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General Comment
I am writing in support of the American Physical Society's petition (Docket ID NRC-2010-0372) in my capacity
as executive director of The Nonproliferation Policy Education Center, a 501 3 c a nonprofit organization
dedicated to helping to clarify strategic weapons proliferation issues. The case for supporting the petition is
basic. One our nation's highest national security goals is to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons capabilities.
The NRC, meanwhile, is required to evaluate whether the issuance of any NRC license "would be inimical to the
common defense." As such, making decisions that go against these mandates would be a mistake. At minimum,
whenever there was a controversy over the potential proliferation implications of a pending NRC license, it
would be natural for the NRC to ask for the views of those government agencies most responsible for providing
for the common defense (e.g., The Department of Defense and the intelligence agencies). It also would be
natural for the NRC to have a staff capable of formally assessing these views. With SILEX, a hot debate has
ensued over the proliferation implications of licensing it for domestic use. Here, the NRC would be wrong to
presume that need not pick sides in this debate simply because SILEX will not be exported. In 1976, the US
deferred the commercial, domestic use of plutonium-based fuels because of the potential adverse proliferation
implications of proceeding. Given this precedent and the distinct possibility that the negative proliferation
implications SILEX's domestic deployment today might equal or exceed those associated with plutonium-based
fuels in 1976, it would only be prudent for the NRC to secure and formally evaluate the views of those primarily
responsible for providing for the nation's security - i.e., to honor the petitioner's request. Indeed, to do
otherwise would violate commonsense.
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Van,

Attached for docketing is a comment letter from Henry Sokolski on the above noted PRM (75 FR 80730) that I
received via the regulations.gov website on 3/01/11.

Thanks,
Carol
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