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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 bastern Idaho (NUREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

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

* Should not be licensed

Additionally, the draft EIS may not be'in compliance with the Federal Farm-
land Protection Act. The EIS claims.that the licensing of this facility is ex-
empt from the Farmland Protection Act since the site is on private property
(draft EIS, 3-3). But because Areva has accepted a $2 billion federal loan
guarantee from the Department of Energy the Federal Farmland Protection
Act applies to this license and the required procedures under the Act must be
completed prior to licensing.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
Ily. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
E Flo nt
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Chief, Rules and;Oirectives0B-ranch c
Division of Adiiii-pstrative S'rvices

Office of Admntration

Mailstop TWB-05-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sinkerely,
Name:
Address: 7c;>f~
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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 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 adneed for domesti-.-,
cally produced enriched uranium. However, this claim wa:s 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-.Ig. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
ETRAýF.
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ief,. Ruls-ahd Directivs Branch

Division of At4 ministrati.ve Services- _

Office of Admlnistratiori•--

Mailstop TY.-05-B01 M?
'W L',J C

Washingtor C 20555-0001
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Sincerely, U I/t- • - 0C-0L--&
Name: .dt,- , -
Address: 4;-7-0-f -J-

Phone Number: g , x-4/.-.



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 (NUJREG-1945
draft).

This enrichment factory:

* Is unnecessary

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

Should not be licensed

Additionally, the draft EIS may not be in compliance with the Federal Farm-
land Protection Act. The EIS claims that the licensing of this facility is ex-
empt from the Farmland Protection Act since the site is on private property
(draft EIS, 3-3). But because Areva-has accepted a $2 billion federal loan
guarantee from the Department of Energy the Federal Farmland Protection
Act applies to this license and the required procedures under the Act must be
completed prior to licensing.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingy. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
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Chief, Rules 'and Directiv~sJBranch c

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Maistop TWB-05-BO I M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

/

Sincerely, ,/-:' W_4ýW Y)'A VQi
Name: I

Address: " / -7
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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 offiuel 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 . Also, 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-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

C/)

Sincerely,
Name: 5(W<,, (ý6,j- ,
Address:Number: • , ,,IPhone Number":•.q27
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Admifiistration

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

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%/o 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, plpase note my •lamant ppposition to the licensing of the
EREFJ/ ---
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

m l

Sincerely,
Name: 6 '- cJ /1Y•t hef ,
;Address: I0  ,3-$#

Phone'Nunmber:' L5ý



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

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

* Should not be licensed

Additionally, the draft EIS may not be in compliance with the Federal Farm-
land Protection Act. 'TheV>IS claims that the licensing of this facility is ex-
empt from the Farmland Prote6tion Act since the site is on private property
(draft EIS, 3-3). But because Areva has accepted a $2 billion federal loan
guarantee from the Department of Energy the Federal Farmland Protection
Act applies to this license and the required procedures under the Act must be
completed prior to licensing.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ingly. Also, please note my a ant opposition to the licensing of theER F_:,,

-7i

711

CD

(
rr
C

C) j
Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Name: Z-ut-/s Z-/OA))Qk
Address: I s , I? I
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services,.
Office ofAminiStration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DCG20555-0O0l';f.i...



Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 09/2010

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

This enrichment factory:. . k

* Is unnecessary

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

" Should not be licensed

In particular, I am concerned that the NRC will allow Areva to start."preconstruction" activities in October of 2010 - which would be before the
Record of Decision is released' Moreover, preconstruction constitutes one
part of a major federal action and 40 CFR 1500.1(b) requires that informa-'
tion be available before an agency makes decisions or takes any action. The
impacts of preconstruction must be evaluated in the draft EIS, or another
EIS should-be initiated to assess preconstruction impacts.

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

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Name* of)f 6>'
Ad dr e ss: 3 V. 6 hWLI'rl$VA ,V/~ VC, J /Le276

Phb6n'e'i]h4ueiiber' " . ' ' ''"
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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: 0 9/2 010

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-
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 technology, whether the license allows for pro-
liferation or not.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
ign Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EFF.
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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: .1 R

Phone Numbe••.iV
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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

In particular, I am concerned that the NRC will allow Areva to start"preconstruction" activities in October of 2010 - which would be before the
Record of Decision is released. Moreover, preconstruction constitutes one
part of a major federal action and 40 CFR 1500.1(b) requires that informa-
tion be available before an agency makes decisions or takes any action. The
impacts of preconstruction must be evaluated in the draft EIS, or another
EIS should-be initiated to assess preconstruction impacts.

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

Sincerely
Name: /AV4,Z( A-,•LAjZ
Address: &•-4// '1•;,A'7.• ,._M, 1 • , ý,,, b •,! ( 3 (o3 q
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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

In particular, I am concerned that the NRC will allow Areva to start
"preconstruction" activities in October of 2010 - which would be before the
Record of Decision is released. Moreover, preconstruction constitutes one
part of a major federal action and 40 CFR 1500.1(b) requires that informa-
tion be available before an agency makes decisions or takes any action. The
impacts of preconstruction must be evaluated in the draft EIS, or another
EIS should-be initiated to assess preconstruction impacts.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS accord-
gin 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-B01M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

____________________I-

Sincerely_
Name: (•!,(A (,ALA.,1,
Address: , .65.L •. 1•.4r 4L)<.,. •,3V
Phon'e'Number:o - 'iq 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 Commissioni ;s' 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-
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 technclogy and precedents exist tor 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-

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-BO 1 M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely, (
Name:
APddho eNss:um : . 'i "iP h o* n e " N um b er:. .. .
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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:

*ý Is unnecessary

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

* Should not be licensed

In particular, I am concerned ttit the NRC will allow Areva to start"preconstruction" activities in October of 2010 - which Would be before the
Record of Decision is released. Moreover, preconstruction constitutes one
part of a major federal action and 40 CFR 1500.1(b) requires that informa-
tioni be available before an agency makes decisions or takes any action. The
impacts of preconstruction must be evaluated in the draft EIS, or another
EIS should-be initiated to assess preconstruction impacts.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the drdft 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

Sincerel,
Name: \_)_
Addre sNs." .af," .
PThh°e Nu~mber::-G• ![i !•[!i i
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Chief., Rules and Directives"Bria~nch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 0,9

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 exApsive
-and faces enormous delays- 2) the current US fleet of reactors has operaned
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.

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, 271)
Name: 1J1WA- i
Address: VAA,
Phone Number: C)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



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:

0 Is unnecessary

" '"4:. "

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

" Should not be licensed

In particular, I am concerned that the NRC will allow Areva to start"preconstruction" activities in October of 2010 - which would be before the
Record of Decision is released.- Moreover, preconstruction constitutes one
part of a major federal action and 40 CFR 1500. l(b) requires that informa-
tion be available before an agency makes decisions or takes any action. The
impacts of preconstruction must be evaluated in the draft EIS, or another
EIS should-be initiated to assess preconstruction impacts.

Please take this concern into consideration and adjust the draft EIS acc6rd-
ingly. Also, please note my adamant opposition to the licensing of the
EREF. I ,
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Majistop TWB-05-BO ,M

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Sincerely, ) (
Name: "k 1 Xr.mY
Address: v's-Lg- ./ * E. f
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Chief, Rules and Directives Branch

Division of Administrative Services

Office of Administration

Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M

Washington, DC 20555-0001


