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Washington, DC 20555-0001

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing about my deep concerns of the proposal to open Areva uranium enrichment
plant in Idaho. This would be a big mistake. Of all the States in the United States this
should be the last State ever considered to take on such a plant. First of all, Idaho is one
of the few States who doesn’t need nuclear power. We have all kinds of options for -
alternative energy. A State like Rhode Island may need to consider such options but
Idaho should never be accepting energy that creates waste when there are other options.
We have thermal resources.to tap, wind power, dams, and some solar. I’m sure more are
options too since we live in a large State with a variety of resources. :

Another reason Idaho should never be considered is because of the risk involved to main
waterways and land. If any accident were to occur which exposes the environment to
radiation or the storing of the waste to do so, it would contaminate much more area than
if it were next to the ocean somewhere. It would first contaminate one of the largest
underground aquifers, then continue down the beginning of the Snake River, passing all
through Southern Idaho and then into the Columbia River, contaminating the length of
Oregon and Washington before reaching the ocean. The contamination would ruin lands
that grow needed crops and range land for wildlife and cattle. The fish would also suffer
and eventually the ocean life would suffer. If it was near the ocean, it would reach the
ocean which would be a disaster but at least the in land would be free of the radiation.

If Idaho allows this to happen, it will be the storage of all the waste forever, long after the
plant has closed. There is no site established for waste to go to and will become the State
of Idaho’s problem for generations to come. - : : :

'm against a foreigri country‘making the proﬁt from this plant and leaving the ,
contamination in our Country. Not just the by product of waste will ' we have to store, but
Areva has a history of contamination in their own Country’s waterways. For ever ton of
uranium enriched enough for use in a nuclear power reactor creates 7 tons of depleted
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uranium waste. No Country that enriches uranium has figured out how to dispose of this
waste. The problem with depleted uranium is that it becomes more radioactive over the
course of 1,000,000 years. Where would we store this knowing it will become more
radioactive?

The jobs that this plant will produce will be few in comparison to the cost of allowing it
here. Maybe 300 people will get jobs that will not last forever, but only for the lifetime of
the plant. Right now it will cost tax payers would have to loan Areva $2 billion. Other
types of energy would be much more worth the taxpayer’s money. That’s a lot of money
for 300 jobs and waste to manage forever. Other kinds of energy that is less risky would
be better to invest in.

Please stop this plan for Areva to come to Idaho.

Singerely

Curdo(afirmai

Cindy Cottrell



