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TurkeyPointCEm Resource

From: Rick Mick [rmick@biologicaldiversity.org]
Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 6:52 PM
To: TurkeyPointCOLEIS Resource
Subject: Attn: NRC-2009-0337 -- Additional Comments From Center for Biological Diversity
Attachments: TurkeyPointComments_CBD_476Letters.pdf

Dear	Chief	Bladley,	
	
Please	see	attached	for	476	letters	from	the	activists	and	supporters	with	the	Center	for	Biological	Diversity.	These	
letters	were	collected	at	a	time	when	we	didn’t	yet	have	an	email	address	for	commenting	on	the	proposal	to	
expand	Turkey	Point	Power	Plant.	This	is	the	first	and	only	time	these	particular	public	comments	have	been	
submitted.	
	
Thanks	for	your	consideration	and	close	review!	
	
Sincerely,	
	
Rick	Mick	
Online	Associate	
Center	for	Biological	Diversity		
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Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Rick Mick
224 S 3rd Ave
Tucson, AZ 85701

6364899346



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Rick Mick
224 S 3rd Ave
Tucson, AZ 85701

6364899346



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

eric biemuller
posted 475
crosswicks, NJ 08515



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Karina Tarpinian
27Bis Traverse Du canal
Marseille, ot 13012



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Toby Cardoso
P. O. Box 2158
Carolina Beach, NC 28428



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ferry Mes
Singel 46
Vlissingen, ot 4382 LB



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

manuela wolter
Villareal - Santa Margarita
ID, ID 50309



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

wendy smith
lea bank
nelson, ot bb98tt



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Nts Natali
binizely
serres, GU 62100



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

yolanda schultes
Wiesenstrasse
California, CA 93001



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

daniela Kolbe
Konrad-Adenauer-Platz 36
Baunatal, ot 34225



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Tina Eiser
921 Jay Court
Glen Burnie, MD 21061



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

adele urbanek
schillerstr. 106
mödling, ot 2340



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

chantal wolf
masci
IL, IL 66100



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Robert Wiehemeijer
ditzumerhammrich 178
Bunde, ot 26831



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

esther kemperle
personalstraße 13
9300 St. Veit, ot 9300



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

esther kemperle
personalstraße 13
9300 St. Veit, ot 9300



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Manuela Düsterwald
Robert-Schuman-Str.39
Oberkirch, GA 77704



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mark Bastian
Treskewes Estate
helston, ot tr12 6ra



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Justin Fox
42 Parkgate Avenue
London, ot EN4 0NR



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

brigitte hoin
lavendelweg 5
52134 Herzogenrath, DE 52134



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

SUSANNA MINACHEILI
karakassi 80
thessaloniki, GA 30111



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

bos claudine
93 RUE E BOUSSIERES
VI, ot 39800



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Karin Zimmermann
Am Steinberg 16
Hersbruck, ot 91217



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Karin Zimmermann
Am Steinberg 16
Hersbruck, ot 91217



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Phillip Anderton
Winston Avenue
Poole, ot BH12 1PD



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Petra Jakubzik
Riwastr.190
Grevenbroich, ot 41516



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

franziska grasmugg
webersiedlung
werndorf, ot 8402



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Sylvia Gries
Himbaumstraße 14
Eppenbrunn, ot 66957



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

sylvia maene
chemin de tréton
coutisse, ot 5300



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

manuela wolter
Villareal - Santa Margarita
ID, ID 50309



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mark House
10058 Asbury Lane
Machesney Park, IL 61115

8156546238



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Christopher Pond
23098 N Umpqua Hwy
Glide, OR 97447

5412285429



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Lone Fundby
1091 Kingston Road
Scarborough, ON M1N 4E5



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

L. Rodriguez
Rue
Liège, ot 4000



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

AniMae Chi
405 N Arnaz St
California, CA 93023



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

naoko idesawa
renkoji
tama, ot 20621



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Morse
510 W. 8th ST
AR, AR 71730



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Victoria Pitchford
1704 Victoria Park ave
Toronto, ON m1r1r5



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Lise vandal
2090 rue des mésanges
alma, QC g8b5v3



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

natasha salgado
5 maynard ave
MD, MD 21122



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr. Guy Graham
10huronave
apt 3k
Jersey City, NJ 07306-0730

2016563095



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

cindy carter
1102 N Superior ST
Wisconsin, WI 54911



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Walter Firth
12 Rocklands Rd,Wollstonecraft
SYDNEY, ot 2065



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

mandi t
xxx
Los Altos, CA 94040



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

manja dührkopf
neuer gartenweg
büdelsdorf, DE 24782



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

caroline struck
stadtweg19
osnabrück, HI 49086



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Andrew Vallender
3 Lambert Road
Leicester, ot LE3 2AG



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Heidrun Bilek
Frankfurter Str. 15
Obertshausen, ot 63179



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Giana Peranio-Paz
5 Avshalom Str.
Haifa, ot 34403



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Fran Fulwiler
2124 NE 43rd Ave.
Portland, OR 97213



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Maria Teresa Schollhorn
Cabildo 2262
Buenos Aires, ot 1428



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

SUSANNA MINACHEILI
karakassi 80
thessaloniki, GA 30111



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Carol Bischoff
12/30 main street
junction city, KS 66441



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

nadine gorges
14 place jean jaures
tullins, AZ 38210



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ruth Serra
2747 Via Capri
FL, FL 33764



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

T P
133 A Long Beach Boulevard
NJ, NJ 08008



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Richard Heinlein
PO Box 152
Trevor, WI 53179



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Barbara Vieira
63 Russek Dr.
NY, NY 10312



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ana Lopes
Sesimbra
Sesimbra, ot 02970

210000000



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jeff Creech
1701 Salem Rd Apt C-15
Burlington, NJ 08016



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

MIKI WU
zinngiesserstrasse
Munich, ot 82623



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ed Vieira
63 Russek Dr.
NY, NY 10312



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

angelika zintel
hauptastraß
untersheim, ot 67586



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Alexandr Yantselovskiy
Svyatoshynska
Vyshneve, ot 08132



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Janina Grage
Leithestr. 14
Bochum, ot 44866



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Alexandr Yantselovskiy
Svyatoshynska
Vyshneve, ot 08132



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Sheila Dillon
1701 5th St SW
Apt 302
Willmar, MN 56201



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Alexandr Yantselovskiy
Svyatoshynska
Vyshneve, ot 08132



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Elisabeth Bechmann
Neugebäudeplatz
St. Pölten, ot 03100



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

freddie williams
p.o. box 12334, benoryn,
benoni, ot 1504



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Lisa Neste
4437 Garden Club St.
NC, NC 27265



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mariette Grobler
Florida Hills
Roodepoort, ot 1709



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jane Hope
1413 Christy Avenue
Kentucky, KY 40204

502-585-4754



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr James S Mulcare
1110 Benjamin St
Clarkston, WA 99403

(509) 758-3934



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am contacting you in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant
in Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Biscayne National Park is one of America's irreplaceable national treasures. According to
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public
use may be considered unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in
areas adjacent to natural-resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed
when there are two national parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national
wildlife refuge within six miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Marc Grawunder
Sennlicher Esch 8
Westerkappeln, ot 49492



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jorge Marques
Rua Quinta da Comenda, 239 - 3º dto. frente
None, ot 00000



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Janice Banks
14 Maple St.
New Hampshire, NH 03225



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Robinson
6391 Toulon Dr.
Boca Raton, FL 33433



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Freya Harris
4620 Wieuca Rd
Atlanta, GA 30342



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Elisa Faulkner-Uriarte
347 Taunton Dr.
CA, CA 93455



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

manuela wolter
Villareal - Santa Margarita
ID, ID 50309



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Danielle Pirotte
allée du Bois, 2
Neupré, ot 4120



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Liberty Brigner
2386 1/2 Indianola ave.
Columbus, OH 43202

7406011939



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Marion  Fitzke
Lange Straße 24-26
Buxtehude , ot 21614



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

judith sadura
großauerstraße
bad-vöslau, ot 2540



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Gabriele Klien
Lindauer Str. 96a
Hörbranz, ot 6912



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Marco  Baracca
Via Teramo 29
Milano , ot 20142



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Victoria P.
suvorova
Kiev, ot 01010



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Frauke Lympius
Tulpenweg 4
Luebeck, ot 23558



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Patrick M. Donovan
60 Plaza St. East
Brooklyn, NY 11238



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Linda Inman
7073 Gresham Ct W
Frederick, MD 21703



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Luciano Graniello
Via Papa Paolo VI, 9
Valenzano, ot 70010



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Antonio Tempone
Via Crisanzio, 23
Bari, ot 70123



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Antonella Marinelli
via Dei Mille, 16
Sammichele di Bari, ot 70010



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Domenico Graniello
Via Degli Alberi, 26/B
Casamassima, ot 70010



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Celeste Capasso
Via Degli Alberi, 26/B
Casamassima, ot 70010



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

john feeney
515 Concord Ave
Boulder, CO 80304

(303) 447-0973



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Derek Mcdow
1025 University Ave
Sacramento, CA 95825

9167652741



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

michael levitt
2520 RYAN RD APT 12
CA, CA 94518



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Michael Bugbee
21196 North Ave.
Battle Creek, MI 49017



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Melanie  Feder
381 sunshine
Philomath, OR 97370



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mal Gaff
801 W. Ocean Ave.
Lompoc, CA 93436

6612881501



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Corby
58 Poplar AVe.
Pine Plains, NY 12567



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Patricia Soteropoulos
16 Vincent Street
Chatham, NJ 07928



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Dan Totan
309 Bryan St
Denton, TX 76201



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

kenneth walters
629 22nd av. south
birmingham, AL 35205

205-948-7808



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

V. B.
712 W. Eighth Street
Blgtn, IN 47404



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Kathy Ross
1111 Crabtree Ln
Mount Prospect, IL 60056



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Kevin Petty
4600 S. Fair Lane
Tempe, AZ 85282



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Kyle Rader
4 midhurst road
Nashua, NH 03062



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Arlene Zuckerman
99-18 66th Avenue
Rego Park, NY 11374



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

William Hughes
PO Box 978
Hammonton, NJ 08037



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Savanna LaChatte
122 Water Street
MA, MA 01453



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Rozina Ali
15900 space center blvd # k4
houston, TX 77062



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

sarada  james
Sunnyside Housing 2nd St #105
Chinle, AZ 86503



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Diane Boczkowski
po box 5
Monticello , IA 52310

3198213544



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Bullock
4500 N Magnolia Ave, 3
Illinois, IL 60640

7732934409



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Phyllis Brachman
4730 61st St., #7G
Woodside, NY 11377



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Iris Chynoweth
4954 Ponderosa Way
Midpines, CA 95345



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr. Doyle Sebesta
341 N Garnett Court Apt.#2
Fayetteville, AR 72701

512-818-0947



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Beryl Beauchamp
2227 Canyon Blvd
Boulder, CO 80302



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

MITZI ROTHMAN
312 Superior Avenue
Decatur, GA 30030



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Miss Karla Vuotto
724 Tiger Tail Ct.
Las Vegas, NV 89131



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Christoff
P.O. Box 8356
White Plains, NY 10602



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

george piner
7165 hamburg rd.
Brighton, MI 48116



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Christoff
P.O. Box 8356
White Plains, NY 10602



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Nancy  Tremblay
2 Pavillion Way
Fairhaven, MA 02719



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Bob Bousquet
PO Box 101
Bryantville, MA 02327



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

stephanie gaal
Woodman Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Marilynn Mitchell
6313 N. 108th Ave.-Cir.
omaha, NE 68164



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Crystal Lujan
2330 Panorama Terrace
Los Angeles, CA 90039



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Rikard Arvidsson
Lilla Kullevägen 4
Falkenberg, ot 31134



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Samuel Martin
68 rue Armor
Brest, ot 29200



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Dirk Rogers
3404 San Jacinto
Dallas, TX 75204



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

desanka sandulovic
sv. markovica 23
belgrade, ot 11000



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ron L Hubbard
6 Apalachee
Hattiesburg, MS 39402

601 408 0692



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

pino m.
vracar1
bgd, ot 11000



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

pino m.
vracar1
bgd, ot 11000



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Suneet Srivastava
100 Logan Avenue
On, ON M4M2M8



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms sharon trent
3221 haines st
port townsend, WA 98368



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Hettie Jordan-Vilanova
46 Lewis Parkway
Yonkers, NY 10705



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Rungruedee Nualchawee
301 Executive Park Blvd., Unit # 606
California, CA 94134



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Barbara Krieger
4638 W. Seasons Rd.
Idaho, ID 83858



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Sylvie de Buzon
3110 S.Barrington ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Kathy Oppenhuizen
8135 Olive Trail
West Olive, MI 49460



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

R Beaupre
2532 Finger Rd
Green Bay, WI 54302



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Danielle Pirotte
allée du Bois, 2
Neupré, ot 4120



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Melissa Dunn
437 W. Cherry ST.
SCOTTSBURG, IN 47170



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Carrie Thomas
6642 Trotter D
Huntington Beach, CA 92648

(760) 934-7868



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Gianfranco Frelli
via Lauro De Bosis n. 5
Jesi, ot 60035



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

nancy zebracki
1220 east long lake
troy, MI 48085-



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

stephanie schackney
125 north  Glen street  apt 205
IL, IL 60030



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Patrick Futch
Tidewater St.
Fernandina Beach, FL 32034



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mark Gallegos
2711 Boulder St
Los Angeles, CA 90033



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

mauricio carvajal
viento norte 4018
Santiago, ot 9291583



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Richard Spotts
165 South 200 West, Apt. 5
Saint George, UT 84770



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Cindy Sprecher
6033 S Apache Rose Trl
Hereford, AZ 85615

5208031160



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Kelly Brewer
7262 E. Norwood St
Mesa, AZ 85207



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

jodi desharnais
1473 east keystone rd
CO, CO 80435



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jill Bittner
828 Bay St.
San Francisco, CA 94109

888-880-8800



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Edward Armm
15 Tennis Road
NJ, NJ 07849



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mildred Estrin
1230 Rafael N.
keizier, OR 97303



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr Kenneth Smith
2443 S. Olivia Ave.
Yuma, AZ 85365



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Wenona Scott
2162 Ferney Creek Rd
Willis, VA 24380

2762666408



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Joanna Garcia
1455 49th St
Iowa, IA 52302



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Trina Bornejko
1940 East Spring ValleyPV Rd
Xenia, OH 45385



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

robert gerosa
14 crestway
new fairfield, CT 06812



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Dawn Hendry
12 Mountain High Ct.
Colorado, CO 80127

720-273-5998



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Barbara Ellicott
41 brookwood rd
Stanhopem, NJ, NJ 07874



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms Lauren Lynley
1072 Via Palma
San Lorenzo, CA 94580



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Linda Fielder
2234 Carmel Drive
Carrollton, TX 75006



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Robin Suchy
4482 Piccadilly North
West Vancouver, BC V7W 1C7



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Schwarz
8 Bearskin Neck
MA, MA 01966

6466513057



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jamie LeDent
1424 Sherman St.
Alameda, CA 94501



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jasminka Pusek
kikiceva 9
Zagreb, ot 10000



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Willis
61 Blakeney Crescent
Melton Mowbray, ot LE13 0QP



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Angie Hris
Nik plastira 88
Athens, NY 12243



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Dodie Williams
8017 hyndman rd
buffalo mills, PA 15534



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Michael Wortham, Maj, USAF (Ret)
14207 Leafy Elm Ct.
Houston, TX 77062



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr winn wilson
35 greenwood street
willimantic, CT 06226



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

John Holton
10A Alaska Ave
Whiting, NJ 08759



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Robin Scott
3 Cross Ave.
MA, MA 01970



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Piero Masarati
via Casati 1
Cassano d'Adda, ot 20062



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

willem kom
goeman borgesiussytaat 92
hoogezand, ot 9602vd



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Georgina Burns
Calle Privado 11
Alicante, ot 03192



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ed Rivera
2122 Chanticleer Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95062



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Susan Sullivan
4951 Netarts Hwy W, 2711
Tillamook, OR 97141



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Bob Shultis
3097 62nd Street
Iowa, IA 52332



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Caton
20811 N Macs Loop Rd
Washington, WA 98252



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Howard Petlack
1823 Stonehaven Drive
Boynton Beach, FL 33436



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

A Braswell
po box 20042
Bradenton, FL 34204

9413017428



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Stevens
23143 Turnbull Ave
FL, FL 33954



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Karen Sulprizio
2631 Fiesta Dr
Venice, FL 34293



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Linda Williams
3101 NE 47th Court
Ft Lauderdale, FL 33308



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Henize
508 Jewel St.
Brooksville, FL 34601

(305) 745-3402



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Regina Manes
 Neptune Rd
Juno Beach, FL 33408



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Steven Edmonds
PO Box 656
Inglis, FL 34449



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Marianne Amann
693 Palm Dr.
Oviedo, FL 32765



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Sarah McKenna
14060 82nd Ave
Seminole, FL 33776

7276427690



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

summer crabtree
2037 gibson
APT B
jacksonville, FL 32207



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Voris
6711 NE 20th Way
FL, FL 33308



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Linda Kronholm
3653 Lakewood Blvd
FL, FL 34287



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Laura Waltrip
1600 GOVERNORS DR APT 223
Pensacola, FL 32514



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

W Mollberg
4521 French St
Jacksonville, FL 32205



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Laurence Key
4646 S. E. Circle Way
Stuart, FL 34997



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

stephanie beam
1310 A Rome Ave
Sarasota, FL 34243



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

sandra walters
480 Warrior Trail
Enterprise, FL 32725



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jim Harper
536 NE 128th Street
North Miami, FL 33161



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Marion Lindsay
232 Lotus Drive
Safety Harbor, FL 34695



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Susan Traub
3248 masters dr
Clearwater, FL 33761



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

joyce fox
2971 Bravura Lake Drive
Sarasota, FL 34240

941-342-9626



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jane Schnee
1022 Foster Rd. - Apt. A
Sebastian, FL 43958

772-589-3201



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Lillian Brown
232 Lotus Drive
FL, FL 34695



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Tricia Holliday
489 Lakepark
Oviedo, FL 32765

407-756-2327



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

David Lindsay
232 Lotus Drive
FL, FL 34695



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

James  Walper-Taylor
4880 w irlo bronson memorial highway
kissimmee, FL 34746



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Matt Johansen
3060 N Atlantic Ave
Cocoa Beach, FL 32931



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Anne Winicki
Po box 614067
Watersound, FL 32462



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Tricia Holliday
489 Lakepark
Oviedo, FL 32765

407-756-2327



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan  Eyclesheimer
1939 Jefferson St.
Hollywood , FL 33020



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Melanie Floyd
4112 NW 30th Terrace
Gainesville, FL 32605



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Monique Guggino
15104 Brushwood Dr.
Tampa, FL 33624



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Anne Marie Maltbie
301 Chapel Rd
St. Augustine, FL 32084



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Patricia DeLuca
123 inlets Blvd
Nokomis, FL 34275

941-485-0215



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Frank Bodine
12629 Rockrdige Circle
Thonotosassa, FL 33592



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

nancy nafarrate
1546 ne 32nd st
oakland park , FL 33334



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Fredrika Hurley
2250 NW 114th Ave Unit 1P
Miami, FL 33172



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Fay Bracken
770 109th Ave N
Florida, FL 34108



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

kevin card
4501 NE 21 Avenue,
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33308



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mary Workman
1303 Water Willow Dr A
Deland, FL 32720



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Sandra Boylston
105 Ventura Dr.
Sanford, FL 32773



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Darlene Pachios
Po box 906
Trenton , FL 33693



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Steven Kirn
5125 NW 62nd Terrace
Gainesville, FL 32653



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jan Batchelder
490 McCracken Road
Lake Helen, FL 32744



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

John Cabala
2580 prince st.
Northbrook, IL 60062



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Thomas Dahl
10833 Hayden Ave.
FL, FL 34655



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jose Artigas
14301Sw 176terr
Miami, FL 33177



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Emily  Nelson
9340 mandrake ct
Tampa , FL 33647

813 3348320



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

c day
2010 del mar ave
vero, FL 34952



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Julianne Parker
1505 Marvin St
Longwood, FL 32750



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

donna b
1
t, FL 33604



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

John Randler
228 shady oaks circle
Lake Mary, FL 32746



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am not against nuclear power. However, construction of nuclear power plants next to
National Parks is not good policy.

Thus, I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Brock Grill
174 Vassar Dr.
Lake worth, FL 33460



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Miss Ruth E Lawler
17697 NE 246th Pl
FL, FL 32134



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Dianna Hamilton
6761 Sans Souci Rd
Jacksonville, FL 32216



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Barbara Brand
2930 Sunnyside St
Sarasota, FL 34239



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Roy I King
POB 517
Monticello, FL 32345



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Lorrie Scott
7696 Classics Drive
Naples, FL 34113



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Danielle  Arfin
319 Franklin club drive
Delray beach , FL 33483



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Gladys Giraldo
900 SCENIC HWY APT 71
FL, FL 32503



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-orientedh areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Karla Apple
8823 Easthaven Ct.
New Port Richey, FL 34655



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Shannon O'Brien
2580 SW 77th Place
FL, FL 32608



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr Richard Hammock
5991 Thornton Lane
Tallahassee, FL 32308



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Wickard Workman
6910 Appaloosa Drive
Lakeland, FL 33811



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Horvath
98 Hickorywood Dr
FL, FL 32327



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Morley Schloss
14125 North Rd.
Loxahatchee Groves, FL 33470



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Joan Calo
26325 Old 41 Rd.
Bonita Springs, FL 34135



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Susie Cassens
PO Box 593
Fort Pierce, FL 34954



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

D.L. ABRAHAM
18181 NE 31ST
AVENTURA, FL 33180



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Michael Bittner
2005 SE 10th Avenue #409
FL, FL 33316



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms Robin Martin
3005 Rain Valley Circle
Tallahassee, FL 32308



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Michael Richmond
5510 Wile Ave
Intercession CIty, FL 33848



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Elaine Ciardello
536 Santos St
Pensacola, FL 32502



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Shirley  Steffen
579 NE Plantation Rd
Stuart, FL 34996



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Summer Ankiel
1630 Emerald Lake Cv
Casselberry, FL 32707

7729793639



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Rebeca Santiago
4701 Pebblepointe Pl
Tampa, FL 33634



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms Ruby Wood
200 Florence Ave.
Interlachen, FL 32148

386-684-1626



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Donald Lockard
box 777
FL, FL 32193



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr Joseph Lampka
1779 Casselberry Ct
Fleming Island, FL 32003



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Rosemary Scully
13226 SW 41st St.
Davie, FL 33330



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Marissa Mccallin
1554 NW 21st ave
Gainesville, FL 32605



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Dale Blake
4008 W Rogers Ave.
Tampa, FL 33611



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Joseph Rindler
1135 Hall Lane
Orlando, FL 32839



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Vera Jarrett
9621, sw 62 ciurt
Pinecrest, FL 33156



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Debbie Sierchio
1429 Canberley Ct.
Trinity, FL 34655



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Michele Jarvis
2741 Riverview Dr
Naples, FL 34112



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mary Lou Laslie
NE 1st Street
Havana, FL 32333



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr Carl Updike
2221 Cypress Island Drive
Pompano Beach, FL 33069



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Donna Carroll
1119 Little Spring Hill
Ocoee, FL 34761



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Gayle  Martin
950 Mockingbird Ln
Plantation, FL 33324



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Patrick D'Annunzio
1774 Foliage La
FL, FL 32162



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr Daniel Weckering
4631 N. Dixie Hwy
Boca Raton, FL 33431



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mary Ierubino
9801 nw18th street
Coral springs, FL 33071



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Michael Domino
4358 Outrigger Ln
Tampa, FL 33615



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Sally  Caskey
359 Winter Ridge Blvd
Winter Haven, FL 33881



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

God damn it to hell! The ongoing radioactive contaminatio horror emanating from the
nuclear fission time-bomb plants in Fukushima will be poisoning the Northern Pacific
Ocean for countless centuries. Fukushima is an extinction level event!

Those that promote and endorse nuclear fission time-bomb plants are misanthropic
psychopaths. Nuclear fission technology is more than insane. It is pure raw evil. It is
violation that even Satan would not do.

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

RICHARD  RALPH   ROEHL 
P.O. Box 2001
Clearwater  , FL 33757

727-643-8588



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Meaghan Leavitt
2601 53rd Street North
Saint Petersburg, FL 33710

931-538-0159



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mary Durrer
199 N Bayshore
Eastpoint, FL 32328



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Edward Day
3227 Socorro Ave
Orlando, FL 32829



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Monique Cadieux
7319 Desert Ridge Glen
Lakewood Ranch, FL 34202



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Brenda  James
1915 19th Ave
Vero Beach , FL 32960



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

BENNIE WOODARD
208 E LAKE HOWARD DR UNIT #401
WINTER HAVEN, FL 33881



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

John Kwetian
23089 Marsh Landing Blvd.
Estero, FL 33928



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Robin Preston
9757 Mahan Drive
Tallahassee , FL 32309



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Dr. MR Russo
2421 NE 45 St.
Lighthouse Point, FL 33064



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jan Jennings
1828 Crown Point Woods Circle
Florida, FL 34761



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Karen Hancock
1720 NE 47th Street
Oakland Park, FL 33334



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Karen Quaritius
413 Highland Avenue
Green Cove Springs, FL 32043

904-327-3465



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Margueritta Winters
4142 Ridgemoor Drive
Palm HArber, FL 34685



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Patrick Huey
15027 Rocky Ledge Dr.
Tampa, FL 33625



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

President Stephen L. Williams
PO Box 355
White Springs, FL 32096

386-397-2945



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Rita Gaudry
150 Alhambra Circle- PH
Coral Gables, FL 33134



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

WILLIAM SCHAAF
5570 Ave. G
McIntosh, FL 32664



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Lauren Lunde
4465 Brighton Blvd
Mims, FL 32754



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Gail Hazen
3745 4th Ave N
St Petersburg, FL 33713



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

We should put this money and effort into solar and wind production of energy.

Sincerely,

linda massey
221 schooner street
north port, FL 34287



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Deborah Atkinson
1139 Asturia Way S.
St. Pete, FL 33705

727-410-2579



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Joan Davis
9771 Pavarotti Terrace #103
Boynton Beach, FL 33437



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Holtzman
11342 SW 69th Ter
Miami, FL 33173



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Judith E Scott
26698 County Road 137
O Brien, FL 32071



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Sherry Woods
3205NW76 Lane
Jennings, FL 32053



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Suzanne O'Leary
222 kimberly lane
Monticello, FL 32344



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

N Coyle
PO Box 1117
Jensen Beach, FL 34958



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Henry    W Griffin    Jr
2371  Warbler  Circle
Lakeland, FL 33810



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Haley Simmons

Haley Simmons
226 W 4th Ave
Tallahassee, FL 32303



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr John King
907 SE 8TH Avenue
Okeechobee, FL 34974



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jeff Easter
3612 TIPPERARY DR
Florida, FL 32953



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Sherral Hornaday
849 Dogwood Road
FL, FL 33408



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

l daen
1657 brookhouse
sarasota, FL 34231



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

tessi Guzman
260 Bayhead Dr
Melbourne, FL 32940



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ray Brien
4108 Cherrybrook Loop
Fort Myers, FL 33966

270-392-7391



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

patti schultze
17811 lake carlton drive
lutz, FL 33558

813-960-4421



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Pat Branch
10916 N 52nd Street
Tampa, FL 33617



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

dee preston
1438 lantana rd
lantana, FL 33462



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Rodney Van Vleet
19406 Melody Fair Pl
Lutz, FL 33558



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Geri Ruhl
4117 Tabago Lane
Naples, GA 34119



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

martha burton
11015 bullrush terrace
lakewood ranch, FL 34202



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Stacy Bouilland
1016 SW 21st Ave
Boca Raton, FL 33486



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs. judith peter
2184 pellam blvd
port charlotte, FL 33948



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mercedes Moore
1203 Amble Lane
FL, FL 33755



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

RICK EATON
3550 ROSLYN RD
VENICE, FL 34293



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Greg Smith
12620-3 Beach Blvd     #327
Jacksonville, FL 32246



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Joel Klayman,MD
786 NW 83rd LN
Boca Raton, FL 33487



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Tanja Lepikkö
Furugatan 4 C
Smålandsstenar, ot 33332



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Howard Brown
710 SE Adams Court
FL, FL 34984



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Steve Schildwachter
17226 Lk Ingram Rd
Winter Garden, FL 34787



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms charles quaintance
114 e. spearfish lane
jupiter, FL 33477



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ingrid Bergman
30 Turner St
Clearwater , FL 33756



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Bob Deacy
744 Claremore Drive
W. Palm Beach, FL 33401

561-602-3219



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Vaughan Greene
217 Walton rose lane
Panama City beach, FL 32413



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Murphy-Larronde
7149 Del Lago Drive
Sarasota, FL 34238



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Larry Lewis
1555 Victoria Way
Winter Garden, FL 34787



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Katie Craft
Wilcox Rd
Largo, FL 33774



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Tim Bogle
1701 NE 2nd Ave
delray beach, FL 33444



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

KIM CASERTA
404 S.E.HIBISCUS AVE
Stuart, FL 34994

772-287-4204



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Christopher Miller
12535 Magnolia ST
San Antonio, FL 33576



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Kathy Harker
11370 NW 45th Place
Sunrise, FL 33323



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Elizabeth Raab
192 audubon dr
Havana, FL 32333



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Debra Cook
7675 Greenboro Dr
Melbourne , FL 32904



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms Robyn Mizrachi
13756 Via Flora B
FL - Florida, FL 33484



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am a 6th-generation Floridian, and a longtime resident of South Florida. I am also an
Independent voter activist.

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Dr William M Smith Jr
21702 Asturias Rd
Summerland Key, FL 33042



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Campbell
P. O. Box 45506
Baton Rouge, LA 70895



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Andrew McPherson
2211 Lakeside Drive
Orlando, FL 32803



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Brenton Rhein
3610 twisted tree lane
FL, FL 32216



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr & Mrs Dennis Roderigues
6850 Versailles North
FL, FL 33781



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

CHERYL BATEMAN
2369 HAVANA WAY
CLEARWATER, FL 33764



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr Robert Posch
2131 N Ocean Blvd #17
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33305



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Anne Bekkers
Veenmossingel 9
None, ot 5754ek



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Bradley sharkeu
4451 NE 16 th Ave.
Oakland Park, FL 33335



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

B Levy
1560 SW 23 rd street
Ft Lauderdale, FL 33315



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Sandi Summers
6318 15th Street North
FL, FL 33702



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Larson
17851 Eagle View Ln
Cape Coral, FL 33909



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Larson
17851 Eagle View Ln
Cape Coral, FL 33909



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Kierstin Masse
Charles Bennett Dr
FL, FL 32225



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Norman Lewis
4289 Pine Ridge Court
Weston, FL 33331



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marjorie J Williams
PO Box 917
Penney Farms, FL 32079

(505) 262-1646



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Judy Stapleton
542 S. Bonita Ave.
Panama City, FL 32401



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Sally Connelly
126 White Hall Drive
Palm Coast, FL 32164



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Robert Oelman
96 NE 4th Ave
Delray Beach, FL 33483



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Thomas Andrews
3426 Fairway Ln
Orlando, FL 32804



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs.  Susan R Dorchin
7588 Mansfield Hollow Rd
Delray Beach, FL 33446

(561) 495-4349



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mary Lewis
2340 Semoran
Pensacola, FL 32503



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Pamela Horwath
35362 Ranchette Boulevard
Webster, FL 33597



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jean Kelly
7801 SW 53rd PL
Miami, FL 33143



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

John Walker
621 Olivia Street
Key West, FL 33040



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Carolina Rozo
7735 Abbott Ave
Mismi Beach , FL 33141



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Carolina Rozo
7735 Abbott Ave
Mismi Beach , FL 33141



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

June Maddock
545 Lomond Drive
Port Charlotte, FL 33953



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Sonia Blais
15119 Sundial Place
Bradenton, FL 34202



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Keith Berger
355 Newcastle St
Florida, FL 33487



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Haydee Garcia
7160 SW 21 St.
Miami, FL 33155

(305) 205-0248



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mary Bowers
6643 4th Ave N
Florida, FL 33710



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Linda Headley
121 SE 276 Street
Cross City, FL 32628



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Laura Paul
11149 Point Sylvan Circle
Orlando , FL 32825



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Paula Morgan
833 Spinnaker Drive E.
Hollywood, FL 33019



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

STEVE WEBER
125 CORAL WAY E
INDIALANTIC, FL 32903



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Megan Gordon
380 W Palmetto Park Rd
Boca Raton, FL 33432



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Nancy  Sims
3900 NW 20th Avenue
Ocala , FL 34475



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Val Rosado
Rybark Ln
Palm Coast, FL 32164



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Cathy Latham
720 River Oaks Ln.
Merritt Island, FL 32953



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Renee Andrews
12001 NW Hwy 320
Florida, FL 32667



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

John Comella
1900 JF Kennedy Blvd Apt 1624
Philadelphia, PA 19103



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Flavia Baridon
Av. Los Dragos 4. Puerta 123, Costa teguise
Lanzarote, FL 35508



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms Melissa Escobar
316 E. Lafayette St.
Winter Garden, FL 34787



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mark Mira
11850 Dr Martin Luther King JR ST North apt1101
Saint Petersburg , FL 33716



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Laura Solomon
17 Chelsea Court
Ohio, OH 44022



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Vivian Griffin
2425 Harden Blvd., Lot 27
Lakeland, FL 33803

863-816-3944



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Kerri Wilson
920 59th St W
FL, FL 34209



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Tasha Kemp
Attn: Tasha
FL, FL 34787



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Thomas Boyce
2699 Tigertail Ave #54
Florida, FL 33133



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Isidoro Tamborello
1726 W. Bedingfield Drive
Tampa, FL 33603



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Arthur Schnabel
7075 Tarrytown Drive
Florida, FL 34606



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Michelle Proulx
4415 Gandy Cir
Tampa, FL 33616



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species. Isn't anyone noticing the constant
flooding episodes in Miami already? Sea levels are rising, especially noticeable here in
Florida. Why stick our heads in the sand, and make believe it is not happening?

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.
Please do not destroy our delicate environment any further!

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely, Rotraud Coffey

rotraud coffey
po box 130156
tampa, FL 33681

813-839-7728



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mary Miller
28760 Diamond Dr, unit 204
Bonita Springs, FL 34134



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Lintner
23348 Painter Avenue
Port Charlotte, FL 33954



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Regina Wall
212 Woodland Ave.
Saint Augustine, FL 32080



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms Debra Cosentino
Fern Trail Dr
N Fr Myers , FL 33903



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida.

Living in the Sunshine State, we should be moving toward solar energy.

The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of Biscayne National Park.
An expansion of Turkey Point could jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as
well as sensitive habitat for a wide range of federally protected endangered species.

Biscayne National Park is an irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be
considered unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent
to natural-resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two
national parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge
within six miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mary Keim
4726 Ferncreek Ave
Orlando, FL 32806



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Andrea Wildner
9579 Wilshire lakes blvd.
Naples, FL 34109



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Paul Horne
8546 Crown Drive
Boynton Beach, FL 33436

561-200-7538



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Cathy Satiro
600 Manatee Ave
Holmes Beach, FL 34217



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jackie Tutko
3209 Valemoor Drive
Palm Harbor, FL 34685



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jim Bangerter
83 Anchor Drive
Florida, FL 32937



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ramiro Abal
9405 Fontainebleau Blvd.
Apt. 103
Florida, FL 33172



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

Please deny permits for the proposed expansion of the Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. An expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

According to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands
devoted to public use may be considered unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most
apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-resource-oriented areas." How then can this
project proceed when there are two national parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland
preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Arwen Weiss
4818 Aguila PL
Orlando, FL 32826



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Robert DiFilippo
7644 Shadow Bay Drive
Florida, FL 32404



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes.  I live across the street from the Everglades National park and moved here for
the beauty and naturalness of this place.  I grow organic like many of my neighbors and do
not support nuclear power in a place like this for obvious reasons.  Whether I live here or
not, I care about the earth, and you should too!   Waters, wildlife and opportunities for
exploration. Biscayne National Park is one of these irreplaceable national treasures.
According to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands
devoted to public use may be considered unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most
apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-resource-oriented areas." How then can this
project proceed when there are two national parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland
preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Joanne Togati
5010 sw 199th ave
Sw ranches, FL 33332



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Helen Strader
5053 SW 34th Place
Ocala, FL 34474

352 237 8882



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Dr. M. Vries
Capadosestraat
Miami, FL 33111



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Carol Vartanian
5566 Avellino Pl
Sarasota, FL 34238



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mark Tardif
10701 SW 113 Place
Florida, FL 33176



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

lee karkruff
12796 san jose blvd.
jacksonville, FL 32223



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr Michael Robins
101 Cedar Dunes Dr
Florida, FL 32169



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Harvey Lillywhite
3020 NW 10th Place
Gainesville, FL 32605



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Lee Byron
2729 S. Brink Ave
Sarasota, FL 34239



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ann Miller
3142 W. Washington
Monticello, FL 32344



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

MARY GARCIA
5724 Heronpark Pl
FL, FL 33547



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Fiona Hollier
1437 Bexley Park Dr
Deleay Beach, FL 33445



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Marana Eubank
2424 N Federal Hwy Apt 313
Boynton Beach, FL 33435



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms. A Windle
2850 sw marquis ter
Stuart, FL 34997



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

nathalie worthington
6822 22nd ave
st petersburg, FL 33710

(727) 346-9446



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Ehrenberger
6868 mertis way
Florid, FL 32583



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

JANET GOETZ
14036 PIMBERTON DR.
HUDSON, FL 34667



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Trevor Chin
9808 Sir Frederick St
Tampa, FL 33637



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Michelle Myers
13591 E Tall Pine Rd
Macclenny, FL 32063



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jacquelyn  Long
337 Mid Pines Rd
Palm Springs, FL 33461



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Heather Wolle
298 Lakay pl
Longwood , FL 32779



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Beth Fernandez
350 se 116 terr
williston, FL 32696



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Rosanne Maji
271 Zephyr Rd
Venice, FL 34293



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

 IF people were truly smart they would recognize the basic concept of carrying capacity
and realize the solution is fewer people. So please stop empowering stupidity and help
make people be responsible for their actions. Please do not support this project.

 I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jenn Bernatis, Ph.D.

Jenn Bernatis
4118 NW 43rd Terrace
Gainesville, FL 32606

352-219-0079



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Pat Wentz
1941 Woodbridge Dr.
Pensacola, FL 32514



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

Stop this ! Nuclear power is proven to be more of a liability than ever thought. Disagree ?
Then make them buy private insurance NOT underwritten by Uncle Sugar Daddy.

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Robert San Socie
4450 Timber Hollow Way
Jacksonville, FL 32224



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr randy malott
2908 57 ST S
GULFPORT, FL 33707



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

JUDITH WILLIAMSON
15509 Morning Drive
FL, FL 33559



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Laura Rich
11 Nashua Way
Ocala, FL 34482

727 5431035



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Katherine McMillan
123 S. McMullen Booth Rd #147
Clearwater, FL 33759



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mrs Teri Smyth
3705 Quail Heaven
Mims, FL 32754



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Marina Bredda
1655 Washington Ave
Miami Beach, FL 33139



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Robert Stevens
1423 N. Nash St., Apt 10
Arlington, VA 22209

(571) 332-2058



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Gail Flanders
2509 Indian Mound TRL
FL, FL 33134



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

jackie grguric
2131 faulk dr
tallahassee, FL 32303



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jaime Ramos
2717 Seville Blvd Apt. 2104
Clearwater, FL 33764



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms Jill Flaherty
2350 Scenic Drive
34293, FL 34293



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Kristina Fazio
4240 Forester Lane
FL, FL 33618



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

patr rabin
3803 Fishing Trail
Sarasota, FL 34235



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Randy Griffith
245 Woodhaven Circle West
Fl, FL 32174



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Egan
16413 Berry Way
Delray Beach, FL 33484

561-870-7701



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Diane Lindner
8227 SW 82 Place
Miami, FL 33143



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

OLIVER  Genn
3525 South Derry Drive
SEBASTIAN, FL 32958



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr Manuel H.
0000 N/A N/A
Wellington, FL 33414



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Milt Weisman
253 Minorca Beach Way. #505
New Smyrna Beach, FL 32169



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Colleen Meegan
503 Asbury Way
Boynton Beach, FL 33426



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Laura Skelton
4359 coconut blvd
FL, FL 33411



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alejandro Munoz
2053 NW 78 Ave
Miami, FL 33122

(919) 9234556



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

hilary capstick
6720 johnstown loop
tallahassee, FL 32309



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Diann Keller
6850 NW 2nd Ave #33
Boca Raton, FL 33487



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Kerry McNeil
2806 W 21st Ct
Florida, FL 32405



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Michael Ott
6105 Sheree Dr.
Milton, FL 32570



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

elina cotz
6021 Knollwood dr
Ridge Manor, FL 33523



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Larry Collins
3118 Vallejo Way
FL, FL 32940



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mr Dennis Hall
8179 N. Tiny Lily Dr
Citrus Springs, FL 34434



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Marla Buchwald
431 Timbercreek Dr N
Florida, FL 34787



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Lauren  Devine
1377 Walnut Terrace
Boca Raton, FL 33486



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Lois Swoboda
Entomologist
77 10th St
Apalachciola, FL 32320

(850) 653-9631



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Dennis & Martha Eller
680 Bonaire Circle
Jacksonville Beach, FL 32250



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Mayra Diaz
110 antilla ave
Coral Gables, FL 33134



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Hilda  Rivera
4561 Saddleworth Circle
Orlando , FL 32826



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lydia Swystun
6125 113th St  505
Seminole, FL 33772

727-393-5859



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Dennis & Martha Eller
680 Bonaire Circle
Jacksonville Beach, FL 32250



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Aida Sheets
6926 10th Avenue North
St. Petersburg, FL 33710



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jerell Knowles
3760 Randall Road
Green Cove Springs, FL 32043



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida.

The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of Biscayne National Park
in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the storm surges that will
come with climate change. An expansion of Turkey Point could jeopardize the area's
limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide range of federally
protected endangered species.

I frequent and enjoy our national parks;  they preserve our country's incredible landscapes
and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration.
Biscayne National Park -- which I've been to -- is one of these irreplaceable national
treasures.

According to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands
devoted to public use may be considered unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most
apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-resource-oriented areas."
Based on those rules, how can this project proceed when there are two national parks, an
aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six miles of the
proposed expansion site?

As you're aware, operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts
on the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies.
Withdrawal of massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup
cooling water could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion
into the aquifer.

Finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk.

For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the proposed expansion at Turkey Point and
protect the region's people and unparalleled natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Routh
6501 Greenbriar Farms Rd
Fort Myers, FL 33905



Cindy Bladley, Chief 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: NRC-2009-0337
Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch

Dear Chief Bladley,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed expansion of Turkey Point Power Plant in
Homestead, Florida. The proposed construction site is located directly on the shores of
Biscayne National Park in an area that's extremely susceptible to sea-level rise and the
storm surges that will come with climate change. And an expansion of Turkey Point could
jeopardize the area's limited freshwater resources as well as sensitive habitat for a wide
range of federally protected endangered species.

Like so many Americans, I love our national parks, which preserve our country's incredible
landscapes and waters, wildlife and opportunities for exploration. Biscayne National Park
is one of these irreplaceable national treasures. According to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's own rules, "sites adjacent to lands devoted to public use may be considered
unsuitable," and unacceptable impacts are "most apt to arise in areas adjacent to natural-
resource-oriented areas." How then can this project proceed when there are two national
parks, an aquatic preserve, a wetland preserve and a national wildlife refuge within six
miles of the proposed expansion site?

As you know operating two new reactors at Turkey Point could also have huge impacts on
the quantity and quality of the area's limited freshwater supplies. The withdrawal of
massive amounts of water from under Biscayne National Park as backup cooling water
could increase salinity levels within the bay and hasten saltwater intrusion into the aquifer.

And finally, expanding a nuclear power plant in an area that's ground zero for sea level rise
puts South Florida at unacceptable risk. For all these reasons, I urge you to deny the
proposed expansion at Turkey Point and protect the region's people and unparalleled
natural resources.

Sincerely,

Jill Lefkowitz
2120 N 34 Ave
Hollywood, FL 33021


