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15 December, 2011
Environmental impact Statement Public Comments

Re: NUREG 2105 Vol. 1

The Environmental impact Statement prepared by the Nuclear Regulatory Commrssron of the
United States is @ document that is so'biased in favor of DTE Energy that it cannot and must
not be the basis for the issuance of aficense. It'doesnot:in any way represent an
independent assessment and, in fact, could have been written by DTE Energy.-

To ask for public comments on this EIS when the conclusions are already established is
intolerable and outrageous. Federal officials have stated that no environmental issues exist
that would prevent construction of a new nuclear power plant near Newport, Michigan. That
statement is beyond rational belief and is totally refuted by the facts themseives.

As far back as 1986 Harold Denton, director of NRC’s Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulations
(NRR), when speaking about the GE Mark 1 Boeiling Water Reactor (the design of Fermi 2)
told utility officials that: * the Mark 1 containments, especially being smaller with lower design

“pressure-and in spite of the suppression pool-if you look at the Wash (1400) reg safety study,
you'll find something like a 90% probability of that containment failing.”

To counter these doubts designers have come up with a new and untested design for Fermi 3
It is a GE-designed passive Economic Simplified ‘Boiling Water Reactor (ESBWR) Its farlures
will be tested: not on computers but on. ||vrng populatlons . -

Just one of the many |ethal components in nuclear reactors |s Uranrum 238 (U 238) whose
half-life is 4.5 billion years, whichi is also the. age ‘of the solar system “After its useful fife in a
reactor it is given for free to munitions manufacturers. U-238 is still highly radioactive and due
to its density and penetrating power is now, ‘unknown to- most Americans, used by the U. S
military in what are actually radloactlve weapons..’

~ Locally, Monroe County has seen a 45.5% increase in cancer deaths for those from birth to
24 (according to'the U.S. Centers for Disease. Control and Prevention) since 1988 when
Fermi 2 began operating. From 1979-1988 the cancer death rate among Monroe County
residents under age 25 was 21.2% below the U. S. rate. In the early 1980s, the Monroe
County cancer death rate was 36! highest of 83 Michigan countres but by the early 2000s, it

had moved up to 13% highest.

- These heartbreaking statistics stand in sharp contrast to the rosy prcture presented in this
EIS: The sacrifice of our children in the service of a failed and failing industry, and the loss of
their right to a livable world, is a moral failure of epic proportions.

Officials of DTE Energy who approve of this unconscionable devil's bargain, and profit from i,
must be called to account. Site preparations must be stopped, injunctions put in place and
investigations begun into the conclusions of this Environmental Impact Statement.

The environmental impact of accidents on populations worldwide are a continual indictment of
nuclear power. lts destructive imprints are visible from space and are irreversibie. To claim, as
this EIS does, that no environmental issues exist is quite frankly preposterous. And it denies
totally and factually the past history of this flawed and dangerous technology.

Windscale in England, the Urals Mountains in the former Soviet Union , the devastation of
Chernobyl, Three Mile island in the U. S. and Fukushima in Japan are warnlngs that are
ignored at great peril to all life. How much more can the Earth withstand before its
ecosystems falter and fail entirely? (OVER)



Fermi 3 will contain within its core the capacity to render not just this area but many
thousands of miles beyond the State of Michigan unfivable and uninhabitable. Within the 2
emergency planning zones 92,377 live within 10 miles and 4,799,526 live within 50 miles. The
city center of Detroit is only 30 miles away. Evacuation is impossible with such numbers.

The best scientific minds of the 20”‘ century drscovered a ﬂssron process that combines some
of the most-poisonous ‘elements on Earth in order to produce electrical energy. Consequently,
a nuclear reactor's coolant-must constantly:bathe the core-t6 prevent a serious accident that
could result in the burmng through of:the containment; .as we are: witnessing today-in’ -
Fukushima, Japan. Fukushima's radioactivity has:been-detected in fruits, vegetables and milk
in the United States. And even without a catastrophic accidént; the deadly products of normal
operation cannot be disposed of in"any ordinary way, but are" instead being dispersed around
the Earth No safe burial is to be found anywhere. The wastes of The Manhattan Project,
produced more than a half century ago, await a final disposition. This EIS assumes that there
is such a place but unfortunately, that dream is not to be, now or ever..

Meanwhile, the Great Lakes are daily assaulted and’ endangered by radioactive releases

legally allowed under federal rules permitting them .Our Lakes were never meant to bear the
burden that constantly poliutes its waters. The life sustaining capacities of 20% of the Earth’s
fresh water are precious resources beyond any attempt at cost/benefit analysis. They oppose,
by their very existence, the life destroyers that are in all the Fermis of the world. We need look
no further than the near meltdown at Fermi-1.documented in the book We Aimost Lost Detroit
to see the dangers.completely unmentioned in'this EIS. Fermi 1 remains as a decaying
monument to human folly and to the arrogance of the riuclearestablishment. A section of this

EIS even lavishes praise:(p.4-97)-onits possible designation:as an’ historic site on the
National- Regrster of-Historic Placés (NRHP) Ifthe:NRHP-dogés-do thrs u'nthink'able act they
should aiso warn potential visitors to wear-dosimeter badges b

When Fermi2 went online’it began a process th"" ' nnot be reversed Water 1s mcapable of
removing its lethality. Earth cannot contain its poisons. And, ‘ultimately, everything it touches it
destroys. The reactor core itself is shielded by what:is ,rlght'fully called a shroud whose
protective coverings must withstand an accident-of unimaginable force and destruction. The
release of its poisoned contents couid kill all wrthln striking drstance and permanently injure
‘those beyond. » ; _

This EIS is shamefully dismissive of any dangers to the Earth that nuclear power represents
- lIts assessments are flawed and its conclusions unacceptable as an independent review of the
impact of Fermi 3 on the environment.

- ltis crucial that local, state and federal representatives halt this process immediately. They
must call to account DTE Energy and the NRC. This document represents their joint efforts to
minimize the threats to pubhc health and the environment that exist in the real world, in order
to grant an operating license to DTE Energy. It is in light of these life threatening imperatives
that these comments are submitted on behalf of our children, and all future generatlons who
deserve to inherit a clean, sustainable and unpoliuted Earth.

Mary M. Johnston
25311 Harcourt
Farmington Hills, Mi
48336-1225





