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From: hatrod39dlx
To: Bill.Storm@state.mn.us; 
Subject: Comments on current Excel Energy proposal
Date: Tuesday, May 05, 2009 9:00:32 PM


Dear Mr. Storm.
  
How much credibility can we apply to an industry which has historically 
changed its tune many times on a number of critical issues. For example, 
in order to win public approval for building the first nuclear plants, the 
nuclear industry agreed to accept a specific schedule whereby these plants 
would be decommissioned at a predetermined time when aging would 
render them more susceptible to accidents. When that time arrived, 
however,  these people reneged on their agreement, using their wealth 
and well-place politician(s) to keep these aging facilities in operation. Soon 
thereafter they sold the public on the idea of onsite dry-cask storage of 
nuclear waste with a promise that it would be only temporary and would 
soon be removed to a permanent storage site elsewhere. Now that the 
proposed facility at Yucca Mountain has been nixed, Excel Energy again 
changes its tune. Now they want to increase the output of the aging 
Prairie Island plant, and significantly increase the number of casks to be 
used for on-site storage of spent nuclear fuel. 


Let’s face it. The possibility of ever finding a permanent nuclear waste 
storage site is highly unlikely. No one wants anything stored near them 
which will remain lethal for thousands of years. Furthermore, even if a site 
were located, who would want to have the deadly waste transported 
through their home area on its way to such a facility. (Remember the furor 
in Rochester over the possibility of DM and E trains accidentally spilling 
materials which are millions of times less lethal than nuclear waste?) 
Therefore, the on-site storage  which was sold to us as "temporary" seems 
well on its way to becoming permanent. 


With nuclear waste storage facilities located on the upper Mississippi River, 
even one accidental spill would deal a mortal blow to the entirety of 
America’s heartland. This is extremely disturbing for the millions of us who 
are forced to live, work, and raise our families downstream and downwind 
from aging nuclear power plants with ever-expanding nuclear waste 
dumps on site.


The same people who were ready and willing to ship their spent nuclear 
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fuel to an area of seismic instability keep reassuring us that storage of this 
material is absolutely safe. That is a tremendously large claim for 
something that will remain lethal for thousands of years. Only fools would 
make such an assertion and, likewise, only fools would believe it. History 
is rife with examples of the folly of human arrogance and its consequences.


Allowing Excel Energy to once again get its way would be a monumental 
mistake. Instead, we need to focus on renewable energy sources together 
with the elimination of gluttonous energy consumption.  


Sincerely,


Dennis Hatleli


Lake City, MN 


 


 





