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From: <Bob_Specht@bim.gov>

To: <jrp@nrc.gov>

Date: 04/24/2006 2:20:16 PM

Subject: Fw: Comments on PRI Reynolds Ranch EA

James,

I've just received the Range Land Specialist for the EA.

(See attached file: Comment on PRI's SmithRanch.doc)

Bob Specht

Mineral Geologist

Casper Field Office

Bureau of Land Management

(307) 261-7534
bob_specht@bim.gov
----- Forwarded by Bob Specht/CFO/WY/BLM/DO! on 04/24/2006 12:11 PM -----

Charlie
Fifield/ CFO/WY/BL
M/DOI To
Bob Specht/CFO/WY/BLM/DOI@BLM
04/24/2006 12:08 cc
PM Joe Meyer/CFO/WY/BLM/DOI@BLM
Subject
Comments on PRI Reynolds Ranch EA

Bob,
Attached are my comments to this EA. If you have guestions please see me.
Charlie

(See attached file: Comment on PRI's SmithRanch.doc)
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Power Resources, Inc.

NRC Draft EA
Comment Response Form
Reynolds Ranch-Highland Uranium Project In Situ

Comment Page Line Commentor
Number Number Number Name ~ Comment

1 20 Fifield On page 20 it identifies a total of 325 acres that would be fenced to exclude grazing. Is
this the total acreage of disturbance as it applies to all activities, including roads,
pipelines, facilities, wells, and holding pits if needed?

20 Fifield On many of these wells or facilities will be on public surface?

2 21 Fifield Land Use Impacts: Spills. How toxic are the mining related solutions that are being
discussed? It seems to me a 62,400 gallon or 20,700 gallon spill is significant. What is
involved in clean up? Are there any residual impacts associated with these spills?
Under impacts on ecological systems there is no mention of these. It seems this should
be included here also.

3 Fifield What are the cumulative impacts of this as related to previous mining operations?

4 Fifield What is the recommended seed mixture?
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