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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing jn regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
]g)ragf{e): Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
| dratt).

| This enrichment factory:

© Is unnecessary

e Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people
‘1 o Should not be licensed A

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 su]iply of fuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
11§,%1sing 3f 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-
Eﬁl}g.FAlso, 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: Tyler Heov 15
Address: 310 §. 39Th gireer Apt Dy
Phone Numberzﬂlgg,wg N3
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_ 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
cEiragt% Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
aft). _

This enrichment factory:
* Is unnecessary
* Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people

e 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 the EREF. To re-

se to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no

more than 5%, misses an im;iortant 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-
E%{lil@ FAlso, 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-B01M
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,

Name: Da<ab /(('p@ '
AddresSi§o o) e DerfFursd
Phone Number: g TN io%e, Uf




Chief, Rules and D1rect1ves Branch
D1v131on of Admmlstratwe 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

gragi%a Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
aft).

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 the EREF. To re-
se to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an nn]iortant 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-
E}g{% Ij}lso, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the

J:

T »
< =
T o

S

Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely, %A el Lo
Name: (povesime Coanynos
Address:

Phone Number: ¢45~7256
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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

1 1 am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the

g.ragég: Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
- rait).
% This enrichment factoryE

e Is unnecessary

e Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and-people

o  Should not be licensed

nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
%Il'oduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
se to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an im;fortant 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-
i%% I?ISOS please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the

Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and‘fails to address the fact that ura- - -
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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, JeSsica Tovna
Name:

Address: [3(4 Manidou Boige  IP §3706
Phone Number: 20¥- 724 - 0167




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

1 am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the

gragég Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
aft).
This enrichment factory:

e Is unnecessary

¢ Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural ﬁ;sources and people

e  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 the EREF. To re-
se 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 adjﬁst the draft EIS accord-
E}ggﬂ F1}150, 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-B0O1M
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely, "

Name: dogepn Vasg

Address: tdol Comal Bacte tny Goice XD, 23702
Phone Number: 2ag-28% - 4225




Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration
Mailstop TWB-05-B01M
Washington, DC 20555-0001
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09/2010
i#{ I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
£ I(;Zragég Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
4--aratt).

This enrichment factory:

¢ Is unnecessary

¢ Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people

¢ 'Should not be licensed

1 The draft FIS 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 delaysf; 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 facili

ty would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess
of the need. .

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
inﬁlfﬂf.FAlso, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
E .

Sincerely,

3
o)

"*"ﬂ v

N w

J s

Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration
Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

- Washington, DC 20555-0001

Name: Nagwh Sgansen
Address: o\ N -;i\\ Cx &7, %05¢, \O §3702-
Phone Number: 205 - 4O\ - e
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M o
Washington, DC 20555-0001 e
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

1 am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the

lg,ggéc)e Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
att).

%‘%

This enrichment factory:
e Is unnecessary
¢ Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people

e  Should not be licensed

The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-

often contradicted in the draft. 1) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive’
and faces enormous delays; 2) thecurrent US fleet of reactors has operated
‘with an adequate supply of fuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
‘hﬁgsmg (c)lf 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-
%ﬁlﬁr.FAlso, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the

b cally produced enriched uranjum. However, this claim was never proven and
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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, 4
Name: Zmele torom .
Address?\g&o,w.@oxywé'—D 5073(‘@ Polole

Phone Number: (29%)57,0 %2\




e

Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services |
Office of Administration '
Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M
Washington, DC:20555-0001 —
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1 Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
‘ ](;:Iaggg Rock Enrichment Facility proposéd in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
] draft).

This enrichment factory:

Is unpecessary

4 :{ -«  Poses a risk to Idaho’s na.tural resources and people

e 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
}ﬁioduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-

se 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 techno o% and precedents exist for non-proliferation
assessments of proliferable technology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord- -
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration

" Mailstop TWB-05-B0O1M

|" Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,

Name: /Vg| /\/\MM‘U\

Phone Number: 407,7 qé'b 407 .

Address: 712,36 Byl Brovk AV\UV\WMV Mlader A5V
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‘Chief, Rules and Di-recﬁves Branch-
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administfation
Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M
Washington, DC 20555-0001 ’
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ﬂ Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010 o
I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the U =
]é:ragils Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945 T o
aft). =
. — e~
o - ) —
¥y This enrichment factory: EE ﬂ i -
. " Is unnecessary ?\; =2 == Crﬁ
e- Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people T o ;‘%
~{ ® Should not be licensed -
1 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
ggoduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re- &
se to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no Chief, Rules and Directives Branch ]
more than 5°/f,fmlsbsles an hul? ortant gomt: Cilas centr.lfuge uranlumlqir}rlch-- N
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-proliferation yivic i ; : o
a_ssess_merﬂs of proliferable tec olog}Il), whether the license allgws for pro- Division of Administrative Services f
liferation or not. Office of Administration
Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord- Mailstop TWB-05-B01M
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the . &
EREF. ‘Washington, DC 20555-0001 ;

Sincerely,
Name:

Address:%zeé7 %éoww Bp}i& Ib 95707/
7 | , N

Phone Nu :

[ineY (758 %41
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch -
Division of Administrative Services .
Office of Administration C o i
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 Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
b ofadraf). o
*‘Has enrichment factory:
o Is unnecesSar& ‘

¢ Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people

e  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 the EREF. To re-

se to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no

more than 5%, misses an im;iortant point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ogy and precedents exist for non-proliferation’ -

ment is a proliferable techno t
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. FAISO’ 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-B0O1M
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,

Name: Y50, inncns
Address: )¢9 f, Cesor 0\'\&\/?.5
Phone Number: 08~ 347- %1y




Chief, Rules-and Directives Branch
Division of Adm1mstrat1ve Serv1ces- o o
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
g;igflg Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
aft).

f.4 This enrichment factory:

¢ Is unnecessary

-

- Sﬁould not be licensed. :
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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
litgelrllsmg (éf 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-
iz:lﬁl%FAlso, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the

<
o

Office of Administration
Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Sincerely,
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Name: Jde. Htcio
Address:zug 5.9

M A\ eaiSo~ N0 EFYALY
Phone Number:
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration o
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
g}a%c;, Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
aft).

o

- This enrichment factory: - -

CIs unnecéssary
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-

i nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should

goduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
se 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 techno o% and precedents exist for hon-proliferation -’
ology, whether the license allows for pro-

assessments of proliferable tec
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
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

‘Office of Administration
" Mailstop TWB-05-BOIM
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerel _
Name:T1m Na
Address: 17770 E CeartAe CF,

Phone Number: C’Lag) 57)-72/7

~
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch L
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

1 1am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
]&Iragéc; Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
{ draft).

This enrichment factory: ~_ *
P o  Isunnecessary
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
roduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
se to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an im}iortant point: Gas centrifuge uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable technolo
assessments of proliferable technology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not. ' ‘

ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF.

and precedents exist for non-proliferation

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
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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, )
NamefAy CAMP 7=~
Address:PA0 ( 5 Cluvrytve, @ s 765
Phone Number: ¢ & (242
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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

: Iam writing in geﬁ?nrds to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
dEragt%s Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
aft).

| This enrichment factory:

"4 o Is unnecessary

-* e Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people

:] * Should not be licensed

| The draft EIS inakes an unproven assertion that there is a need for domesti-

&y 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”

i}%ﬁlﬁlkAlso’ 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-B0IM
~ Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincefely, ¥
Name: *f%\)\\ﬁw\ %Q%(\ @QE@ I-D (6520(0

Address: \6}0 S@Q]\Nf\ M
Phone Number: TUo- 61«
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Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration
Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

A.-Washingtoh, DC 205 55-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

4 1am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
]?dl;i%g Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
att). .

4 This enrichment factory:

¥4 o Isunnecessary

i:] o - Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people

‘-’? e Should not be licensed

ts The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion tha there is a need for domesti-
B cally produced enriched uranjum. However, this claim was never proven an
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
11tqelrllsmg (()1f 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 ac_cord- .
%ﬁlﬁr.FAlso, 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-B01M
- Washington, DC 20555-0001

MICCH W S T

Sincerely,

Name: [iza Shu

Address: luss™ ?of:m‘t?oQ

Phone Number: (o8) o4 7-#47%
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Chief, Rules" and 1Directii/es Branch
Division of Administrativé Services
Officé of Administration
Mailstop TWB-05-B01M
Washington, DC 20555-0001
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De:a’;'r_',Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the - T -

Eagle Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945 : b Wi

draft). = -

This enrichment factory: | “ﬁ -
-/ ~

N

e 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
g{oduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. Tore- -| . '
se to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no Chief. Rules and Directives Branch
morc;. than 5%),fmlsbsles an hlgn ortant gomt: %as centr-lque uramumlg%mch- oo
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-proliferation’  |'* Divisi i0i ; :
assessments of proliferable tec olog)?, whether the license allows for pro- . }. Division of Administrative Services

liferation or not. I Office of Administration

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord- | Mailstop TWB-05-B01M
ingly. F1}150, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the , . ;.

1" Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,

Name: Cyn:\ )V'\C\NU)
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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 ImIpact Statement for the

gragils Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
att).

This enrichment factory:

e Is unnecessary

o  Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people

e  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
%goduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
se to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an important point: Gas centr_ifu§e 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. s

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the ﬂrhft EIS accord- *
ilfll ly. l:fdso, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the . .|
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

I Division of Administrative Services
R Office of Administration
- Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerelgs,

Name: Srec, /1. "/‘ﬁrnj

Address: [\ ol R Y ,

Phone Nu'm‘b?er:(;ogg.’ 2/'}7“" Bgf/k;t/) 3706
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| Division of Administrative Services
 Office of Administration
~ Mailstop TWB-05-B01IM
" Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am writing in re%%ds to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
](;jragée): Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
aft).

This enrichment factory:

e Is unnecessary

thses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people

* Shduld 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. ) The nuclear renaissance is too expensive
and faces enormous delays; 2) the current US fleet of reactors has operated
with an adeguate supply of fuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
hf(;%lllsmg %f 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-
% ly.FAlso, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the

A =
= =
B =

Il )

Chief, Rules a?fij Directive:‘s;Branch
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M
Washington, DC 20555-0001

STI0H

I
o

<
o

=
R

4] ™
Sincerely, %ﬂ ég/c{
Name: {—[—41:12 ' INXA
s

Address: 901 Moz p S Bose, 1D ©3F0Y

Phone Numbe: %O] 7] > 2 7




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

1 am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the

gfgflte)z Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
aft).

This enrichment factory:

1 e Isunnecessary

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

o Should not be licensed "~

[

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-
ifljl ly.FAlso, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the

The draft EIS makes an unproven assertion that there is a ﬁcéd for domesti-

A ¢\ 438 L

Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely, _

Name: Apdhep G

Address: 2] §. RrvlU Street BOA, 1D @2T70W0
Phone Number: -
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services -
Office of Administration '
Mailstop TWB-05-B01IM
Washington, DC 20555-0001
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4 Dear Nuclear Regulatory Com'm_iééidh:" - 09/2010

? I am writing in re%:rlds to the draﬁ. Environmental Impact Statement for the

g‘f%? Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern' Idaho (NUREG-1945
att). . _ o

a

r s

This enrichment factory:
e Is unnecessary
e DPoses 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 futel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
hﬁllllsmg (c)lf this facility would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess:
of the need. S

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
Eﬁll%,'FAISO’ 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: Cour- fo W\
Address: \01c4 " N. Ty Daks ¥V
Phone Number: 109- 953-%15>
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

. Lam wntmg in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the

i glz_agfls Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
aft). - .

This enrichment factory:
* Is unnecessary

2] o Posesa nsktoldaho’s natural resources and people

" F * Should nOt:ﬁé.liééﬁsed

11 Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
L1 nijum enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
]ﬁ{oduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
se to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an un;iortant 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-
EIg{li’E FI‘“SO, 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-B01M
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely,

Name: Yagh Winidy N
Address: Wagy WN. Mo\'&m; U\J@{ \_ Boise »}5, 43113

Phone Number: ) ¢-6H(~ (q
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Office of Administration
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Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Eagle Rock Enric
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e Should not be

of the need.

Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

I am wriﬁng in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the

ent Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945

This enrichment factory:

e Is unnecessary

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

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 squly of

licensinig of this fact

fuel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
ity would create a supply of enriched uranium in excess

into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
nt 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

Address:
Phone Number:
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*‘1 Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: | 09/2010

e

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

‘ This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

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

3 ¢ 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
%Eoduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for, the-EREF. To re-
se 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 techno OE;; 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-
Eigll% Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
F.

1
2l

i
1

BY)

1"‘.:3
e =3
f'j -3
..'m’i "\';1
' 1
- =
= =
B <
J =

Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincereu\>_ N&XM
Name: : S
Address: U\

Phone Number: qa&, Za\ug\
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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

1 am writing in f_e ards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
gragfltga Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
att). :

This enrichment factory:
¢ Is unnecessary '
e  Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people

e Should not be licensed

=1 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
llgilrllsmg %f 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-

nd draft F | 'Washington, DC 20555-0001
%ﬁlﬁlﬁAlSO’ 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

Sincerely, U AL
Name: Vel LN
Address: \b) L2

Phone Number: (ZD 65 ~ 635 <7} 4
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
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!.‘iii!ﬁi.‘:‘ﬁllll;t”.’.‘f”!il.’”

L.

7T



Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: - 0972010

I am writing in r.e%%ds to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the.
Igf%gr Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
att). X

This enrichment factory:

e Is unnecessary

| o Poses a.risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people
e  Should not be ﬁcensed .

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 fitel for decades; 3) the draft EIS asserts that the
llgetzlxllsmg (‘)jf 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 accordb-A
iﬁlﬁl}%pmw’ 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-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely, (9/5/

Name: Hiiwvie— Noetgen—

Address: 1S2 % Oenver Ay

Phone Number: 28U4-547) .
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Office of Administration
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Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatofy Commission: 09/2010

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

This enrichment factory:

e Is unnecessary

t:{ ® Poses arisk to Idaho’s natural resources and péople

.

¢ Should not be licensed

Fid Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura-
4 nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should .
g{oduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
se 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 techno o% 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-
Eﬁ% F{\lso, 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: Denrelle
Address: C_T);Q% ggugafw lece Ch:
Phone Number: 2oy LT N 0 P—
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

1 am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
}gragilg Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
aft).

This enrichment factory:

e Is unnecessary

e Posesarisk to Idahq%s:‘n@t;ural‘resources and people
e  Should not be licensed B

»{ 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
]g&oduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re-
se 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

liferation or nof.

illél ly. I}'\Iso, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the

assessments of proliferable technology, whether the license allows for pro- °

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-,-

.|  ‘Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration
Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Sincerely, [

Name: Begou (€
Address® zs60 w, B¢ AL,
Phone Number: -

Boie , TD 83700
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration
Mailstop TWB-05-B0O1M
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 . g
gra%:ls Rock Enrichment Facility proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945 1 5
alt). . P .y
*1 This enrichment factory: f} -
e _ i i
#{ * Is unnecessary : ——
A o g =
| ® Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people o S ~—?~‘} -
: S ' w  F
o  Should not be licensed . J —
N ) W/
¥1 Currently, the draft EIS is inadequate and fails to address the fact that ura- . -
J - nium enrichment is a technology used for proliferation. The NRC should
gioduce an unclassified non-proliferation assessment for the EREF. To re- ‘
se to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium tono |- Chief, Rules and Directives Branch
mortte than 5%),fmls§les an hirxln;l)ortant chiomt: Ciias centrifuge uraniumlgrpncth- N ’ ,
ment is a proliferable technology and precedents exist for non-proliferation-* |* Divig ini i ;
assessments of proliferable tec%%/lolog)lr), whether the license alIIo)ws for pro- Division of Administrative Services
liferation or not. Office of Administration
Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord- Mailstop TWB-05-B01M
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the _
EREF. Washington, DC 20555-0001

— rAY
Sincerely, M\t Hunee —xon
Name: v)

Address: q1(y I\)'LQ;*“’ 4)’( Boer ‘\D gl
Phone Number: %0%, ._\l,\’\ ,%g\'x)
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

g1 am writing in regards to the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
‘ gragflg Rock Enrichment Facility-proposed in eastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
att). .

This enrichment factoryﬁ

e I u‘nnecessary

] . Poses a risk to Idaho’s natural resources and people *
e Should nbt 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 the EREF. To re-'
se to do so, based on the fact that Areva intends to enrich uranium to no
more than 5%, misses an important point: Gas centr_lfuﬁe uranium enrich-
ment is a proliferable techno 0%13; 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-
%lglli]‘, F@lso, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the

Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-B0O1M
Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Sincerely, .

Name: Dmou”\%cvd
Address: syt WD -Hen
Phone Number: g,z 3%
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Chief, Rules _and:Directive‘s Branch
Division of Administrative Services
| Office of Administration
Mailstop TWB-05-B01IM
* . “Washington, DC 20555-0001
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