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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG_ 1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

" Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

" Should not be licensed

The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-
cally produced enriched uranium. However, this claim was, never proven and
often contradicted in the draft. 1) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive
and faces enormous delays- 2) the current US fleet of reactors has operated
with an adequate supply of fuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
licensing of this facility would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess
of the need.

Please take this concem into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
gl~. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
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Sincerely,
Name: Tyler Yvvtt ,
Address: 31q1 /t. 3•ofh fr-ce- ,ýr'ftiT,1w
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Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
ise to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist tor non-proliferation
assessments ofproliferable tech ology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name: ' b
Address:S¾-f .
Phone Number: 11y, t2



Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office -of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern rdaho (NIREG- 1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
fuse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist tor non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable tecgnology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Sincerely,
Name: (,C,'ca, , -
Address:
Phone Number: (j, -I ,
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

office of Administration
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Washington, DC 20555-0001



Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

Thif'enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

" Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that nra-**
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
Fuse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable tecnology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

-Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B0IM

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely, 3YeSS~ca •c"r-et01
Name:
Address: 13*14 Motmi-ou W1' aiK-,1D 83"7o6
Phone Number: ZO&- 72,1(- 0,07
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

" Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

" Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
use to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%. misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable technology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

'Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name: D, I JW
Address: tot5, 0.oL. 6 U'i- ) ., (3t~ L ,• ) ,•-
Phone Number:,2Cý 28- q 225ZS



Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B0lM

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NIJREG-1945
diaft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

" Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

" Should not be licensed

The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-
cally produced enriched uranium. However, this claim was never proven and
often contradicted in the draft. 1) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive
and faces enormous delays- 2) the current US fleet of reactors has operated
with an adequate supply offiiel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the.
licensing of this facility would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess
of the need.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ina. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name: iýGOa,0 :o3',r~goYN
Address: g'q N ...- .Gk ' ý>, - 830"20-
Phone Number:
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

" Should not be licensed

The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-
cally produced enriched uranium. However, this claim was never proven and
often contradicted in the draft. 1) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive'
and faces enormous delays; 2) the-current US fleet of reactors has operated
with an adequate supply of fuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
licensing of this facility would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess
of the need.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
ERF,
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Sincerely,
Name: w okeo
A ddress: N ou m vir -:(2o ) IO A "-• n t ,ýA
Phone Number: (2_og)3"o 1Q q•'i5
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposEd in eastern Idaho (NUREG- 1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

" Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
fuse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-prolifeiation
assessments of proliferable techiology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerell,
Name: ]bA&/i••/o

Address: 6- U • 4,k ýAvtyV j ,uit clti b
Phone Number: _ ..



Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG- 1945
draft).

This enrichment factory: - .

Is unnecessary

e Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
Fuse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable techiology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely
Name: sta.••

Address•:o,/ M • ••1?
Phone Numer: &fz 7-b95-/v



~rm

Ž

Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop.TWB-05-BO1M,

Washington, DC 20555-0001



Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft E-xyjy.onmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposeid in eastern rdaho (NUREG-1945

444s enrichment factory:

" Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
ruse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-proliferation'
assessments of proliferable tecgnology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name: t7,,s, Vý,kns
Address: j19 ', cesQr (•'e4,S
Phone Number:



Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

Is unnecessary

Poses a risk to Idaho's natural. resources and people

- Should not be licensed

The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-
cally produced enriched uranium. However, this claim was never proven and
often contradicted in the draft. 1) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive

.-and faces enormous delays- 2) the current US fleet of reactors has 6perated
with an adequate supply ofifuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
licensing of this facility would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess
of the need.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
n Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name: •3:6~i,,\keg-
Address: s,-• ,.\ !i,- ,• "
Phone Number:
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailsto ,TWB-05-B01 M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG- 1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:,

" Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

" Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
ruse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-proliferiation
assessments of proliferable technology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

i

Sincerel.
Name: I•,n ,,
Address: 1-770 • - C+-
Phone Number: C ;e) S7-72/]



Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BOIM

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichument Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:,,,

" Is unnecessary

" Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

" Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
tuse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 50% misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist tor non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable technology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EJS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

'Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name.•Z!,,,t/(. ,V/'1.C'-

Address: bS ,.O C/. Cr,- pa,
Phone Number: Log, t-
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration .

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001



Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

The draft EIS :makes'an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-
cally pr6duced, enriched uranium. However, this claim was never proven and
often contradicted ifithe draft. 1) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive
and faces enormous delays- 2) the current US fleet of reactorshas operated
with an adequate supply of fuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
licensing of this facility would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess.
of the need.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord2

T Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the

C__

Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely, .- ,.
Name: \ t'
Address: N b W __



ChieRf,Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-
cally produced enriched uranium. However, this claim was never proven and
often contradicted in the draft. 1) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive
and faces enormous delays- 2) the current US fleet of reactors has operated
with an adequate supply of'fuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
licensing of this facility would create a supply of enriched uranium in:excess
of the need.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the,
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name: -z-w,
Address: p---•.2j
Phone Number: o)(0.f7-17(o
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office .of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

.LJ11111'"JI11 I ildid , dMiJIMILIMMIddl



De i,•rNuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

" Is unnecessary

" Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To reý-
ruse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%/o misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable tecghology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the ......
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name: (Fyy\A " &eI
Address: ,1 u1v- - , U
Phone Number: 104-- -



Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-l1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

" Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
ium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should

produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
ruse to do so, based on the fct that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5% misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable techiology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the,EREF. -"
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CIO

Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerel,.,5Name: 6 r-ato, f]•r

Address: I.)47 /44'4k, -,A -, r 'j5.o', ) , 3 7 0C
Phone Number: 7e / f.
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Chief, Rules and Diiectives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001



Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG- 1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

• Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and.people

* Should not be licensed

The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-
cally produced enriched uranium. However, this claim was never proven and
often contradicted in the draft. r.) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive
and faces enormous delays- 2) the current US fleet of reactors has operated
with an adequate supply of fuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
licensing of this facility would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess
of the need.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and DirectivesJBranch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Sincerely, 4t~7T. ---/
Name: 4adr351rkc
Address:•7z •.L, [D . c6 O
Phone Number: ( ) ),-/ ,9 2 9-
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

• Is unnecessary

. Pv... poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-
cally produced enriched uranium. However, this claim was'never proven and
often contradicted in the draft. 1) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive
and faces enormous delays- 2) the current US fleet of reactors has operated
with an adequate supply of fuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
licensing of this facility would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess
of the need.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ing. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name:P•d•"t'Pt &.tAr"I
Address: 2-4•t01 ý. kn'ou QY4f/•r,-* bor, 1i1 1'JO(
Phone Number:



Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of-Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission:'- 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in easternwrdaho (NUREG-1945
draft). A

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

• Should not be licensed

The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-
cally produced enriched uranium. However, this claim was never proven and
often contradicted in the draft. 1) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive
and faces enormous delays- 2) the'current US fleet of reactors has operated
with an adequate supply o~ffuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
licensing of this facility would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess
of the need.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS -accord-
igl Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of theERWFK",
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name: C,3ýýk" "Aw
Address: WA .- •V JW S.
Phone Number: -
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk t& Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
ruse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist tor non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable technology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BOIM

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name: 'tAj' ýk
Address: ,J t'.
Phone Number: , I
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-
cally produced enriched uranium. However, this claim was never proven and
often contradicted in the draft. 1)-The nuclear renaissance is too expensive
and faces enormous delays- 2) the current US fleet of reactors has operated
with an adequate supply offuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
licensing of this factlity would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess
of the need.

Please take this conce into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
in Also, •F. •'pleas sition to the licensing of the
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Stnceely/
Name:
Address:
Phone Number:



Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB•05-B01MM

Washington, DC 20555-0001



Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG- 1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

" Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

" Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
roduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for theEREF. To re-

ruse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium' enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable tec nology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ing Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
ERF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincere Ly-
Name: ýDekmA:E"Zs
Address:
Phone Number:



Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

•..-- .-. •..- -I - . ' . 111Ihi IIH ,gI gI M Jij)gl iii HI ,I IIusIisinI ,I H i 1



Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern rdaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

" Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

'The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-
cally produced enriched uranium. However, this claim was never proven and
often contradicted in the draft. 1) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive
and faces-enormous delays- 2) the current US fleet of reactors has operated
with an adequate supply of fuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
licensing of this facility would create a supply of enriched uranium in.excess
of the need.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of theEREF.o
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NO

Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely, UJ
Name:
Address.
Phone Number: . ., '.



~.4.4..r - C C
C.

Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office, of Administration
,Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the.
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

" Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-
cally produced enriched uranium. However, this claim was never proven and
often contradicted in the draft. 1) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive
and faces enormous delays- 2) the current US fleet of reactors has operated
with an adequate supply of fuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
licensing of this facility would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess
of the need.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-.
in1l Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the,
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,Name: bu -,l' c-
Address: IS-- )
Phone Number: -k---7 .
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Chief, Rules. andDirectives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:,

* Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

" Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should.,
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
fuse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%.o misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedentsexist for non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable technology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name: bjcj\ýe k e,
Address: 7 c
Phone Number: -•7 dý, 0V"
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001



Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

" Poses a risk to Idahollsiatural resources and people .

" Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
fuse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%,, misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a prohferable technology and precedents exist tor non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable technology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-,.
W in Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the".F . = - ..
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

U
Sincerely,
Name: ?3VI.• - -3 ̀7O&
Address:z-s-6

0  w, 6/
Phone Number: -
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG- 1945draft).

This enrichment factory:

" Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

* Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-.
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re,
fuse to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%• misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable tecnology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely, e-L , AM.(.. • or
Name:
Address: 6.1 2 . " )- •
Phone Number: t,{.. t -Q)-\
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001



Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility-proposed in eastern rdaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

* Poses a risk to Idaho's natural resources and people

" Should not be licensed

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
produce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-`
use to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no

more than 5%A6, misses an important point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist tor non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable technology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,
Name:
Address: .•r•-4 k2lA-D
Phone Number: c-•. c'g-)
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Chief, Rules and'Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mails§op TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001


