
Mendiola, Doris

To: Bjornsen, Alan
Subject: RE: Lost Creek comments
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Sent: Wednesday, March 03, 2010 4:32 PM
To: Bjornsen, Alan
Cc: Olmstead, Joan
Subject: RE: Alternatives

Alan,
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had a chance to confer with Joan today on your earlier question. We advise that your draft SEIS section 2.2
be revised in the Final. the draft states

"It should be noted that LCI did not consider any of these alternatives in its application. Additionally,
the NRC cannot require an applicant to consider alternate methodologies."

Not clear from context what "any of these alternatives" refers to. GElS Section 2.13 and Appendix C ref only
conventional milling and heap leaching. You then ref also in the SEIS section 2.2 alternate lixiviants and waste
disposal methods. Clarify what it is that LCI did not consider. Than state that "Additionally, the NRC cannot
require an applicant to consider alternate methodologies in its ER, if the applicant does not plan to use
such methodologies."
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