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October 25, 2013

Administrative Judge Ronald M. Spritzer

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel, Mail Stop T-3F23

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

RE: Public comments on the

Detroit Edison's (DTE) proposed new Fermi 3 atomic

reactor targeted at the Lake Erie shoreline of Monroe County, Michigan,
to be entered into the record of the Atomic Safety Licensing Board Hearings being held
October 29

through November 1, 2013.Honorable Judge Spritzer:

We are writing to express our opposition to the building of a nuclear reactor in
Michigan. The potential benefits are far outweighed by the risks. The price tag for
this reactor is estimated at 20 billion dollars and will, more than likely, be higher. This
money can be better spent on renewable energy sources that are cleaner and less
dangerous than nuclear power. In considering cost, we also have to take into
account the cost that would be required to clean up a possible nuclear accident. The
clean up at Fukushima has already exceeded tens of billions of dollars and the
process is expected to go on for decades. The final cost is expected to be well over
100 billion. We cannot say with absolute certainty that an accident could not occur in
Michigan if this plan is approved. In fact, the 1966 Detroit Fermi 1 meltdown, the
1979 Three Mile Island meltdown, and the 1986 Chernobyl nuclear catastrophe all
occurred at NEW reactors.

We have to learn from our past experiences. The suggested reactor design is the
same as the one in Fukushima. There are obvious design flaws. Itis simply a terrible
idea to have reactors and radioactive waste storage in the same place. It can lead to
cascading, large-scale catastrophes as we have learned. Why would we want to
recreate something that we know does not work? As Albert Einstein said, "Insanity is
doing the same thing over and over agin and expecting different results."

The waste that is produced is also something that has to be taken into account. We
have not come up with a good way to deal with existing waste that has been
produced, we should not add to the burden. Even now, there is a controversy about
burying low and medium level nuclear waste next to Lake Huron. Several
neighboring cities have passed resolutions or voiced their concerns over the
proposed plan. Over 40,000 concerned citizens have signed an online petition to stop
the Great Lakes Nuclear Dump. A resolution by Michigan State Senator Hoon-Yung
Hopgood against the DGR (for Deep Geologic Repository) passed the Michigan State
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Senate unanimously. We cannot manage the waste that we already have!

It is obvious that a great number of people recognize that even the POSSIBILITY of
putting one of our precious Great Lakes at risk of nuclear contamination is simply not
a risk worth taking. The consequences could be far, far too great for the millions of
people that depend on them for their survival. The Great Lakes are a true national
treasure and they should not be threatened in any way.

Again, we cannot state our opposition to the building of a nuclear reactor in Michigan
emphatically enough.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Mary Zaloga

Cecylia Zaloga
Christine Zaloga





