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Cindy Bladey, Chief, Rules, Announcements and Directives Branch
Office of Administration, Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

Re: Docket NRC-2012-0277 - Proposed Dewey-Burdock Project

Chief Bladey,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS)
for Docket NRC-2012-0277, the proposed In-Situ Leach Uranium Mine - Dewey-Burdock Project. As a
resident of South Dakota, I have the following concerns.

The SEIS was issued before all the relevant information was available. Cultural and historical impacts
were not properly considered -- including Lakota treaty rights to the proposed project area and that
Native American tribes consider the Black Hills to be sacred - and that information is still not available.
The SEIS should not have been issued until a thorough study was completed on the cultural and
historical sites in the proposed project area.

The SEIS only includes impacts of a 100-year flood and allows some facilities within the 100-year flood
boundaries. The flooding South Dakota has experienced recently proves a 500-year flood has to be
considered and no facilities should be allowed within 100-year flood boundaries. Vigorous, overland
and stream flooding is common in the Black Hills.

I'm also very concerned about water quality issues related to the proposed project. The tainted waste
water would be held in ponds, pumped underground, and/or applied to the land through a center-pivot
irrigation system. This could adversely affect and pose a threat to local and migratory wildlife. Bald
eagles, sage grouse and black-footed ferrets are some of the species that could be negatively
impacted. The SEIS indicates that 30% of the water treated through the reverse osmosis process will
become waste. The impacts of taking that amount of water from local aquifers needs to be addressed.

The state of South Dakota no longer has regulatory authority over In-Situ Leach mining. The federal
government's plans for monitoring the project should be clearly explained so that the public can
determine whether the monitoring will be adequate to protect the environment and our natural
resources.

The permit applicant has never mined uranium. This inexperience and the company's current lack of
funding are important variables in the company's ability to manage the environmental aspects of the
proposed project - including remediation into the future - and should be covered by the SEIS. The data
provided by the applicant should also be independently verified. It is not in the public interest for the
proposed project's benefits and problems to be judged almost entirely on data provided by the
company seeking a permit.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Paul Lepisto
1115 South Cleveland Avenue
Pierre, SD 57501-4456
plepisto~iwla.org


