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Prepared: July 8, 2011 

My name is William Quapp. I have been a resident of the Idaho Falls Area most of the time since 1973. 
I am a Professional Nuclear Engineer and have a Masters Degree in Mechanical Engineering (1970). 
have been involved in various aspects of nuclear power since jointing GE's Boiling Water Reactor 
Division about the time that the Fukushima Reactors were being designed and constructed - circa 1968. 
The largest portion of my career has been focused on nuclear safety and nuclear waste management. I 
have been intimately involved in UF6 tails management and have two patents in the field involving using 
depleted uranium for use in spent fuel storage systems. 

I fully support the Areva Enrichment Project. While the Fukushima Accident is and remains an avoidable 
technical and financial disaster, from what I have been able to glean from public information, it did not 
result in any loss of life fmm radiation related issues. The "station blackout" event has been studied 
extensively and represents a basic safety design criteria requiring provisions be incorporated in the plant 
design to prevent it from becoming as severe an accident as it did in Japan. Unfortunately, the Japanese 
designers and regulatory authorities failed to consider enough tsunami protection and further failed to 
have offsite emergency pClwer available on mobile sources. This is, of course, hindsight. Nevertheless, 
that accident really showl"!d how robust even 40 year old reactor designs are. While large radiation leaks 
did occur, the consequen,:es of these leaks appear minimal from a human health perspective. 

The event was clearly a political and economic setback for nuclear power but a realistic assessment 
shows the system was seismically designed with substantial conservatism. Retrofitting the plants (or 
other ones in coastal locations subject to tsunamis) with emergency generators elevated 40 to 60 feet 
above the sea level could have virtually eliminated the damage. Readily available mobile power 
generators should be required for an additional fldefense in depth" feature that would virtually 
eliminate damage from future tsunami events causing loss of power to reactors. 

Consequently, I believe that nuclear power will continue to be a viable source of carbon free reliable 
power for the world. Enrichment services such as Areva's are needed. The nuclear power setback will 
be short lived. Enrichment facilities need to be sited in politically stable locations where diversion of the 
technology for weapons purposes is impossible. Idaho is such a location and the plant construction and 
operation should be allowed to continue forward. In addition, this enrichment plant will provide the 
region benefits by generating substantial local revenues through direct and indirect jobs and service 
requirements. It will do so while producing negligible environmental impacts. 

Regarding the generation of greenhouse gases, the electric power consumed will contribute to added 
CO2 production. However, the avoided CO2 from the use of nuclear fuel to generate electric power far 
exceeds the CO2 contribution from initial power generation if coal is used as the electric power source. 
Furthermore, CO2 emission reductions throughout the world are best achieved by replacing coal and oil 
combustion with nuclear electric power. l\Jatural gas should be preserved for use as a transportation 
fuel or for chemical feedstock rather than be used to produce electric power. So called renewable can 
only make minor contributions and with uncertain reliability in the case of wind and solar. Even 
hydropower has off years when rain and snow do not provide adequate water supplies. When nuclear 
power replaces coal and oil combustion, bonus emission reductions for NOx and 502 are also achieved. 
Thus, greenhouse gas impacts of uranium enrichment considered on a lifecycle basis, strongly favor 
proceeding with the Arevci Enrichment project. 
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With regard to the Snake River Alliance's (SRA) objections to the Areva Project, the SRA organization has 
been in existence for the nearly forty years since I arrived in Idaho (1973) and has opposed everything 
nuclear since that time. These opportunists speak out to be heard by themselves and a tiny band of like 
minded persons. They do not analyze or study the issues any more than necessary to develop their soap 
box position upon which to oppose nuclear related projects. They are neither trained engineers nor 
trained environmentalists. They are articulate obstructionists. The financial benefits of the many 
nuclear projects that the\! have opposed in the last 40 years has provided a great quality of life for the 
citizens of Southeast Idaro with no associated downsides due to nuclear doom events they would have 
us all believe were imminent. Their views should be dismissed outright. 

Sincerely, 

William Quapp 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83401 
208-529-6967 
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