s/A5
Chicago, II 60640

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host -)
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. . c:Ig

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, n-
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. Cl)
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Robert W. Schultz
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From: "Scott Edmonson" <scott_a_edmonson~amat.com>
To: 'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:54 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Scott Edmonson
1792 Duvall Drive
San Jose, CA 95130

July 11, 2005 1
Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be - 8
addressed in the necessary manner. T1 .

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, _-
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and < A--,-'
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a FTs
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but _ c
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only -
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Scott Edmonson
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From: "Rachel Wolf" <Rrrachel cruzio.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIStnrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11 , 2005 5:54 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Rachel Wolf
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July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission 4$
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be 8c=
addressed in the necessary manner. 1

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, -
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and -v.

low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a IT
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only C/.)
aminimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Rachel Wolf
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From: "Rael Nidess" <rnidess~swbell.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:56 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Rael Nidess
100 StoneCreek Drive , #239
Marshall, TX 75670

July 11, 2005 7#/7A=< 3

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance m- F1
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the fl CCI

document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host c -

community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. 1

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, F 2
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. - 7

The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
uminimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Rael Nidess, M.D.
903.935.7901
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From: "Timothy Wampler" <minoc © hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:58 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Timothy Wampler
111 E. 16th St. (Apt. 409) _
Indianapolis, IN 46202 / i/d) 5

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit 8 E
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claibome County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance cV-
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the -

document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host __ - rI
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, Cr-
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Timothy Wampler
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From: "Gilbert Eidam" <eidamg~pacbell.net>
To: NRules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 6:01 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Gilbert Eidam
853-48th street yk
Sacramento, ca 95189 4/v /.;?

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the 8J
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host Adz--j
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be a)..,
addressed in the necessary manner. '- _

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, C--
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. M - m
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a DE,
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but C'
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Gilbert Eidam
916-457-4485
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From: "Tim Hibbs" <tvhibbs©adelphia.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 6:01 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Tim Hibbs
15375 Pleasant View Drive
Colorado Springs, CO 80921

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. i8
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the ) -;
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host ; ?
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be . --
addressed in the necessary manner. m - )

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. 0°%
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
uminimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Tim Hibbs
719-484-2131
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July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claibome County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Lecia Ferguson
9035619339
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From: 'Dirk Johnson' cdjohnson217@triad.rr.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon. Jul 11, 2005 6:02 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Dirk Johnson
209 Pine Ridge Drive
High Point, NC 27262

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. m
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance ~ --

of the application; further, the information that is contained in the ! ]
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host C ''
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be 0c
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
uminimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Dirk Johnson
(336) 887-7469
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the

hap 6_B -::-/8-X.(-_ -?-ck 5 F

/t7 e¢Av o,3 0R _ / 3 e (FOI



Gran~dGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 ; Piage 2 J1
Grar)dGulfElS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, PP. 22155-22156 Paqe 21

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Mark Reback
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and

low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

George Robinson
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From: "Audrey Burns' <nowwarrior@ hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 6:12 PM
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Audrey Burns
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Oaklyn, NJ 08107

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. E3
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement I } F
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance rfc
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host 'i =
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be t7T -
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, gg
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. 0Z
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Audrey Burns
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claibome County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"M inimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ,< A 3
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,-which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Jacob Lyons
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From: "Andrew Neuhauser" <neuhausa @hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 6:12 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Andrew Neuhauser
2716 Kendale Dr. Apt. 203 V
Toledo, OH 43606 P

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. m m
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement m )

(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance r __

of the application; further, the information that is contained in the C) -
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host -T1 -acre -
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be 2 m
addressed in the necessary manner. -72

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, Cl_

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the TV a ) --f
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country. The future of our country depends on your
choice on issues such as this.

Sincerely,

Andrew D. Neuhauser
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From: "William N. Howald' <howald@foxinternet.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 6:14 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70

William N. Howald
7319 227th St. SE
Woodinville, Wa 98072

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 8

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit i
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. ar
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance )
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host m C-
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be '
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the 3

-5/ -- tzG~y -e gfle d-' ;al



-GrandGuIf EIS - Comnments on NUREG-1 817, 70 Page 2 l|
GrandQulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 Page 2 II

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

William Howald
(425) 483-0746
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

'Jim Hunt" <Iibrapig2000 @yahoo.com>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulf EIS~nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul1, 2005 6:16 PM
Comments on NUREG-1 817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Jim Hunt
11 51 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, MA 02138

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9111 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Please halt this plant from being constructed. Thank you very kindly.

Sincerely,

Jim Hunt
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Michael Otto" <motto9703 @ mac.com>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS©nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul11, 2005 6:17 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Michael Otto
22021 Elizabeth
St. Clair Shores, Ml 48080

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

21s

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Michael Otto
586 771-4417
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Albert Valencia' <afitguy~excite.com>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Mon, Ju11, 2005 6:19 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Albert Valencia
15542 Cabot Circle 4
Huntington Beach, CA 92647

July 11,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"iminimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Albert Valencia
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Celia Santowski
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From: "Ginny and Bob Freeman" <freemanr@ darkwing.uoregon.edu>
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Ginny and Bob Freeman
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July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 8c
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance i m

of the application; further, the information that is contained in the T]'n
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host ) _

community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be rn -

addressed in the necessary manner. C<) cj

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. M
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and co
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the /,F- 25A ,9 , 3
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite.. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,-which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Ginny and Bob Freeman



cAtprnp\GW)00001 .TMP 
Page 1 ii

~c .\tpmp\GW}O00001.TMP Page 1 to

Mail Envelope Properties (42D3F8B4.4E5: 14: 58597)

Subject:
Creation Date:
From:

Created By:

Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
Tue, Jul 12, 2005 1:06 PM
"Ginny and Bob Freeman" <freemanr@darkwing.uoregon.edu>

freemanr@darkwing.uoregon.edu

Recipients
nrc.gov

TWGWPO02.HQGWDO01
GrandGulfEIS

Post Office
TWGWPOO2.HQGWDOO1

Route
nrc.gov

Files
MESSAGE
Mime.822

Options
Expiration Date:
Priority:
Reply Requested:
Return Notification:

Concealed Subject:
Security:

Size
4975
6041

Date & Time
Tuesday, July 12, 2005 1:06 PM

None
Standard
No
None

No
Standard



GrandGulfElS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp.22155-22156 Page 1 ii
! Grand.GuifEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81,.pp. 22155-22156 Page 1 I

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Kaj Dorstenia" <kaj.dorstenia@get2net.dk>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS©nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 6:28 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Kaj Dorstenia
Ingemannsvej 13 st.mf., Frb C
Copenhagen, Denmark, xx 19645

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Kaj Dorstenia
45 35366120
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From: "frances lynch" 4flynch @thctechnologies.com>
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frances lynch
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Duxbury, MA 02332

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to STRONGLY OPPOSE Entergy&#8217;s application for an Early
Site Permit (ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, E3
Mississippi. The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact frl m
Statement (EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for )Zc
acceptance of the application; further, the information that is contained
in the document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the _
host community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be r : I
addressed in the necessary manner. mn

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, -

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
&#8220;minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority
and low-income members of the public.&#8221; Such a conclusion does not
consider the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear
accident at Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were
an additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county&#8217;s resources.
According to findings in the draft EIS, it is &#8220;not clear whether
Claiborne County would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or
other taxes and public monies commensurate with the costs of its
additional emergency management and public services obligations. The net
financial burden may fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom
are minority and low-income persons.&#8221; Local officials have
testified to the fact that an additional reactor could overburden their
already insufficient emergency preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the fJ-,C2 =-
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf &#8220;from an environmental
perspective.&#8221; Further, by considering only renewable energy
deployment physically at the Grand Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope
of the review and the potential for renewable energy technologies to
provide a meaningful contribution to the electric supply. Conservation
and efficiency improvements are also unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is &#8220;highly speculative&#8221; does not make the threat go
away, and indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach&#8212;especially considering Grand Gulf&#8217;s location on the
Mississippi River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An
analysis in the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the
reactor containment below-grade level should be done, which would require
an in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, FAR too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers ANY benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country. And far more point to the opposite.

Sincerely,

Frances M. Lynch
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July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
source as an alternative it nnt niwo a fair anrd thfnriroh roeiewAt olf th._@. - _J_ -s Ha .. .| - t.. - - -b _- -- UgW.. . @ za@ 1|
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

George Davis
702-459-0251
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the

5,r~P o 5 e 9//e /3 I

/r_ t:e, g,<V ,q 3 c>-

r .. )) /t -d 3

,-Y cyff uff)
~ ,<D dx3 D



GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
* w - z 1

Page 2 11
GrandGulfElS - Comments on NUREG-1 817,70 FR 81, PP. 22155-22156 PaQe 211

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,.which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Loree Rager
817-545-2228
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From: "Mario Rivera" <ebehere@msn.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 6:33 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Mario Rivera
1528 Ave L NW
Winter Haven, FL 33881 _

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the m83
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host c

community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be ,c:<

addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, . A
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. < Ad :1m

The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and go1
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a -ZA

new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but so Cl
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi. or this country.

Sincerely,

Mario Rivera
000-000-0000
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From: "Rick LeBeau" <rlebeau~san.rr.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 6:38 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Rick LeBeau
2455 Beryl St.
San Diego, CA 92109

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 1EJ
I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit f-fl
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. ? i

The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 'n )
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance - CD
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host m-_-2
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be - rn
addressed in the necessary manner. 0

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ,-Hi S ,- 3
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Rick LeBeau
858-273-2679
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"gene burke' <burkegene~msn.com>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 6:45 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

gene burke
PO BOX 358
santa monica, ca 90406

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the -/4J3S =9,/.-62 A
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

gene burke
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Sandra Batey
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From: "Vicky Monroe" <Ivsouthernheart~charter.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 6:56 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Vicky Monroe
5087 Barrons Bridge Rd
Dadeville, AL 36853

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host m

community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. m
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. F -;7

The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and - G'

low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a 0
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Vicky Monroe
256-825-0247
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From: "John Kohler" <jkohler2@earthlink.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:00 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

John Kohler
217 Fairlawn Ave
Daly City, CA 94015

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit -

(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. D
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement FT-
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance )
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host 71
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

John F. Kohler
650-756-7191
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Betty Combs" <Betty609@webtv.net>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS©nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:01 PM
Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Betty Combs
609 Saggs Rd
Londonderry, Oh 45647

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

, Xc vP 5:-

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack'and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betty Combs
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From: 'Larry Smith' <burnt.swamp~verizon.net>
To: nRules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon. Jul 11, 2005 7:02 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Larry Smith
1527 1/2 Freeman Ave
Long Beach, CA 90804

July 11, 2005 /.)f _ fl</,'

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement ,,
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance -D
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host ,7
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. C

The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons.' Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Larry Smith
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Jane Shelly" <JaneShelly@AOL.com>
*Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:02 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Jane Shelly
32 Center Street
Stamford, CT 06906 ,i't-I<2 /•

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the - ,g2rP5 PA-,, - c ,
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Jane Shelly
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From: "Vernon Whitney" <vewcfw©swbell.net>
To: 'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:03 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Vernon Whitney
8411 Academy Street >2
Houston, TX 77025

July 11, 2005 /

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claibome County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host )
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be n-i
addressed in the necessary manner. 2
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, FF7
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and °
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Vernon Whitney
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Joe Salazar
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Rev. A. A. Patrick
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

r,-/,

,

rnT:7-
rc-3

(,I I

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the _
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Nancy S. Lovejoy
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Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
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Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the a A'-
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Charles Wieland
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission g
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement C)
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance ,
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be m
addressed in the necessary manner. J
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it does not give a fair and thorough review of
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the potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Al Buono
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Dian Demmer
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission C
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, itt ' fair and thorough review of the i ~93
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Leonard & Eleanor Johnson
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Jim Eldon
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July 11,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Jim Eldon
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mallstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,-which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Len Carella
415 8633051
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From: "Ron Rattner' <ronrattner~earthlink.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS©nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:41 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Ron Rattner
1998 Broadway #1204, S
San Francisco, CA 94109

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit 8 m
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. nt m

The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 1 c
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance : 7)
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host i o D
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be - E
addressed in the necessary manner. ATE -

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, C
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the _
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Ron Rattner, Attorney
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From: "Dewey Keeton IlIl <dewk~cvalink.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:21 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Dewey Keeton IlIl
12259 Shannon Hill Road / , -
Louisa Co., Va 23093 'E/ / 5

July 11, 2005 ° f"AU5
Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration 0
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host - :
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. I ,

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, 73:
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. - C'-

The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and C..

low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the -v A
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Dewey C. Keeton IlIl
540 894-8974
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From: 'Jeffrey Schultz" cjefschultz@ hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:23 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Jeffrey Schultz
P.O. Box 151
Gualala, CA 95445

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement ED
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance r!
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host 2
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be T -

addressed in the necessary manner. < 0

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, m
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is knot clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the . -i.
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Schultz
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From: "Jeff grayson miller" <jfitnessorganic@yahoo.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:23 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

jeff grayson miller
47 park lane east # 7
albany, n. 12204

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission 6 )
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance j
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the m-
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host C)
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. m
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the Pjzls -ag
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

jeffrey grayson miller
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'Mary Levendos" <marylevendos @ webtv.net>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Mon, Ju11, 2005 7:31 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Mary Levendos
5569 Cribari Circle
San Jose, CA 95135

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the countys resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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GrandGuIfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 2 !

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is uhighly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Mary Levendos
408-274-1535
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From: 'William E. Kowatch <ajax952@hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:31 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

William E. Kowatch
715 Farmers Avenue /7& 5
Bellmore, NY 11710

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be m
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, i
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a r .
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but IN ,
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the I ,
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

William E. Kowatch
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From: "Robert Lassiter and Family' <buzznfly hotmail.com>
To: *Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 5:47 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Robert Lassiter and Family
1 Excelsior Ct
Oakland, CA 94610

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host Fmn
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be ')
addressed in the necessary manner. r
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, . * -
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. m7l
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,-which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Robert Lassiter and Family
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From: "Phillip Rockey" <philrockey~hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:50 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Phillip Rockey
547 Del Rio cir
Oakdale, ca 95361

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. c,

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, Ro1
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. C)
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and ' -

low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only F .
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Phillip Rockey
209 848-0477
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"John Payne" <jonpayne221040omail.com>
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John Payne
521 U st 17'
Bedford, IN 47421

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

John Payne
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From: "Brent Barnes" <burntbeans@hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:43 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Brent Barnes
408 W. Oregon St. #2
Urbana, IL 61801

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the C-
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host 7|1
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be - -

addressed in the necessary manner. rnf -
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy a 5
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative' does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Brent Barnes
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To:
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Subject:

"Chrisropher Henry" <chenry~pdx.edu>
'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:36 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Chrisropher Henry
1129 SW Columbia Street, Apt. 44
Portland, Or 97201

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Christopher Henry
503.241.0704
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From: "Matthew McClure" <mmc~well.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul11, 2005 7:35 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Matthew McClure
8 Tamalpais Avenue @ g -/gay
Belvedere, CA 94920

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance J-
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. ;

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, I<
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and

low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the -65
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Matthew McClure
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Daniel Robbins" <danbobb@earthlink.net>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:51 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Daniel Robbins
PO Box 101
Mackinaw City, Ml 49701

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy , irg Z >9,
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the er"-
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Daniel Robbins
231-436-7222
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From: "Jack Runnels' <jack_runnels@hotmail.com>
To: ORules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:16 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Jack Runnels
2901 Warren Avenue
Cheyenne, WY 82001 i/A c

July 11, 2005 g <J J'c2&

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance -3 8
of the application; further, the information that is contained in then
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host FF1
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. -I H

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, 3 c-)
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. r,
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and cu
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a N
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it does not give a fair and thorough review of , E -iF :
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the potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is Uhighly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Jack Runnels
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From: "Okolo Thomas" <okolo22 @ yahoo.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul11, 2005 8:16 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Okolo Thomas
5 Carrie Court 1/9k/ )5
Kendall Park, NJ 08824

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission /X
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the Fri
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host m,1
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be CD _ ,
addressed in the necessary manner. - -

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, -5

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. FT,
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and N co
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a t

new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the - e
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Okolo Thomas
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From: "Robert Rutkowski" <r_e_rutkowski~myrealbox.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEJS nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:13 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Robert Rutkowski
2527 Faxon Ct.
Topeka, KS 66605

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to express concern about Entergys application for an Early
Site Permit (ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, E8 C
Mississippi. The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact 3 c-
Statement (EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for cn
acceptance of the application; further, the information that is contained ; 7) c-
in the document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the m"-
host community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be ' 6t
addressed in the necessary manner. <

mf -
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, ,

rCI)
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
?minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public.? Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the countys resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is ?not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons.? Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ,_ f .n. -
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf ?from an environmental perspective.? Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is ?highly speculative? does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach?especially considering Grand Gulf?s location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Robert E. Rutkowski
785 379-9671
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From: "sarahjane geraldi" <sarahjane@peoplepc.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:10 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

sarahjane geraldi
4400 hanover ave
boulder, co 80305

Ag9/C S2/3g
July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance 8
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host p
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be _C

addressed in the necessary manner. m

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, C )-7-
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. , -

The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a 0c
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

sarahjane geraldi
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy ,& -/ZŽ,57 _- A, A-( - 73
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the - )
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Delight Matthews
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'SETH SHULMAN" <SHULROCH @ ROCHESTER.RR.COM>
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Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:09 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

SETH SHULMAN
594 SHIPBUILDERS CREEK Rd
WEBSTER, NY 14580

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
.minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, .which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

SETH SHULMAN
5857879297
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From: "Judy meeker" <ahimsaimu@aol.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:00 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Judy meeker
1115 ountyline rd I
fairview, tn 37062

July 11,2005 5f/4• c9:'v

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement rn A-
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

FF1
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, C)*
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. NO
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ,A~J73) _ A ,
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

judy meeker
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From: 'Darlene Swanson' <jakeat7@att.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 7:54 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Darlene Swanson
790-7 Eves Drive
Hillsborough, NJ 08844-4960

July 11, 2005 >

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. m .r
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, z j
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ,-~ ZD
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Page 2

Darlene R Swanson
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Jim and Virginia Wagner" <JimWagner~safe-mail.net>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:22 PM
Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Jim and Virginia Wagner
4897 E Walnut St
Westerville, OH 43081

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

Wife Virginia and I are writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an
Early Site Permit (ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne
County, Mississippi.

The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application.

And the information that is contained in the document suggests that the
peculiar economic situation faced by the host community makes it unlikely
that an emergency at the plant can be addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.

The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public."

Such a conclusion does not consider the increased risk of adverse health
impacts from a nuclear accident at Grand Gulf that would be endured by the
nearby residents were an additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County.
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In fact, new development at Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the
county's resources. According to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not
clear whether Claiborne County would receive property taxes, sales, and
use taxes, or other taxes and public monies commensurate with the costs of
its additional emergency management and public services obligations. The
net financial burden may fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of
whom are minority and low-income persons."
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Local officials have testified to the fact that an additional reactor
could overburden their already insufficient emergency preparedness
resources.

We are also concerned by the deficient consideration of renewable energy
sources in the draft EIS.

While the evaluation does consider renewable energy sources as an
alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the potential of
clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on evaluations performed
by SERI.

The draft EIS overstates the impacts of clean energy alternatives and
understates the impacts of nuclear power, wrongly concluding renewable
energy sources would not be superior to a new nuclear unit at Grand Gulf
"from an environmental perspective."

By considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply.

Conservation and efficiency improvements are also unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite.

Yucca Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal.

Numerous scientific questions remain about whether the site can safely
store waste and recently a scandal has erupted over the possible
falsification of scientific studies used to justify the geologic
suitability of the site. The environmental impacts of indefinite storage
must be thoroughly evaluated in the final EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001.

Ignoring the threat because it is "highly speculative" does not make the
threat go away, and indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively
risk-based approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the
Mississippi River, which could make it an attractive strategic target.

An analysis in the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the
reactor containment below-grade level should be done, which would require
an in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.
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Sincerely,

Jim and Virginia Wagner
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From: "Jeanne Wilhelm" <jeannedw@att.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:22 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Jeanne Wilhelm g ?' S
170 East 3rd St., Apt. D
New York, NY 10009

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host 'T-
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be ID
addressed in the necessary manner. ;

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,< - -

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. m - :-
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a w
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the i- DvS 6 D/ -'
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Wilhelm
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From: "Ann Thomas' <kthomas ghi.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:18 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Ann Thomas
873 Ocean Avenue
Brooklyn, NJ 11226

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host I
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be Er
addressed in the necessary manner. 0 9

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, 71
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. <_
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and :
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a r)
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the . -
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Ann Thomas
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From: "Kilolo Thomas" akthomas ghi.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:17 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Kilolo Thomas
31 Martha Court
Newark, NJ 07103

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be ;-
addressed in the necessary manner. m-
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, 0
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. FI1
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a <-

new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but m
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the v
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Kilolo Thomas
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July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ,s _ r dg -;
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Page 2]

Rachel Sythe
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From: "PAT DRESSLER" <pndressl~sti.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:32 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

PAT DRESSLER _-
473 WEST JULIA WAY
HANFORD, ca 93230

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.i
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. - ''

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, n c
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. CD
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy _ f_ '9 i-
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.
It is appalling that there are aternative energy solutions like solar and
wind energy and yet the Bush Administration is favoring the nuclear
industry at a great cost to many Americans. The safety factor regarding
nuclear reactors is a big issue ! All the millions of our tax dollars
going to nuclear energy could be used for much safer and more reasonble
in costs solutions to our energy problems.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Page 2

PAT DRESSLER
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From: "Don Cramer" <dwcramer st-tel.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:28 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Don Cramer
102 West Road 200
Healy, KS 67850 02// >,-', ~

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance FT.
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, C)
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. -rr
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and C
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy _ , l
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the A ' '
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Don Cramer
(620) 398-2332
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From: "Charles Alvarez" <caaps6m @ yahoo.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:36 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Charles Alvarez
85-50 Forest Pkwy Apt 2M
Woodhaven, NY 11421

704' ,/~ -,,

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the K-

document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host C v -
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be tfl
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, 7n r c
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. C co
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ,6-A 5 :'9 .-
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Charles Alvarez
7182966223
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From: "anoushka habibi" <anoushkahabibi@comcast.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:41 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

anoushka habibi
2180 NW 159th pl.
Beaverton, OR 97006

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance ,8
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the C
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host m F,
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be )c
addressed in the necessary manner. Ij

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, < Ad
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. rfl C)
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy _ 3
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ,"
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

anoushka habibi
503-629-9747
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Russ Dunham" <russandtam@charter.net>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commissionu <GrandGulfEIS © nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:42 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Russ Dunham
5182 Mild
St. Louis, Mo 63129

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the , !5_,>-4 4-fD 3
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Russ Dunham
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From: %michael cavanaugh" <mtcl0 @optonline.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:46 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

michael cavanaugh
237 a elm street
monroe, ny 10950 ,D7;,F, 9

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: M E

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit 2 _ n
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. X cA-
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement .- _
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance -
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the " r-n
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host 27 H
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be :
addressed in the necessary manner. l

IDo
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which' have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security.
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

michael cavanaugh
8457829085
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From: "Sherry Redd' <sherry.redd wmni.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:48 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Sherry Redd
639 Lees Creek 7/G A &
Yoncalla, OR 97499

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 3 "

(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance '
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the U -ra
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host C -i
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be m :C) Z
addressed in the necessary manner. <

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, Fr1
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the le -f.. )S 7 -5 Em 4 3
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Sherry Redd
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From: "Brenda Bundy' <rbundy netdoor.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon. Jul 11, 2005 10:02 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Brenda Bundy
164 Myers Rd
Petal, MS 39465

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit 8
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. I}J
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement -n1
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance C) _ c
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the Li --
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host a -,)-
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be K 3-
addressed in the necessary manner. r n 2

FI a

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, co
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9111 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Brenda Bundy
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Paula Bogle" <paulabogle @hotmail.com>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:58 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Paula Bogle
532 Matheson St.
Healdsburg, CA 95448

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,-which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Paula Bogle



! c:\tep\GWI0001 .TMP Page 1 i

Mail Envelope Properties (42D323D4.B10:13: 39696)

Subject:
Creation Date:
From:

Created By:

Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:58 PM
"Paula Bogle" <paulabogle @ hotmail.com>

paulabogle@hotmail.com

Recipients
nrc.gov

TWGWPO02.HQGWDO01
GrandGulfEIS

Post Office
TWGWPO02.HQGWDO01

Route
nrc.gov

Files
MESSAGE
Mime.822

Options
Expiration Date:
Priority:
Reply Requested:
Return Notification:

Concealed Subject:
Security:

Size
4955
6002

Date & Time
Monday, July 11, 2005 9:58 PM

None
Standard
No
None

No
Standard



GrandGcilfElS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 1

From: 'Christopher Toon" <zelldeb© hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEISQnrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:58 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Christopher Toon
Rural ROute #2 Box 210
Bloomfield, IN 47424

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy&#8217;s application for an Early Site
Permit (ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County,
Mississippi. The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for
acceptance of the application; further, the information that is contained D
in the document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the Fmn
host community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be -

addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, to -.-

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. A
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a C CD
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
&98220;minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority
and low-income members of the public.&#8221; Such a conclusion does not
consider the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear
accident at Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were
an additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county&#8217;s resources.
According to findings in the draft EIS, it is &#8220;not clear whether
Claiborne County would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or
other taxes and public monies commensurate with the costs of its
additional emergency management and public services obligations. The net
financial burden may fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom
are minority and low-income persons.&#8221; Local officials have
testified to the fact that an additional reactor could overburden their
already insufficient emergency preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf &48220;from an environmental
perspective.&#8221; Further, by considering only renewable energy
deployment physically at the Grand Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope
of the review and the potential for renewable energy technologies to
provide a meaningful contribution to the electric supply. Conservation
and efficiency improvements are also unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is &#8220;highly speculative&#8221; does not make the threat go
away, and indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach&#8212;especially considering Grand Gulf&#8217;s location on the
Mississippi River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An
analysis in the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the
reactor containment below-grade level should be done, which would require
an in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Christopher Toon
812-863-7516
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Lanny Stricherz" <lannys9 © venturecomm.net>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:58 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp.2 2 15 5 -22 1 56

Lanny Stricherz
123 1/2 E Chestnut Apt 404
Sisseton, SD 57262

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.

My main concern on Nuclear power is that we have not found a suitable way
to dispose of the nuclear waste created during the making of electricity.
Currently we are using dump sites that are not secure and the porposal to
use the Yucca Mountain Nevada site is unacceptable because it is so far
from all of the Nuclear plants that it would pose a hazard to peoples in
the many states through which the waste would have to travel to dump in
NV, to say nothing of the environmental impact in the immediate
surrounding area to the dump site.

But the main reason for my opposition is that our main means of disposing
of nuclear waste currently involves using it in weapons as "depleted"
uranium. That term depleted drives me nuts because it is like saying that
a woman is kinda pregnant. The damage that we are doing to our own
soldiers as well as to innocent people in other countries as well as to
their environment will be on our conscience long after the holocaust is
forgotten.

Sincerely,

Lanny Stricherz
605-698-3856
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From: "John F. Galbraith Jr." <jfgjranalternativeway@suscom.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:50 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

John F. Galbraith Jr. -

P. 0. Box 371 /
Mahopac, NY 10541

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public.' Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the I DM-52 =i-- HAt e
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,-which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

John F. Galbraith Jr.
8455312998
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From: 'Timothy Stebler" <timstebler~juno.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:13 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Timothy Stebler
2834 Mark Cr.
Stillwater, Ok 74075

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration £9 3'
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement m
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance C)
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the ml
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. m -

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the X9Hi Lt= ' ''
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Timothy L. Stebler
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From: "James Scurrah" <vlggrn@charter.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:11 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

James Scurrah
P.O. Box 395
Hollis, nh 03049

July 11, 2005 ga,
Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit JJ
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. FT1
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance '
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

James Scurrah
603-465-3732
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From: 'Alice Slater" <aslater@gracelinks.org>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:10 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Alice Slater _
446 E. 86 St
New York, NY 10028

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit T1l;
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. )
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement In
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance TI
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host Onl
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the OfH ;
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Alice Slater
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From: 'Leslie Dack" <dacks bellsouth.net>
To: *Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:09 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Leslie Dack
888 Old Tory Trail
Aiken, SC 29801

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host [TI
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. -

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, <-
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. m
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the , = y92;tt-1
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Leslie Dack
803-641-6778
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From: "william rouse" <wfr69@juno.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:24 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

william rouse
3211 denise street /
durham, nc 27704

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission /1
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be J
addressed in the necessary manner. m
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but -

ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only -4

"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the



I GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

bill rouse
919.477.8081
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To:
Date:
Subject:
Place:

James Wilson
GrandGulfElS
Tue. Jan 4, 2005 1:55 PM
Fwd: Comments on environmental impact of nuclear power plant
GrandGulfEIS

Forwarded from NorthAnnaEIS mailbox.

Issues:

1) nuclear waste disposal
2) emergency preparedness
3) terrorism
4) aother alternative energy sources available
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

NorthAnnaESP
James Wilson
Tue. Jan 4, 2005 12:53 PM
Fwd: Comments on environmental impact of nuclear power plant

Jim

This comment was emailed to the North Anna email address and the person's concern is with grand gulf.
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From: "E.R. Lutken' <erlutken@frontiernet.net>
To: <NorthAnna_ESP~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jan 4, 2005 12:19 PM
Subject: Comments on environmental impact of nuclear power plant

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed nuclear power plant at Grand Gulf.
My elderly parents live nearby in Tensas Parish, Louisiana. We have endured the current plant for many

years.
I oppose the plant for several reasons:
First, the nuclear waste problem ongoing for the past at least thirty years has not been solved. Do we

assume it will be solved in the near future? How can the environmental impact be determined to be
insignificant until this problem is solved?
Second, the current warning system for residents is woefully inadequate. My parents, for example can't
even hear the sirens. They have no idea what the escape routes are, they don't usually listen to the radio
or watch T.V., and would have great difficulty getting any information in a timely manner.
Third, and most disturbing is the real threat of terrorism. From an environmental standpoint, the location

is extremely difficult to protect from terrorist threats.There is a tremendous amount of unregulated traffic
down the Mississippi River which is not able to be monitored in any way. An air attack would also be
difficult to detect or intercept in a timely fashion.( Not to mention that I have even heard a first hand
account of someone driving into the current plant to ask for information on touring the plant, who was not
even stopped at the gate or asked for identification 1)
I urge you to deny the application for a nuclear site permit and to close down the current plant. There are

other energy alternatives.
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From: "Margerite Gamboa" <margegamboa~hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon. Jul 11, 2005 8:38 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Margerite Gamboa Y/' By
28 East 57th Street
Hinsdale, IL 60521 g9/{ {972,Z53

July 11, 2005 DI

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration 'f
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio 'I . 'I
Washington, DC 20555-0001 <5

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 0 °

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy a<: , ._&
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Oaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Margerite Gamboa
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From:
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Date:
Subject:

Wendy King <wking tulane.edu>
<GrandGulf EIS @ nrc.gov>
Tue. Jun 28, 2005 9:20 AM
Oppose Grand Gulf Nuclear Power Plant

Oppose Grand Gulf Nuclear Power Plant in Port Gibson, Mississippi
Wendy King
New Orleans, Louisiana

I oppose the next Grand Gulf nuclear power plant in Port Gibson,
Mississippi. No matter how safe" these nuclear power plants are, how
well-built they are, or how supposedly important they are in the
efforts to reduce global warming and greenhouse gases, they have two
aspects that no amount of pro-nuclear power advocacy can ever
diminish: they will always be sited in low-income, minority
communities, and they always produce radioactive waste with a
10,000-year half-life. Their presence will never encourage their
owners, such as Entergy or Edison Electric, to put energy
conservation and renewable energy technologies to greater use, as
long as those owners continue to paint these so-called "clean"
nuclear power plants as more environmentally friendly than their
predecessors.

It is time for the NRC and the Department of Energy to finally bury
this poisonous, dirty, environmentally unfriendly energy source, and
work towards renewable energy sources and energy efficiency as truly
environmentally sound energy sources.
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From: "Dorrine Marshall" <quitetherebel©hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon. Jul 11, 2005 6:22 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Dorrine Marshall
17130 San Mateo
Fountain Valley, CA 92708 A

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit M i
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. iJ
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement ccs 2T
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance () _
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host 5 C) I-0
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be < 3
addressed in the necessary manner. Xfl

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the _ - A
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Dorrine Marshall
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From: "Geraldine Dimondstein" <dimondstein~hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:44 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Geraldine Dimondstein
749 S. Longwood Ave. </d114
Los Angeles, CA 90005

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in thee
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be m
addressed in the necessary manner. C) C3

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, l] t
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. <o
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and Frn
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but -

ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy 5 _ ,9z-' 3
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Geraldine Dimondstein
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From: 'Steve Latsch" <stevel5859@aol.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEISQnrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul11, 2005 8:44 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Steve Latsch
3211 Parkwood Ave
Toledo, OH 43610

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance Ex
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host Fc1
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be () ,-

addressed in the necessary manner. -n

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, C)

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. (TI
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a *.,.

new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the /-J °
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Steve Latsch
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From: "David Turnoy" <turnoyl @comcast.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:53 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

David Turnoy
811 Wendy Court
West Linn, OR 97068 Ax

July 11,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit 3
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. - F,

The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance C)
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the FTi
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the

,// i&Z , ) 4_ - , /

~ ~ aX & errcs'(exd"5 .



GrandGulfElS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 2

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, -which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

David Turnoy
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From: "Gregory Nerode" <nerode~yahoo.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEISQnrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:42 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Gregory Nerode _
406 Cayuga Heights Road
Ithaca, NY 14850

a9C9m/.'

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission ( A/
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. _ i A
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptancem
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the l.
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host C) -

community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, jTn
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the - 5= / ") ,:; .
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Gregory
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From: "Rev. Gordon Hills" <gchrev~netscape.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:37 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Rev. Gordon Hills
2935 Union Street
East Troy, WI 53120

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration /1 /
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement M-
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance FrT
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the i
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. < -y

m -.A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. CJ c
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and °
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public.' Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy ,. S 9 ^ v -

sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Page 2

Rev. Gordon Hills
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From: "Susan Emge Milliner" <semgem~sbcglobal.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:36 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Susan Emge Milliner
102 S. Kings Canyon Dr /
Cedar Park, TX 78613

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance -a

of the application; further, the information that is contained in the )
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be Hi -,

addressed in the necessary manner. . -:

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. °
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the Z _/i,,h ,
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, -which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Susan Emge Milliner
512-336-0613
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From: "Rita Yribar" <ritabob @sbcglobal.net>
To: *Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:29 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Rita Yribar
1112 Aspen Place
Salinas, CA 93901

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the .-

document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. C'

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, m
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and '
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a Mi
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but .r=
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
aminimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is knot clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy Z-/,z 5- a< . J
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the

SI5~~~ c6X d =ap

- Za~zz-c -zrmr f



T GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp..22155-22156 Page 2 !

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9111 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Rita Yribar
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From: 'Lori Albee" <lorialbee ©sbcglobal.net>
To: 'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS @nrc.gov>
Date: Mon. Jul 11, 2005 8:25 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Lori Albee
9470 Pollock Lane
Salinas, CA 93907 PIP

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement -a
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance r>

of the application; further, the information that is contained in the m
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. m
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, -n
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and -s ,
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and

low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claibome County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it does not give a fair and thorough review of -,
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the potential of'clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is uhighly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Lori Albee
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From: "Todd Walker" <twalker22@wi.rr.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:23 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Todd Walker
517 Rawson Ct. g lnos -
South Milwaukee, WI 53172

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claibome County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the .'
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be m
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, m
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. = - -

The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and m -. :
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a __,

new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the s , /- -=
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Dr. Todd Walker
414-571-1711
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

uRobert Pancner" <rpancn@yahoo.com>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
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Robert Pancner
7936 Redondo Court
Darien, IL 60561

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio (
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Robert Pancner
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From: "Heidi Smith" <adalheid~comcast.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:38 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Heidi Smith 1IcnIM5D
63 Highland St.
Easton, MA 02375 5

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, JJ
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. m
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a m -

new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but _,
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only -:

minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and FT:
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at 0-

Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ,t Z2) 5- a -
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GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 2

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Heidi Smith
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Clay Caldwell" <shihabl 13@yahoo.com>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 8:42 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 , _ . ._

Clay Caldwell
440 west randall
rialto, CA 92376

Ot/>,9

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

- I_

Os

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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IGrardGlulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 21

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Clay A> Caldwell
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From: "A. HembreeN <skoonus@aol.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 11:22 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

A. Hembree
619 1/2 N. Trafton Apt.B p7/I -

Tacoma, WA 98403

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. -- j
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement --
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, _
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. CZ)
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ) _ ,>,
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GrandGullEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 2

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf ufrom an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9111 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

A. Hembree
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From: "Lois Thompson" <lolato4 @ paulbunyan.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 11:25 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Lois Thompson
1812 America Ct.NW
Bemidji, MN 56601

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission //'2 )
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit a -
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. J c
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement F1c
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance )r
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the ]D
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be <E" a
addressed in the necessary manner. FT r C

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, Cco
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ID2) S D -D3

5/ He' 14 -90-S1)



-

GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 - Page 2 4

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Lois Thompson
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From: "Christine Sievers* <cbsievers @ earth!ink.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 11:06 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Christine Sievers
275 Rosario Park Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105

July 11, 2005 A/

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host Zm
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be mT1
addressed in the necessary manner. A) >7

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and F}2
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a _cA
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but co
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the -
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Christine Sievers
805 9640477
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From: 'Janet Hutto" <hut2nanapapa @ webtv.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission* <GrandGulfElS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 11:37 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1 81 7, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Janet Hutto
4040 E 44 St
Tulsa, Ok 74135

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement EA
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance T
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the 2(fl
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host -
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be m C)D-O
addressed in the necessary manner. "

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, mFf 1
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and Co
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the a = 9 ) D3
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,'which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Janet Hutto
918 744 6019
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From: "brian Carey" <carlinisgod ©hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS @nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 11:00 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

brian carey
133 westbrook hills drive
syracuse, ny 13215 6 . /F5 l

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security m _
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would cr.
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca _A
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions 7fl -

remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a A s --

scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies --- . -

used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental FT1
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final c,,
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

brian carey
315-498-4328
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From: "Dolores Tippett" <dtippett @ netecin.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 10:56 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp.22155-22156

Dolores Tippett
70 w 4th ave
Byers,, Co 80103

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. 3 ; -
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement J'
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance rfl
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host C)
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be I
addressed in the necessary manner. ,

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, m
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. Co
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and

low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the , fly -5 ,92)A z)-
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Dolores Tippett
303 822 5214
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From: "Derek Olfky" <deejdigs@hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 10:50 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Derek Olfky
5006 Willowmere Ct
Dayton, oh 45459

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host iT1
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be )
addressed in the necessary manner. -n -

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,m
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. jn
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the , = , A
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Derek Olfky
937-293-6029
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,!which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Gary Tenio
253-531-4069
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"steve bonzai" <stevebonzai~yahoo.com>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 10:40 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

steve bonzai
p.o. box 94
port mansfield, tx 78598

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons.' Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the e
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GrandGulfElS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 2

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

steve banyai
944 2414
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From: "R PALM" <yersubconscious@yahoo.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 10:40 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

R PALM -

POB 642
DRIP SPGS, TX 78620

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. ,
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. 7

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, i1l
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. -

The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 2

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

R PALM
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

'Pierre Catala' <pcatala@cox-internet.com>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 10:25 PM
Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Mississippi

Pierre Catala
1603 Todd Trail
College Station, TX 77845

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

fts/S I
fi" / et A s !)

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

The information contained in the Entergy's Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS), is incomplete and insufficient.

In addition Entergy doesn't explain what it will do with all the nuclear
waste in the long term, nor is the company required to address security
issues. I understand that your rules do not require that but surely
that's important information and you agency SHOULD require it and Entergy
should provide that information.

Sincerely,

Pierre Catala
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From: "Janet Larson" <janetl@pacific.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 10:19 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Janet Larson
555 Hazel Ave. 4//XcC/f/ /: B
Ukiah, CA 95482 /

July 11, 2005 7'
Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance 71
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host fl
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. <

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, -')
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the c D _ ,9 .p- - I
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Janet Larson



-

j.ptempp.GW}Q0001 .TMP Page 1Page 1

Mail Envelope Properties (42D328B0.BFE: 1: 39934)

Subject:
Creation Date:
From:

Created By:

Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 10:19 PM
"Janet Larson" <janetI@pacific.net>

janetl @pacific.net

Recipients
nrc.gov

TWGWPOO2.HQGWDOOI
GrandGulfEIS

Post Office
TWGWPOO2.HQGWDO01

Route
nrc.gov

Files
MESSAGE
Mime.822

Options
Expiration Date:
Priority:
Reply Requested:
Return Notification:

Concealed Subject:
Security:

Size
4950
5996

Date & Time
Monday, July 11, 2005 10:19 PM

None
Standard
No
None

No
Standard



Grand ulf PS - Comments on N U REG -1 817, 70 FR 8 1, pp. 22155~-22156 Page 1

From: *Patricia McMonagle" <marktrish @comcast.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 10:43 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Patricia McMonagle
73 Sopringers Mill Rd
Cape May Court House, NJ 08210

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. '-
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and ___

low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a <
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but A 1'-
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only -
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the A 5 z- -) " L t )
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is uhighly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Page 2

P McMonagle
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July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Peter Schumacher
415-752-8501
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comnmissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(ElS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Richard D. George, J.D.
817-571-3822
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From: "John & Ann Wright" <jwwhidbey~comcast.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 10:20 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

John & Ann Wright
1670A Swantown Rd
OAK HARBOR, WA 98277

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host -

community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be 3l
addressed in the necessary manner. En
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. Tl
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a a<\ ,
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the X b i 1
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

John Wright
360.679.0508
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From: "Ryan Camp" <rcamp@hecweb.org>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 11:00 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Ryan Camp Z
3720 Penn ave. apt32 c/ i
Indpls, IN 46205

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit J'
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. IBM
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance -f_
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be E.
addressed in the necessary manner. ca

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the 6/J25 -6> ;
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Ryan Camp
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From: 'David A. Dorch" <Dorchfre@Bellsouth.net>
To: 'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 10:51 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

David A. Dorch 6/, /
1120 Atomic Road
North Augusta, SC 29841 f'7

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission m :
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration -

Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio 'v
Washington, DC 20555-0001

_fi
Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: cIO

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
uminimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the $ 5 A 7
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Page 2 i

David A. Dorch
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From: "Dot Sulock" <dsulock ©unca.edu>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12,2005 10:43 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp.22155-22156

Dot Sulock
18 Beaverdam Knoll
Asheville, NC 28804 f/? *, °

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration 130
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio { Im
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: cD i
I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit T1 2
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. J-
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement o
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is snot clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the > _ _ 9 D) -2 3
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Dot Sulock
828-232-5196



.oi~temp\6W)00001 .TMP Page fl
o�\temp\GW}QOOO1 .TMP PaqeTi

Mail Envelope Properties (42D3D71E.096: 15: 53398)

Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
Creation Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 10:43 AM
From: "Dot Sulock" <dsulock@unca.edu>

Created By: dsulock@unca.edu

Recipients
nrc.gov

TWGWPO02.HQGWDOO1
GrandGulfEIS

Post Office Route
TWGWPOO2.HQGWDOO1 nrc.gov

Files Size Date & Time
MESSAGE 4967 Tuesday, July 12, 2005 10:43 AM
Mime.822 6010

Options
Expiration Date: None
Priority: Standard
Reply Requested: No
Return Notification: None

Concealed Subject: No
Security: Standard



,,'GrandwulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1 817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-n22156 Paged1
�GrandGulfElS - Comments on NUREG-1817 70 FR 81,pp.22155-22156 Page 1 �j

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Elizabeth Hammond-Pettis" <elizabethtravelnurse@hotmail.com>
'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS nrc.gov>
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Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Elizabeth Hammond-Pettis
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,'which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Hammond-Pettis
7192716672
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July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Sholey Argani, MD
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Hoi heldt
PO Box 9109
Bacliff, TX 77518

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission (
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Hoi heldt
281.339.5799
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

John Riddell
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: l A,

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit , A a
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement '1 C-
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance ;,3
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host D
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Dan Magee
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July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Bob Sutter
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From: "Sherryl Genone' <cgenone45©aol.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue. Jul 12, 2005 6:20 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Sherryl Genone I
1715 Foster Place
Macon, GA 31211

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. cA
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 7)
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance CDD
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the ..

document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host < Fri
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be FT1
addressed in the necessary manner. 3 .

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is uhighly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Sherryl Genone
478-7423543
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From: "Joetta Venneman" <jvenneman © scnazarethky.org>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulf EIS nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 9:10 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Joetta Venneman
PO Box 172
Nazareth, KY 40048

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio -,

Washington, DC 20555-0001 Ad 8

'C
Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: A)

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit -9
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. Z :
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement nfl
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the °
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
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threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Joetta Venneman
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From: "Kirk Atton" <aTTONk~tRINlTY-hEALTH.ORG>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS @ nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 9:12 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 221 55-221 56

Kirk Atton
3144 Rypens
Grand Rapids, mi 49504

July 12, 20057?

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mallstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit T
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. 5
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the .--

document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host f
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be C

addressed in the necessary manner. CDJ

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the -')
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Kirk Atton
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From: "Robert S. Lynch" <rslynch~attglobal.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 9:10 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Robert S. Lynch
P. 0. Box 338
Mahopac, NY 10541

July 12,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claibome County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement m
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance C)
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. H:

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, CD

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Robert S. Lynch
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From: "Barbara Henderson" <barbara@onehellofashell.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue. Jul 12, 2005 9:16 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Barbara Henderson
907 W. Branch Street
Lantana, FL 33462

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit ,;
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. IF1
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance -

of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be 'T-
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
aminimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the -5
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Barbara Henderson
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From: "William P. Ellsworth - DAV" <willpe~swbell.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission"'<GrandGulf EIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 6:14 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

William P. Ellsworth - DAV
5847 Greencraig Dr.
Houston, TX 77035

July 12,2005 ctk

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. C
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the '*--

document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host f
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
.low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ~~,
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

William P. Ellsworth - DAV
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From: "Carl Abrahamson" <mabrason @ hickorytech.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 9:28 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Carl Abrahamson
608 S4th Ave
Rock Rapids, la 51246

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission /5<
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: FT1

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit :d)
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. '
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance mf;
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the I-Ai

document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy -, -
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Page 2 !

Carl Abrahamson
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From: "Kathleen Sgamma" <ksgamma@yahoo.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 9:19 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Kathleen Sgamma
2371 Clermont St
Denver, CO 80207

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio .*.

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement rfX
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance CO
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Page 2 I

Kathleen Sgamma
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Kristen Gottuso" <gotjuso~yahoo.com>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Tue, Jul 12, 2005 5:44 AM
Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Kristen Gottuso
3873 Mandarin Woods Dr N
Jacksonville, FL 32223

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is uhighly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Kristen Gottuso
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From: "constance kosudau <ckosuda@yahoo.com>
To: 'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 3:15 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Constance kosuda
po box 621303
las vegas, nv 89162

July 12, 2005 A/4

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. ,;
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement m
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance Am )
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host TFJ
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. <

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is uhighly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Constance kosuda



c:\ternp\GWIQOOO1 .TMP 
Page 1!

c:\temrp\GW)00001 .TMP
,

Page 1

Mail Envelope Properties (42D36E16.A71: 0: 43633)

Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
Creation Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 3:15 AM
From: "Constance kosuda" <ckosuda@yahoo.com>

Created By: ckosuda@yahoo.com

Recipients
nrc.gov

TWGWPO02.HQGWDO01.
GrandGulfEIS

Post Office Route
TWGWPOO2.HQGWDO01 nrc.gov

Files Size Date & Time
MESSAGE 4962 Tuesday, July 12, 2005 3:15 AM
Mime.822 6011

Options
Expiration Date: None
Priority: Standard
Reply Requested: No
Return Notification: None

Concealed Subject: No
Security: Standard



GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
l _ &

Page 1 1

From: "John Davis" <kanghi4l6@yahoo.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Tue. Jul 12, 2005 4:16 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

John Davis
651 Quarry St. Apt 115
Bristol, VA 24201

July 12,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit Am
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. A)
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 7f1
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the [o-
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host X;
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be C}'-'
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claibome County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9111 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Page 2 i

John Davis
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Page 2

Lisa Brenneisen
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From: "darwin aronoff" <daronoff@earthlink.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 2:01 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

darwin aronoff
5229 balboa blvd #30
encino, CA 91316

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

-Tm
Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: C) -

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit -
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance D.'
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Darwin aronoff
818-905-6768

Page 2 !
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From: 'Stan Sameshima' <stans67@ msn.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 2:51 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Stan Sameshima
6355 Oak St. #1
Arvada, CO 80004

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

E38

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit !__ Cfi _r ,

(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. . -. ,

The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement <
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance V
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the c
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is uhighly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Stan Sameshima
303 431-0316
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From: "Joel Isaacson" <joelisaac @ earthlink.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS @ nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 1:42 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp.22155-22156

Joel Isaacson
1417-G Spruce Street /
Berkeley, CA 94709_

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. Ei
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement i rn
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance Jfl -

of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host CE

community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be | r 5:
addressed in the necessary manner. .. _ 3

M
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, __

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. ti
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Joel Isaacson
510 704-1772
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From: 'Judy Alter" <judyalter comcast.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 1:19 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Judy Alter
11260 Overland Ave 22D
Culver City, CA 90230

July 12, 2005 A7-

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit Ff1
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. ~ s
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement C CD
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance C) aI
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be an
addressed in the necessary manner. -n

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider 'renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the -- _
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Judy Alter



I c:\terrp\GW)00001.TMP

Mail Envelope Properties (42D352C7.535: 10: 42293)

Pagel lI

Subject:
Creation Date:
From:

Created By:

Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
Tue, Jul 12, 2005 1:18 AM
"Judy Alter" <judyalter@comcast.net>

judyalter@comcast.net

Recipients
nrc.gov
TWGWPO02.HQGWDOO1

GrandGulfEIS

Post Office
TWGWPOO2.HQGWDOO1

Route
nrc.gov

Files
MESSAGE
Mime.822

Options
Expiration Date:
Priority:
Reply Requested:
Return Notification:

Concealed Subject:
Security:

Size
4960
6008

Date & Time
Tuesday, July 12, 2005 1:18 AM

None
Standard
No
None

No
Standard



GrandG.VlfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 1 1
GrandG�ilfElS - Comments on NUREG-1 817,70 FR 81, pp. 221 55-221 56 PaQe 1 �1

From: "L. Young" <la.young~verizon.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 1:38 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

L. Young
e. 22nd. st.
NYC, ny 10010

July 12, 2005 7'" '#d i

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: E8.

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit IT1
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claibome County, Mississippi. )
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement m,)
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance I I t
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the < ;
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host FlT
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be n
addressed in the necessary manner. s

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
.minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the / ,4o 5. g3
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

L. Young
212-529-2736
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From: "John Paul Coakley' <co.cork~adelphia.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulf EIS @ nrc.gov>
Date: Tue. Jul 12, 2005 1:35 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

John Paul Coakley
4735 Farmdale Ave.
Valley village, Ca 91602

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission 6o E
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

-. ,

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: Dimn -

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. CD'
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement i A, -

(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance __

of the application; further, the information that is contained in the ln
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host Li

community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be v
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the d 3
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

John Paul Coakley
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From: "Lyn Darnall" <Auntielynny@lycos.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 1:22 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Lyn Darnall
1100 Calle Del Cerro &
San Clemente, CA 92672

July 12,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission (c2
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement C)
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance TJc
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the<
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host F T
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. J_;

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Lyn Darnall
949 498 7359
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From: 'Jane Affonso" <affonsos@aol.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 1:46 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Jane Affonso
439 S.Pprospect Ave.
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

July 12,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: C)

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. :
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement rfd
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy - ,J 1 :
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would hot be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Jane Affonso



- -

.

: c:\temp\OW300001.TMP. . Page 1 |
cAtempMWlOOOOl .TMP Page 1

Mail Envelope Properties (42D35913.64A:12: 42570)

Subject:
Creation Date:
From:

Created By:

Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81; pp. 22155-22156
Tue, Jul 12, 2005 1:45 AM
"Jane Affonso" <affonsos@aol.com>

affonsos@aol.com

Recipients
nrc.gov

TWGWPOO2.HQGWDOO1
GrandGulfEIS

Post Office
TWGWPOO2.HQGWDOO1

Route
nrc.gov

Files
MESSAGE
Mime.822

Options
Expiration Date:
Priority:
Reply Requested:
Return Notification:

Concealed Subject:
Security:

Size
4966
6011

Date & Time
Tuesday, July 12,2005 1:45 AM

None
Standard
No
None

No
Standard



GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 1

From: 'Sara&Thomas McCay&Noone" <mc.noone verizon.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 1:06 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Sara&Thomas McCay&Noone
62-2219 Ouli Street ///DP
Kamuela, H 96743

C9:/ A -

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission 69
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: Fl1

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit 0
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance I}ol
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host rJ
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the S-z s 5 e i -C
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Sara McCay and Thomas Noone
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

*Elaine Trogman" <etrogman yahoo.com>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS nrc.gov>
Tue, Jul 12, 2005 12:46 AM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Elaine Trogman
6709 Calhoun Ave
Van Nuys,, CA 91405-4753

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy&#8217;s application for an Early Site
Permit (ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County,
Mississippi.

The draft Envir. Impact Statement (DEIR) doesn't make it clear that the
extra electric energy is needed.

The DEIR irresponsibly dismisses getting energy instead from renewable
sources & conservation.
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The plant will be 1 mile from the Mississippi & there is insufficent
discussion of security for the plant & the river. Since the attacks in
London security should be even more of a concern. There are many
minorities & poor people in the area & they can't afford to pick up the
tab for security.

New nuclear plants are very unwise seeing that we can't even find a good
place for the nuclear waste that has already been generated. From things
I have read in the past, Yucca Mountain will not be big enough to hold all
the nuclear waste already generated by the 100 nuclear plants that already
exist. There are also earthquake faults at Yucca Mt. I read that the
data about Yucca Mt. storage was improperly prepared.

I feel that you need to seriously take nuclear waste disposal and security
considerations into consideration before issuing permits for nuclear
plants.

I hope you will take my ideas into consideration and decide not to build
the Grand Gulf Nuclear plant.

Sincerely,
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Elaine Trogman
(818) 780-8345
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Tracy Weatherby" <signup @ activeingredient.com>
*Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commissionn <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Tue, Jul 12,2005 1:06 AM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Tracy Weatherby
1927 Wilson Court
Mountain View, CA 94040

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration 6f renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 2 |

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Tracy Weatherby
650-965-1050
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Timothy Johnston" <tjohnst@ hotmail.com>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfElS~nrc.gov>
Tue, Jul 12, 2005 12:33 AM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Timothy Johnston
825 Fell Street, Apt. 1
San Francisco, CA 94117

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ,

i-i:-rV

2
V -



GrmndGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
. . .

Page 2 !
, . . ....... . . . . . .. .

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Timothy Johnston
415-255-3007
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From: "Elizabeth Mozer" <elimoze©actorsfcu.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue. Jul 12, 2005 12:30 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Elizabeth Mozer
34 Cloverhill PI.
Montclair, NJ 07042

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission 1
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001 I ;

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit f
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. - -

The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement An
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the iji

document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is knot clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth MOzer



c:\temp\GW)00001 .TMP Page 1

Mail Envelope Properties (42D34754.363:19: 41827)

Subject:
Creation Date:
From:

Created By:

Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
Tue, Jul 12, 2005 12:30 AM
"Elizabeth Mozer" <elimoze@actorsfcu.net>

elimoze@actorsfcu.net

Recipients
nrc.gov

TWGWPOO2.HQGWDOO1
GrandGulfEIS

Post Office
TWGWPOO2.HQGWDO01

Route
nrc.gov

Files
MESSAGE
Mime.822

Options
Expiration Date:
Priority:
Reply Requested:
Return Notification:

Concealed Subject:
Security:

Size
4963
6013

Date & Time
Tuesday, July 12, 2005 12:30 AM

None
Standard
No
None

No
Standard



GrandGulfElS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 1

From: "Thomas Connor" <TConnor@ hvc.rr.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 12:12 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Thomas Connor
17 Dubois Street
WalIkill, NY 12589 c//

July 12,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. rn
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement Ha
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance ,
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be I1V
addressed in the necessary manner.

Ln
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the , Ad E-
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Thomas Connor
8458955471
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From: "Don Richardson" <gaia@citcom.net>
To: 'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commissionm <GrandGulf EIS ~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 11:56 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Don Richardson
525 Windover Drive //cp /2'
Brevard, NC 28712

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: DO

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit C)
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance < -

of the application; further, the information that is contained in the FT1
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claibome County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy /.A 5 . .. ,, c
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

NUCLEAR ENERGY IS ALREADY HISTORY: JUST LOOK AT THE ECONOMICS AND THE
WASTE PROBLEMS, AND OF COURSE, THE WEAPONS SPINOFF: TOTALLY MEDIEVAL IN
THE PRESENT WORLD. SOLARIWIND/HYDROGEN IS ALREADY TAKING OVER. GET ON
BOARD!

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Don Richardson
828-884-3435
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From: "Thomas Shodron" <thomasanthonyl ©earthlink.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 11:58 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Thomas Shodron
4103 NE 17th Ter. j, )
Gainesville, Fl 32609-2022 '//r Hi S

July 11,2005 , Ft d

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance C,
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the Ti
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. ImT1

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the H *. _ . A
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Thomas Shodron
352-373-3100
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"david h Jones" <dhj47@comcast.net>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulf EIS~nrc.gov>
Mon, Jul 11, 2005 11:46 PM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

david h jones
4007 densmore ave n
seattle, wa 98103 d-/,/C g/ip-

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D359, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is '~not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

david h jones
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

'Debbie Giniewicz" <wginiewicz28@charter.net>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Tue, Jul 12, 2005 12:06 AM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Debbie Giniewicz
28 Thayer Pond Drive, Apt. 16
North Oxford, MA 01537

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.
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Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative' does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Debbie Giniewicz
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From: "Minelle Paloff' <mpaloff@1starnet.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 12:04 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Minelle Paloff
1761 CR 3265
Mt. Pleasant, Te 75455

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit 8
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement c ]
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance I' Dig y
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the Ad -z
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host 2coiv
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be -

addressed in the necessary manner. IB M

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insuffIicient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the 3
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Minelle Paloff
903-575-0848
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From: "Arthur Holmgren" <artaarpl 924 @ netscape.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEISCnrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12,2005 11:13 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Arthur Holmgren D
1329 Carlton Cove Blvd 0
Huntsville, AL 35802

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001 _,

E3z

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: T,

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit Ti ' D
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 'I
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance '
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host wC
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the _
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Art Holmgren
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July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Deborah Burns
937-277-440



. . = I
c:N\temP\GWI00001 .TMP Page 1 il
c:\temp\GWIOOOO1 .TMP Page 1

Mail Envelope Properties (42D3E068.6D3: 12: 54995)

Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
Creation Date: Tue. Jul 12, 2005 11:22 AM
From: "Deborah Bums" <mmlighthearted@sbcglobal.net>

Created By: mmlighthearted@sbcglobal.net

Recipients
nrc.gov

TWGWPOO2.HQGWDOO1
GrandGulfEIS

Post Office Route
TWGWPO02.HQGWDOOI nrc.gov

Files Size Date & Time
MESSAGE 4971 Tuesday, July 12, 2005 11:22 AM
Mime.822 6030

Options
Expiration Date: None
Priority: Standard
Reply Requested: No
Return Notification: None

Concealed Subject: No
Security: Standard



GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 1 l

From: "Ellen Pearce" <ellegreentree @ yahoo.com>
To: 'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS©nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 11:25 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Ellen Pearce
PO Box 147 8 by/& g
Nellysford, VA 22958

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host i c
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. h

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, w7 CaP
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. 2I ' ID

The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but UJ C
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the go A-e f ....<,
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Ellen Pearce
n/a
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From: 'Kathleen Morris" <kmorris ohnurses.org>
To: 'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfElS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 11:27 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Kathleen Morris
181 E. Beechwold Blvd.
Columbus, OH 43214

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. 2)
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement T CD
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the <
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host IT]
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. W

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
.minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the 47 ..
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,-which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Morris



G:\temp\GWIOOOO1 .TMP 
Page 1

c:\tpm0'5W)00001 .TMP Page 1

Mail Envelope Properties (42D3E147.759: 21: 55129)

Subject:
Creation Date:
From:

Created By:

Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
Tue, Jul 12, 2005 11:26 AM
"Kathleen Morris" <kmorris@ohnurses.org>

kmorris@ohnurses.org

Recipients
nrc.gov

TWGWPOO2.HQGWDO01
GrandGulfEIS

Post Office
TWGWPOO2.HQGWDO01

Route
nrc.gov

Files
MESSAGE
Mime.822

Options
Expiration Date:
Priority:
Reply Requested:
Return Notification:

Concealed Subject:
Security:

Size
4967
6019

Date & Time
Tuesday, July 12, 2005 11:26 AM

None
Standard
No
None

No
Standard



GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 1

From: "T. K. McCranie" <bluet@mybluelight.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue. Jul12, 2005 11:36 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

T. K. McCranie
19381 De Vry Drive
Irvine, CA 92603 Ag , J 3

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio - -

Washington, DC 20555-0001 1J

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I oppose Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit (ESP) at the Grand
Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. As I understand it,
the information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement !*[
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application. I have heard that the information contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community. Some how
the draft EIS concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce
only "minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, my understanding is that it does not present a
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fair and thorough review of the potential of clean, sustainable energy.
Instead, it relies partly on evaluations performed by SERI.

Furthermore, the draft EIS overstates the impacts of clean energy
alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power, wrongly
concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new nuclear
unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective."

By considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, the draft EIS unfairly limits the scope of the review and the
potential for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful
contribution to the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency
improvements are dismissed in a manner that appears less than fair.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is not necessarily going to be available. Numerous
scientific questions remain about whether the Yucca Mountain site can
safely store waste. This is further complicated by the recent scandal over
possible falsification of the scientific studies used to justify the
geologic suitability of the site. The environmental impacts of indefinite
storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based approach. When
the location on the Mississippi River is seriously considered, a reactor
at the Grand Gulf site would make it an attractive strategic target.

The draft EIS should include an analysis of the suitability of placing the
Grand Gulf reactor containment below-grade level. This will require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, it appears to me that too many questions remain to conclude
that more nuclear power at Grand Gulf will be a benefit to Port Gibson,
Claiborne County, the state of Mississippi, or this country.

Respectfully,

T. K. McCranie
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From: "Charlie Hogue" <cdhogue @mcleodusa.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 11:40 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Charlie Hogue
1721 Chestnut Lane NE @ / S
Cedar Rapids, la 52402

July 12,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001 DJ

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: T1

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. Ij;
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement D
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Charlie Hogue
319 366-2433
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From: "Richard Berghofer" <reapie@ai5.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEISQnrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 11:55 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Richard Berghofer
1308A=E. Randolph Ct.
Milwaukee,, Wi 53212

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio i
Washington, DC 20555-0001 l

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy&#8217;s application for an Early Site m .-
Permit (ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County,
Mississippi. The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for
acceptance of the application; further, the information that is contained
in the document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the
host community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
&#8220;minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority
and low-income members of the public.&#8221; Such a conclusion does not
consider the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear
accident at Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were
an additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county&#8217;s resources.
According to findings in the draft EIS, it is &#8220;not clear whether
Claiborne County would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or
other taxes and public monies commensurate with the costs of its
additional emergency management and public services obligations. The net
financial burden may fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom
are minority and low-income persons.&#8221; Local officials have
testified to the fact that an additional reactor could overburden their
already insufficient emergency preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf &#8220;from an environmental
perspective.&#8221; Further, by considering only renewable energy
deployment physically at the Grand Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope
of the review and the potential for renewable energy technologies to
provide a meaningful contribution to the electric supply. Conservation
and efficiency improvements are also unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is &#8220;highly speculative&98221; does not make the threat go
away, and indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach&ff8212;especially considering Grand Gulf&#8217;s location on the
Mississippi River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An
analysis in the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the
reactor containment below-grade level should be done, which would require
an in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

I appreciate the time you are taking
to consider my views.

Richard

Sincerely,

Richard Berghofer
414-964-8415
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From: "John Custer" <jscuster@yahoo.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12,2005 11:44 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

John Custer / -

43 Hunters Run
Newtown Square, PA 19073

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 7F;
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the 7F1
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. 1

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, -
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

John Custer
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From: "Kimberly Blum" <kimbodian523 © yahoo.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 11:55 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Kimberly Blum y/< l-/6 < -
1541 Vermont St.
Houston, TX 77086 -'

July 12, 2005 g'

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:
m)-

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement ; l
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance <

of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be 7.
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ,gA Z2)•Z g ,
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Blum
2818147753
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From: "Chris Skoglund" <cjskoglund~yahoo.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 11:57 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Chris Skoglund
70 Crane Crossing Rd #3
Newton, NH 03858 , -

July 12,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission | 9
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: T-

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. C)
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement T1
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the -_
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the ,,
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Chris Skoglund
603 382 4937
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From: "Ravi Grover" <avatarl 1 @rediffmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 12:12 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Ravi Grover
POB 802103 /
Chicago, IL 60680

July 12,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit E :
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement C)
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be l
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Page 2 |

Ravi Grover
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From: "Sandra Cutter" <cutterst@comcast.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulf EIS@>nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 12:22 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Sandra Cutter
712 Sterling Drive
Martinez, CA 94553 f > Q /-

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission /1/
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. --
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host 5)
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, it1
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,.which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Sandra Cutter
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From: "Jesse Dye" <dye@sbcglobal.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 12:24 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Jesse Dye
502 E. Anderson St.
Weatherford, TX 76086

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration /9
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host 'fl
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be *,

addressed in the necessary manner. n
A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, -

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. rf,
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and 7 --
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
.minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is knot clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Jesse L. Dye
817-613-1493
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From: " Sister Mary Fran Gebhard' <mgebhard~saintbede.org>
To: 'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12,2005 11:59 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Sister Mary Fran Gebhard
St Bede Monastery POBox 66
Eau Claire,, WI 54702 s

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit 1
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance _
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host fl
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be -_

addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claibome County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Sister Mary Frances Gebhard
715-824-3176
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From: Nesther DAVIS' <samesther@bellsouth.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 12:30 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

esther DAVIS -
davis Vi9
huntsville, al 35802

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: -

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. 'X
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance -I
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be iAl
addressed in the necessary manner. -

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

eSTHER b. dAVIS
256-882-2434
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From: 'Robin Kory" <robinl9@ameritech.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul12, 2005 1:01 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Robin Kory
170 N. Roosevelt Ave.
Bexley, OH 43209 ;' C -&3

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement FT1
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance cf)
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the CD

document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host -, ... ,
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be <
addressed in the necessary manner. WT1

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, 0
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claibome County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the 1 S -/...
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River,'which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Robin Kory
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From: 'Sheila Dixon" <sdixon429 ©sbcglobal.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 12:47 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Sheila Dixon
4075 Midrose Trail '/cg/
Dallas, TX 75287

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. JJ

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, m (am
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. _a)
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and mI
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a - -

new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but <
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only A}
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider -

the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Sheila K. Dixon
972-381-1857
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From: "Richard Parmett" <srparmett @hotmail.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 1:04 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Richard Parmett
120 Elm St.
Shelbume Falls, MA 01370

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission: Ti i

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit m c
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. Cm) C I)17

The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement -. - C)
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance rn
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the F, GO
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the 4 29 @
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Richard Parmett
413-625-9083
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From: "John Bromer" <jbromer~optonline.net>
To: 'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:14 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

John Bromer -
325 Silver Hill Rd. /6' g/
Easton, CT 06612

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission / i )
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit jjJ
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. mi
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement rn
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance 0 J,)
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the iT] °_
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host -

community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be -r
addressed in the necessary manner. m

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

John Bromer
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From: "John Barfield" <liesll © earthlink.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS@nrc.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 11, 2005 9:17 PM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

John Barfield
1435 Druid Valley Dr,NE
Atlanta, GA 30329

July 11, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:
s-f,

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit 8
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. , c,
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance , TC
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host -

community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be iTn
addressed in the necessary manner. E _

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is anot clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

John Barfield
404-321-6763
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From: "Ava Thiesen" <reynacenter@sti.net>
To: 'Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12,2005 10:18 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Ava Thiesen
60465 Cascadel So.
North Fork, CA 93643

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. JJ 7:
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance a) ..-

of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host 1
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, 9 _ I-i

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Ava Thiesen
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From: "Christine Roane" <cmroane@©cool-universe.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 10:03 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Christine Roane
120 Mooreland Street
Springfield, MA 01104

July 12,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host .;J
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be m
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, T1
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.<
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but _,
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Christine M. Roane
413-733-3045
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Elizabeth Sauer" <esauer@silver-springs.org>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS nrc.gov>
Tue, Jul 12, 2005 10:08 AM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Elizabeth Sauer
32 E. Gravers Lane
Philadelphia, Pa 19118 Pi?0/5_

,pc�� A:� / J -�
July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant could be
addressed in an essential manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of an adverse health impact if a nuclear accident
should happen.
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It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are...low-income
persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an additional
reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency preparedness
resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it does not give a fair and thorough review of
the potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on A_}
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evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Page 2

Elizabeth Sauer
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From: "Thomas English" <atomenglish comcast.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12,2005 10:04 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817,70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Thomas English
1217 No. Mansfield Ave
los Angeles, Ca 90038 47flg/2' 5

July 12,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration , 2,

Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. I
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and He)
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and FY-
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Thomas English
323046701685
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From: "Harry Baltzer" <harredbal2000©yahoo.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 9:55 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Harry Baltzer
254-4th S.W. Apt # 102
Huron, So 57350

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a fl
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only<
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and Fri
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider 1-i

the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the

eez rS &->



!GrandGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative' does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Harry Baltzer
(605) 352-6195
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Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

'-~5-
c4p // I

A-I

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient to form a basis for acceptance of
the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the

V7n

0

z- ef ,f x-c3 -e

m-~, , ) ' - C @ / d

_Ne- AL )s =- A --

Q?-a/ ( 9rtl7W!



5GrardGulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156
.. .

Page 2

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste; recently a scandal
has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies used to
justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental impacts
of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Linda Howe
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From: "Katherine Jenkins-Murphy" <SnowLeopard44 @webtv.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 9:32 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Katherine Jenkins-Murphy
208 S.E. Twig Ave. _*S/ r
Port St. Lucie, FL 34983

July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. X:FJ
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement FT1
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host T
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, D -

which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. -

The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9111 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Katherine Jenkins-Murphy
772-336-8041
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July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is farfrom a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Diana Bookbinder
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Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Betty Gibson
321-264-9622
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"Charlotte Thomas" <pineybay@alltel.net>
"Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Tue, Jul 12, 2005 7:37 AM
Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Charlotte Thomas
19637 NE 131stTRL
Lake Butler, Fl 32054

III"C.'7((11 _5i
July 12, 2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

!. ,I

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.
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A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the -
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Thomas
386-496-1730
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From: "Tammie Haugenw <bkranig©mn.rr.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEIS~nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 8:14 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Tammie Haugen
10007 Emerson
Bloomington, mn 55431

July 12, 2005 ,

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement T1
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host ln
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner.

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is 'highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Tammie Haugen
952-881-1293
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From: "D.A. Wagner" <dw38©drexel.edu>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEIS @nrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 8:26 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

D.A. Wagner
109 Fairview Dr.
Lansdale, Pa 19446 1 4

July 12, 2005 _

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit J
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance 17)
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the 71
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be
addressed in the necessary manner. [T*

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

D.A. Wagner
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From: "Stefan Athanasiadis <samhilI5215@yahoo.com>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission" <GrandGulfEISQnrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 12, 2005 8:26 AM
Subject: Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Stefan Athanasiadis
5215 PIPE CREEK RD
BATESVILLE, IN 47006

July 12, 2005 7,*e 9 Aft3
Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi.
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 10
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance AI
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host CD
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be °lc
addressed in the necessary manner. aI

C)

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations,
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County. C) co
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
"minimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is "not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the

5t5/6 --I/c

A-f a dv ovc3



GrandiulfEIS - Comments on NUREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156 Page 2

potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf 'from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Stefan Athanasiadis
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From: "Don Smith" <dastk@valley.net>
To: "Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission' <GrandGulfEISQnrc.gov>
Date: Tue, Jut 12, 2005 8:43 AM
Subject: Comments on NLJREG-1817, 70 FR 81, pp. 22155-22156

Don Smith
POB 13
Piermont, NH 03779

July 12,2005

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration
Mailstop T-6D59, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissio
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Rules and Directives Bran Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I am writing to OPPOSE Entergy's application for an Early Site Permit 8 c
(ESP) at the Grand Gulf nuclear plant in Claiborne County, Mississippi. JJ Mr
The information contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement TI
(EIS), is incomplete and insufficient so as to form a basis for acceptance
of the application; further, the information that is contained in the CD
document suggests that the peculiar economic situation faced by the host ATi
community makes it unlikely that an emergency at the plant can be 2
addressed in the necessary manner. Tal

A new reactor could unfairly burden minorities and low-income populations, a-
which have a disproportionately high representation in Claiborne County.
The draft EIS acknowledges the high concentration of minority and
low-income persons around Grand Gulf and considers the possibility that a
new reactor may not provide an economic benefit to the community, but
ultimately concludes that operation of a new reactor would produce only
uminimal negative and disproportionate health impacts on minority and
low-income members of the public." Such a conclusion does not consider
the increased risk of adverse health impacts from a nuclear accident at
Grand Gulf that would be endured by the nearby residents were an
additional reactor constructed.

It is not clear that a new reactor at Grand Gulf would provide an economic
benefit to the people of Claiborne County; in fact, new development at
Grand Gulf may prove to be a drain on the county's resources. According
to findings in the draft EIS, it is 'not clear whether Claiborne County
would receive property taxes, sales, and use taxes, or other taxes and
public monies commensurate with the costs of its additional emergency
management and public services obligations. The net financial burden may
fall on local residents and taxpayers, most of whom are minority and
low-income persons." Local officials have testified to the fact that an
additional reactor could overburden their already insufficient emergency
preparedness resources.

Also of concern is the deficient consideration of renewable energy sources
in the draft EIS. While the evaluation does consider renewable energy
sources as an alternative, it not give a fair and thorough review of the
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potential of clean, sustainable energy, and it relies partly on
evaluations performed by SERI. The draft EIS overstates the impacts of
clean energy alternatives and understates the impacts of nuclear power,
wrongly concluding renewable energy sources would not be superior to a new
nuclear unit at Grand Gulf "from an environmental perspective." Further,
by considering only renewable energy deployment physically at the Grand
Gulf site, it unfairly limits the scope of the review and the potential
for renewable energy technologies to provide a meaningful contribution to
the electric supply. Conservation and efficiency improvements are also
unfairly dismissed.

The draft EIS fails to evaluate the environmental impacts and security
threat of indefinitely storing the additional irradiated fuel that would
be generated by the proposed additional nuclear unit onsite. Yucca
Mountain in Nevada is far from a done deal. Numerous scientific questions
remain about whether the site can safely store waste and recently a
scandal has erupted over the possible falsification of scientific studies
used to justify the geologic suitability of the site. The environmental
impacts of indefinite storage must be thoroughly evaluated in the final
EIS.

Nuclear power plants have known vulnerabilities to terrorist attack and
sabotage. According to the 9/11 Commission Report, al Qaeda specifically
discussed targeting U.S. nuclear plants. Fuel storage pools, dry storage
facilities, and reactor control rooms are not designed to withstand the
type attack that occurred on September 11, 2001. Ignoring the threat
because it is "highly speculative" does not make the threat go away, and
indicates one shortfall of using an exclusively risk-based
approach-especially considering Grand Gulf's location on the Mississippi
River, which could make it an attractive strategic target. An analysis in
the draft EIS of the suitability of the site to place the reactor
containment below-grade level should be done, which would require an
in-depth analysis of geological and hydrological conditions at the site.

In conclusion, too many questions remain to conclude that more nuclear
power at Grand Gulf offers a benefit to Port Gibson, the state of
Mississippi, or this country.

Sincerely,

Don Smith
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