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March 19, 2001

President George W. Bush TRi_I, PJL_d

Washington, DC 20500

Re: Agriculture and energy policies

Mr. President: -

I would like to take th/s opportunity to pass on some thoughts and ideas about our
agricultural andenergypolicies. To help addsome credibility to these thoushtsand

ideas, I think that you should know that I am a retired petroleum engineer and manager
with Chevron Cmporation. I also grew up on the farm in South Dakoia and currently
own and operate a uce farm/nursery in eastenl South Dakota. All of my life I have been
involved in either farming or the petroleum business or both.

As I look at my expenses for my home and business and talk with my farming friends and
relatives one thing continues m be clear to me. We are at or are heading towards a crisis
in both the agricultural and energy sectors of our country and the two are tied together.

Let's start with the energy sector. Hydrocarbons are not a renewable resource, yet we

milizc them like we will never run out. The U.S. continues to import a larger and larger
share of its petroletan needs year after year. Maintaining a steady supply of this product

in turn increases our military expenses higher and higher with less and less of a guarantee
that our foreign supply will beavailable. Many talk about the vast supplies of untapped
oil and gas at ANWR yet wc currently ship crude oil from Alaska overseas because we
are not geared up to refine that product in the western U.S.. Our limitations on supplies
ofoii and gasoline are limited as much by refinery capacity as they are by crude oil
supplies. Will developing the reserves in places like ANWR really help our domest/c
situation? Refinery capacity is a major capital and environmental investment for the oil
industW. The oil companies are not going to make those types of capital investments
without a significant long-term crude oil supply such as those developed overseas or
projected from an ANWIL Do we really want to take the environmental risks of opening
up ANWR to oil and gas exploration? I've worked in the industry for 20 years and I
don't believe it is a worthwhile risk when there may be other ahematives. So what are
the other alternatives?

I believe that one alternative is ethanol and bio-diesel fuels. I believc that the U.S. needs

to make a major energy policy shift away from foreign oil and put significant uressure
and emphasis on utilizing renewable resources such as corn and soybeans. U.S. farmers
are the most efficient in the world and year after year supply exceeds demand and prices
stay pathetically low. The agriculture sector comes to the government year aRer year
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complain/rig about low prices that they have created by ov_-producin_ There are two
ways to improve prices for farm products- cut supply or increase demand. We have
historically tried to fred ways to entice farmers to cut. We pay them to set aside land in
CRP program_. We spend billions of dollars on price supports and guasantces. Our
go_t buys grain at eicvated prices to further continue to support prices in a market
that is glutted with product. While we have spent some time and effort to create "value
added" _ts for our products, we have just scratched the surface. We need a maior
t_olicv shift in the agriculture depot to focus those billions of dollars paid for "not
growing" and "price supporting" to developing major mmkets for the products that we
grow. It is time for the cnctgy department and the agriculture deparUnent to join together
and solve two crisis with one solution.

Hege is that solution:

The energy department needs to establish a new policy that sets a target for sianificantlv
reducing our delg_dence on foreign oil in the next five yca_ to say 50%. By the e_adof
ten years that dependence needs to drop to 40% and so on. These needs to be si_ificant
pre_ure put on the oil indusuy to shift their emphasis to providing production and
refining capacity to renewable resources. Moat and pop corporations and coops arc
building small ethanol and bio-diesel plants in the corn-belL These facilities make only a
small dent in the needs of ourcountry. It is time that our 8overnment stepped forward
with a challenge to the oil indu_ey to essentially bum up all of the surplus corn and
soybeans that our country produces. Building large ethanol and bio-diesel plants across
the curn-beit will stimulate the economy, provide jobs in an a_a that is losing farms and
farm jobs and provide a market at home for our own produets. If we make this a
significant part of our energy and farm policies, we can sbiR most ofthe billions of
dollars that we spend on farm pmgnu_ for corn and soybeans to providing incentives for
ethanol and bio-diesel investment. I firmly believe that if the oil companies put their vast
resources into this effort, they can build and operate ethanol end bio-dicsei plants more
efficiently and effectively than any other sector ofoor country. Their vast nefining
knowledge and expertise could be brought to bear on an industry that needs that help.

I have talked with managers with my former company of Chevron and at this time they do
not see ethanol and bio-di_,el as a significant part of their portfolio. I have talked with
employees of Royal Dutch Shell Oil Company and they are slowly embarking on a
"renewable resources" strategy for their company, it is time to give these major players
some incentive to get into the hallgame now.t The oil and gas industry needs to continue
to be a significant pan of our energy policy. Itjust needs to become a smallcr and
smaller part that doesn't put all ofour eggs in a shaky Middle East ba_. et. There are
numerous advantages to the type ofpolicy shift that I have outlined above and some of
them are listed below:
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Advantages:

Utilizes more environmentallyfriendlyf_eis
Utilizes renewableresources

Increasesrefiningcapacityandimprovesdiraibutionofrefined products
Reduces dependenceon foreignoil
Reduces the need fora significantmililarj presence to protectforeign oil fields
Createsjobs in theU.S.
Improvesour balanceof Irade - "
Provides more independencefor theU.S.
Delays or preventsoil and gas explorationin environmentallysensitive areas
Saves the taxpayerbillionsofdoilars a yearin farmprogrampayments/supports
Unites the countryaroundcommongoals (conservationshould be anothergoal)
Provides forsome bipartisansupport
Diversifies ourU.S. portfolio
It's the rightandpatrioticthingtodo

[ realize that thereare some obstaclesto overcome to makethis happenand] would love
to help in anyway thatI can. Thankyou foryourtimeand consideration.

WayneK. Larsen

cc: Vice-PresidentChcney Secnmry Abrahanz
SecretaryVencman SenatorJohnson
SenatorDaschle RepresentativeTheme
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2001-008226 3/27/01 10:09
21 March 2001

Edward Paul Petcavage t /#

Secretary Spencer Abraham
James Forrestal Bldg.
1000 Independence Ave., SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Mr. Abraham:

I understand the need for an energy plan that addresses _ needs of all
Americans. I urge you to come up witha balanced policy that gives equal weight
between the use of fossil fuels (coal,oil, natural gas) and alternabve sources ot energy.

The urgent, immediate needs of the nation can be addressed with seeking
greater efficiency standards, especially in automobiles. My state is getting heavily into
research and development of fuel cells. I plan to purchase a hybrid car, or other high
mileage vehicle, by 20_. As a landscape architect I know Itm techniques in reducmcj
residential, etc. energy needs with intelligentlandscape improvements. If there was a
tax advantage, I would acidsolar panels on the roof of my heuse quite quickly.

We eventually must face the facts that clean burningfuels are in our future. The
gasoline combustionengine is terribly inefficient and will be soon be replaced by
innovative technological inventions. I am against short-term solutionslike drilling for
oil in natural treasures just so that we can have a couple years worth of power starting
ten years from now. We need alittJebetter minkingthan that. Energyconservation will
reap benefits shortand long term. That is worth a try...alot better that putting all our
eggs in one basket_

Growing up in coal country (Scranton, PA), I learned that residential cooking
and heating with anthracite was replaced, in the economicmarketplace, by other more
efficient (and cleaner) energy fuels. And the air even got cleaner and easier to
breathe.

Please come up with a energy policythat encourages the full range of possible
energy sources...notjust...fossilfuels take it or leave it.

Sincerely,
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,a.,,.,O. /0G
Ct_ Whitman, Secretary

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue Raymond I. MiJ[cr

C,,,"_Spencer Abraham, Secretary
U. S. Department of Eneq)y
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20585

Subject Energyand Environmentcan be a win.win situationwith directed Federal
Government plan and action.

Dear Secretaries:

OPEC is beginning to realize the extent of b'teireconomicpower by controllingoilproduc_on.
- The U. S. (and the rest of the world) can do little but pay the price.

President Bush recantson his promiseto reduce carbon dioxide levels.

California is strugglingto meet itselectrical needs, and with rollingblack-outs predictedfor
sumfller.

Natural gas customers am faced withheating bills three times the normal rate.

VV1tha concerted energy policy, the U.S need never have been inthis sAuaben. The whole
American economy is closelytied to an ample supplyof'cheap" energy. Our futore as a
nation depends on an unintenuptedsupplyof energy. Energy is every bit as importantto our
countryas food. Indeed, energy is to indusl_f and ourwell being as food is for ourpersonal
survival

The answer is there and available to us, but we have not had a directed national energy
policy to achieve the desired result.

This is not a philosophicalproblem. It can be reducedto a sintpie mathema'dcalequation
withthe need (or use) on one side. and the available resourcesto meet the need on the other
side. We have thedata to attack the problem ina logicalmanner, yet we are not doing it.
The solutionto ournational energy problemis not based on faib_or hope, or emotions, but on
pure logicand commonsense.

We know what our energy needs are today, and we can preUywell predict them into the
future. There is r_lJeneed for me to comment on this side of the equation other than to say
that weal! can do a betterjob of energy conservation. WAha very conscientious effort we
may effect a 10 percentsavings. Outdoor,night-time lightingis one area where we could cut
back on ourenergy usage by a considembie amount.
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My comments willdeal with the energy resources to meet our needs. These am limited and
specJSc. They include natural gas, oil, coal and nuclear energy.

Yes, environmentalists talk about wind power, water power, solar energy, ethanol,methanol,
fuel cells and the hydrogen economy. None of these holdany hope of supplying any more
than a small fraction of the power we need to keep our economy humming. And elecffJcityis
not a primary power source, since energy must be expended to generate elec_k:_ty.
ElecUic#y is a secondary, generated source of power.

Thus we are left with coal, oil, natural gas and nuclearenergy to supply our energy needs.

By the way, Energy is what we am talking about. Energy is the abilityto do work, and is
generally in the form of heaL Power is the time rate of energy expenditure or production.
Thus, electrical power is measured in watts or kilowattsor megawatts, or gig,_,_Us, whereas
electrical energy is measured in watt-hours,KWH, MWH and GWH. Heat energy is
measured in therms, or kilotherms ormega therms,whereas heat power is measured in
therms per hour,or kill therms per hour, etc.

Of the energy sources I cited, agexcept nuclearenergy produce massive amounts of carbon
dioxidesinoe this is the normal and expected result of burninga carbon based fuel. Thus,
the burningof coal, gas and oil allproduoecarbondioxide.

To get to the point more quickly. A sensiblenationalenergy policyshould be based on using
each fuel to itsbest advantage while minimizingthe amountof carbon based fuel burned to
Innitto a practical limitthe generation of carbondioxide.

We must face up to the fact that nuctear energy is the cleanest energy source we have to
use. It produces no exhaust gases; it is i_entifuland renewable. Yes, there are risks
involved, but they are all well understood,and as a technically oriented nation,we have the
abilityto solve allof these problems,and minimizethe risks. In fact, we have employed
nuclear energy for over 50 years in the generation of electrical power. But we have raised so
many fears and restrictionsthat we are "afraid"to proceedwith new nuclear based power
I_ants.

Nuclear power must be dividedinto two categories, namely controlled fissionand controlled
fusion. Controlled nucleartasion is lookedupon as our ultimateenergy solution. Yet. after
50 years of research,we have made only smallgains toward i_.ving usable conbolled
nuclear fusion energy sources. It is not an option as an energy source into _ foreseeable
future.

Nuclear fission reactors are currentlyprovidingabout 17% of the electrical power in the
world. France generates about 35% of its electricalpower via nurJearenergy. The United
States generates only about 15% of itselectricalpower via nuclear power plants.

The Super Carrier, Ronald Reagan, was recentlychristened by Mrs. Reagan. As with the
other8 super carriers, itwill be poweredby a nuclearfmsionreactor. All of our modem
submarinesare also poweredby nuclearfissionreacllrs:

I propose that we begin immediatelyto reinventour National energy policy,and use the fuels
available to us to best advantage.

This means:
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1. BoldlysUidingforward to buildnew nuclear based electrical generating plants.
2. ResUictb_ the use of oil and its derivativesto transportation.
3. ResUicbngnatural gas usage to home and indusbial heating and processes.
4. Ut/lizingcoal fired plants for electrical power genemt/onm favorable applications.

Wlth _ su__c___siulimplemer_i_ilonof this program, we will significardb/reduce the amount of
carbon dioxideproduced to meet President Bush'scornmibnent to the world environment.
We will cut back on our use of oil and natural Gasto reduce the demand, and .bringthe
supply-demand equation into balance. We will continue to use our greatest na(ive resource
of coal in a conscientiousmanner.

Wdh respectto nuclear fissionreactom, I thinkthey have been beatecl as bastard children.
Each one is different; each one is of customdesign and conslmclion. To move'ahead with
expanded use of nuclearbased power generation,we must follow every other successfut
product, and dating back to Henry Ford. We muststandardize designs based on fifty years of
experience. I think we shoulddecide on the mo_ appropriatesize, and manufacture many
on them for installa_onin many locationsthroughoutthe counlty. The nuclear plant of today
may be capable of generatinga gigawattof power. I thinkthis is too much power
concentrated in a singlekx:ath>n.

I went on line and tried to discoverthe size or mlin9 of 1henuclear power planton the Ronald
Reagan. I could not find it, but this model of reactor could be the basis for implemenlJngmy
suggested plan of many miler, and standardized,nuclear generating plants in many
locations. Arbitrarily,I would put an upper limitof 100 megawatts on the standard nuclear
power generating plant.

To implementmy suggested pnxjram, three other problems areas mustbe a/tacked.

1. Convincingthe publicthat nuclear powerplants can be designed to be safe.
2. Eliminatingunnecessary approvals,papem_rk, and construction requirements that

have made _m buildin9of new nu__d___rpower plants almost impossible to achieve.
3. Dict_ng a final permanent resting place for spent nuclear fuel rods. This is

another area that has been heated likea bastard child in the past. Even over a
pafli_uiarstate's ot)jection,a safe central permanent depositorymust be dictated
and implemented.

A serendipitousbenefitof implemen_ngmy suggested plan is that itwill put the United States
in the forefrantof nuclear based elecMcal genemlJngplants - which is where we should have
been all along, and willgive us a highlyviable productto sell to many other nations,and
includingthe third worldwhere them wl]lbe an explosivedemand for more elecl_ical
generating capacity to meet their gro_ng needs wilhout relyingon un_rtain oil supplies.

Ms. Whitman; Mr. Abraham. please take lime to evaluate my proposal. Our nation needs
such a plan to remain strongand foremostwithinthe world of rmtions.

Raymond J. Miller
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20 March200]

Hommble Spencer
U. S. !_ of Encrgy
!000 Indcpcodence Ave., SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Secretly Abraham:

[ am writing this letterto stronglyurgethe Bush AdmkdsUationto supportrevival of the
nuclear option for electrku_ power generationin this country. It is time t/z: shackles of
the last eight yea_ be thrown offthis safe, efficient technology, end we move forward.

I realize the taskis formidable as you will bc essailed by an army of anti-nukcs, other
amorted pscudo.cnvk,_agnta_ end an tminformedpublic. ('Theverymention of
restmting one of the Tcmxe_seeValley Aulhority's nuckar traitswas toet with shrill
opposition by tbe anti-mskes.) The "gteen_ must be ugt withdcterminmion and

andthe Amaican people must beeducated about nuclearpower. We
should bonow from the cxmnple the French haveused to successfully 8ain acceptance of
nuclear pow_ plants: promotionof benefits and mandatingpower platamamgcngm end
opamms tcs_=_¢close to the facility.

To close rig nuclearcycle, we must makethe nationalwaste repository operational as
soon m possibk and restartspcot fucl recycling. Once again. I realize these efforts will
not be without a Zmggle, but Iam fnmly convinced we must try.

It is outrageous that we canbuild a state-of-tbe-art, fight-waterrzactor in North Korea
anda central wsstc rcposkory in Russia but not hac!

Additionally, t fully support ¢nvironmemallysafe dr_ for oHm Alaska (and
anywhere etse, for tl,,_tmatter),clean-buraingcoal technology, end a haltto auempts to
dismantle ourhydmeloctrk f_ititic._

I would app_iatc your comments on the above suB8____'_esand what the Bush
Administra_n intends to do at the Federal level to nmamsanity to energy policy.

Yours U'uly,

Walter L. Adams,Jr.
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2001-0082753/27P 3:46

JohnCe=le

  =h23, .om --

Secmlary, SpencerAbr-.,h,m
United Slates Departmentof Energy
Washington,D.C. 20585-0121

Ik= Mr. Secma_.

Iwould bemost gratefulif you would please supplyme withritefollowing b,formation:

I. Thc nationalenergypolicy plans (NEPP)for theyearsof 1993, 95, 97 end 99.

" . 2. The amotmtof money that[we] ourfederalgovenmumthas investedin the formof
energysubsidies: the namesof then:eipients,andthe amouatsof their subsidies by the
year_m'tingwith1970 throughthe year2000 as follows:

Oi] Coal NaturalCms Ntmlear

3. Pleasefurnishthenamesandlocationsofthe nnelearplantsthat ourfedend
gov_mnenthasdecommissionedtodine.

4. Please furnishthefederalg0ven_ent's costs of decommissioai_2 these plants by
mmc. Also, the time it takes fordecommis_'onin8:the methodof stomSe;the lo¢:ationof
storage _ end thecosts of _toringthe spem fitelsOLLW,mixed LLWand EILW).

- - 5. Please furnishthen_,m_ andthe locationsofthe nuclearplants th_ me schedul_ _
be decornmi_xlo_] in Iht:future,endtheprojectedtimesof decommissioning.

Iammosl gratefulforyou_effortsin fulfillingmyt_lUeSt.ThankYou.

• Rmp=ttuUyand
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2001-008344 3/27/01 4:55
Secretary,, The ....

From:Sent: Friday. March 23. 2001 2:59 PM
To: Secretary.The
Subject: EnergyProduction

FROM:
NAME:
SUBJFC,T. Energy Production

ZIP: • bCITY:

PARM. I: TO.lhe.Secteta_ hq.doe.gov
STATE: Disappointed - -
TOPIC: The Repu_can CrisisMongers
SUBMIT: SendComments
CONTACT: email
COUNTRY: Thisone
MESSAGE: "Billionshave been investedindevelopingrenewable
energy and willcontinueto beinvestedunder theGush
Admirdsragon But renewableshave yet to overcomethe econon_c
advantagesof conventionalenergysources" With_ statement,
the Bushpolicyis l_d bare-the cheapest (i.e.. mastprofitable
forthe deYelopLsr)meUlodswillbe implemented. W_I regardto
the Wopcs_ to open theArcticNational WildlifeRefugeto
drillingoperations, itmeans that the"technologicaladvancesin
exploration"
MAJLADDR:.12345
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s,v_ecreta.i,The , , II j

From: _, _)
,Sent: Sunday,March 25, 2001 11:52 AM
1"o: Secretary.The

tmp.mm
Dear Sir,

I wouldliketo see a nationalenergypolicyin place. !am notsmartenoughto knowexactly what shape thispolicy
shouldtake. However I am smartenoughto knowthat theriseof naturalgasprices was entirelyto _0 h andshouldbe

Thank You - -
Jay Dodson
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2001-008556 3/29/01 11:48

Secr_mrySpmnc_rAbraham 25 Mar. 2001
u.s._ ofr=_
I000 Independence Ave., SW
Washington, DC 20585

DmrS=re=_Abraham,

Thae is alm ofudk in Washingtontheses days abom morality. For me, moraihy boils
down to the golden role, do unto otben, as you would have mhen do unto you. However,
this simple dictum is not m all simple to put iuto practice.It requin:s mmtmu vigihmce
over the often less than obvious ramifications of one's actions. -
The ctmem energy policy espoused by the Departmentof Enagy and the Btmh

Administration failsthe 8olden ride test. It impficidy states that unchecked ¢a_uummptiou
mgweigbs aHotl_ socieud vah_. It spa_cally immm the o_ evidence
(see National Academy of Scienoes repotxon Climate ChanBe)that burn_%afossil fuels is
cimnging our clinmte and autaagm_ the health and well bcingoffume_g_m/om..
How is it that we canafford billions on amissile defc_ system for theoretical threats,
when we cannot affordto invest in energyeonsegvsfiou and renewable, non-polluting
energy somme7

W_.will foul the airwith pollutm_ and dcsooy the last wild places on earthso we can
all drive Ford E,xcu_ions with aplomb. U.S. residents will g0miaue to use 459 gallons of
8uoline per capita o0mpated with 140 in Gernmnyor lOin China. When the poor of the
world stm-vetitan floodin8 or drought in Bsnsladesh or mu_-SahmnnAfrica, we will
blameitonbadgenesandisn(wetheempirigalevidencethinour¢meqgypolicy
contributedto their fate.

In tbc C_spel accordi_ to Msubcw, Je_s Chrhnmined'You cam_ serve God m_l
nmmmn". Ourworship of risiag stock p_es, mega Malls, houseboats, jet skis and
bi88er ud more absurdhomes Md vehicles makes it dear that, in the final analysis, we
save msmn_n and wc will desuroy_ 1_suti_ in God's amuion to feed our
habit.

Only when ourown way ofllfe here inthe U.S. is directly threatened, will we act to t_
to av_t 10obalwarming However, thc quantityof CO2 in the __m,_sp_herewill not be
effected ia the _art tmvAand oor act_ will be too line. Ourown _ will
fa_ adiminished worldwith morc violcm wcatber (the imunmce ;"*'-•-m7ha=perkedup
to this inevitability), flooding of coastal cities, drousht, _ infegtious disease aad,
possibly, mass extinction. We will not holda warm place in their hearts.
We need an enalgy poficy that emptmt_,Meonsm'vationaad remewable,non-pollutiug

sou_. Tiu_ is ouurmoraloblis=ion to futuregeoemfiom.

Sinoercly,

JamesF.Lombmdo.MD , _,,! I "_

\_ _.)\_S)
----..
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Secretary, The

From: b/_Sent: Sunda_,.'March25, 2001 9.51 I:_
To: VcePmskinnl Dick Cheney
Co: SesmtaTy,The; President GeorgeW. Bush;SVicidand,Ted; SenatorGeorge Yoinovich;

GovernorTalt; SenatorDeW'me;NRC-Officeof PublicAffairs;Rice, Condoteezza;
Commerce;Senator Pete Domenici;Committeeon Appropr_lions; Cornmittee on Energy

Sublet1: ENERGY SOLUTIONS

_p._
3/24/01

_ce PresidentCheney: -

The UnitedStates mustacquirea _ge natiortatEnergyPlan. Incorporatedin lidsplan shouldbe fundingfor
.centrifugeresearchand development(R&D) _y in the UnitedStates. Nuclear energyis essenl_atto minimize
Impactson local andglobalenvironment,providea reliableand affordableelectricalpowersupply,and place the United
States ina altuationtoI_ay a leadershiprote in the worldwidenuctearprogram. Also, the governmentre)ads to reclaim
ownemltp of thetwo uraniumenrichmentfacilitiesin theU.$. to ensurethisindusm'yrem_ns a viable resource
America.

PresidentBushbacked off hiscampaignpromiseto regulatecarbondioxideemissionsbecauseo4'tm country'senergy
problems. This_ nucJearenergy needs to mY a largepan of the futureEnergy Po_-'yto guarantee a high potential
for s,___,,:s_,ss_inmeetingthe increasedelectricalneedsandto complywi_ the U.$. Clean AirAcL With Nuclear power
opportunityto bnpm_eenvironmentalqualitybyreducingemissionsof airpollutantsand greenhousegases exists,along
wilh _ an ermrgysupplythat willtake us well ink) the21Stcentury.

Nuclear energyefrciency,throughnew t_, is atthe veryheartofthe worldsolutionto meet futureetect_'ical
needs. The U.S. mustretain a leadershipro_ in centrifugeR&D to remain as a powerin the nuclear work:lwidemarkeL
To securethe nuclearenrichmentcycle in the U.S. decreasesforeigndependencyand conservesthe U.S. energy
resources. An EnergyPlan that includesnuclear powerand fundingforuraniumenrichmentthroughthe advanced
CenlxifugeTechnologyIxevents Amedce frombeingheldhostageto Ixicas and suppliescontrolledby foreign suppliers.
Withthe U.S. dependencyonoilever increasing,we willhaveto export dollarsto pay forthatoil,deepening ourtrade
deCldt.

The U.S. needsto bea majorcompetitori_lhe uraniumemichmentmarketand theworldleaders withthe Cen_ifuge
Technology. Also, thegovernmentshould resb_ctum itselfas ownedoperatorof the twoU.Soendctmmntfacilities,now
operated bythe U.S. EnrichmentCorporation(USEC). toredeemthis ind-stnes rel_J_ationforhighproductqualityand
star,daMs that Americais knownfor. I don'tthinkanyone reallybelievesIhat prival_alk)n was the way to go in the
traniten enrichmentindustry.The financialconditionof thisindustryhas deterioratedsince plivatJzatinn.The NRC has
stated,"USECwill beunableto generateprofdfromitsown SWUpmduclinnafter2003. whenthe NRC cadJfcatafor
Paducah,KY (PGDP) is up forrenewal. The onlyway USEC couldbe Wofitableafter 2003 wot4dbe as a brokerof
Russianor othermatermls,and then. onl;j if itcan negollatelowerpricesfromthe Rusdans."

We needa new nationalenergystrategythat recognizestheneedfora balancedapproachto ourenergy demands and
environmentalconcerns. Etectncityuse in the U.S. is expectedto increase(27% by2020) due to te_
developmentsthat cofltinueto expandthe rangeof applicationsfor whichalectridty is theprofewed energy source. The
U.S. energy poi'¢yshouldencouragenuclearpowerandlhe promotionofCentrifugeTechr_ologyfor uraniumenrichment.
CenlrilugeTechnologywillguaranteeAmericato bethe wodd'sleadingsupplierof uranium fuelenrichmentsenncasand
tessrelianton the foreignmarket. Nuclearpowerwe can reduceairpollution,improveefficiency,and promotean industry
_l reducesthe bade ¢leficitexperiencedinthe oil trades.

Teresa K. Mollette;q _) _(_E-mail:r Voice: 7

1
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Secretary, The _)(_ _ _

F.m: .........................Sent: Monday.March26.2001 11:08AM
To: Secretary.The
subject: Pmcy

FROM:' .n b( 0NAME:r_ _-be_
SUBJECT:_Scy
ZIP.z
CITY:,,
PARM.I:TO.lhe.secretary(_hq.doe.gov
STATE: -
TOPIC:Nuclear/oiofuels
SUBMIT:SendComments
CONTACT:ernail
COUNTRY:USA
MF.S..%_.GE:Dear,_.,¢retaryAbraham,I havereadyourrecent
commentsregardingthefactthatwewillnotbegOPECcountries
foroil,and that we shouldcontuseourexplorationefforts.I
agreewiththatassessmenLHowever,Ibelievethat_ current
energy IXOl_ems(mt=estt_ckouts,lastsummers gasolineI_=es)
I_nts outthatv_ stillneedtohave8compreher'-=_veenergy

forridscomtbytl_3tkst_desoil/gasexptomUon.
coal/coatgamli_P_J_'_,on,nuctearenergy,andbiofuelsenergy.

MAILADDR::" ' b_
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Sent: ;..Monday, March 26, 2001 1:54 PM _ " ' -"'
To: Secretary, The
Subject: Select

NAME: t:nen _¢omnson
SUBJECT: Select

CITY:
PARM.I: TO:the.secretary@hq.doe.gov
STATE: LA
TOPIC: future energy policy I
SUBMIT: Send Comments
CONTACT: email
COUNTRY:

MESSAGE: Dear Secretary Abraham: I am writingas an individual,

not affiliatedwith any organization, who recognizes the need, 1
which President Bush has expressed, for the United States to
develop an energy policy. But I am also concemed we will choose I
nuclear energy without having the means to rid ourselves of the i
nuclear waste. So I am writing to ask you to consider other i
means of developing America's energy independence. Thank you for
your time and consideration. Sincerely, Ellen.Robinson
MAILADDR: 5000 Leon Dr. #52

b

!
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k._jFrom-

Sent: Monday, March 26, 2001 2:18 PM
To: Secret_ry, The
Cc: GeorgeW. Bush;DickCheney
Subject: Remarks byU.S. SeorelaryofEnergySpencer/Vomham U.S. Chamber of Commerce.

NationalEnergy SummitMarch 19. 2001

I agree thata balanced energypolicyis needed Why thenwasyour speech
99% weightedtowardin_reasingdomesticproduct_nof fossilfuels?

Dependenceuponfossilfuels (and also nuclearenergy) isdependenceupon
energysourcesttmt
1)harmthe publicheatlh thtoug)l producl_onOfpoP=onousby.products.
2) threatenagricultureande_nondc stabilitythroughalteralionofglobal
climateand
3) jer_consumersarounddueto extremesensitivitytosupplymanipulation
at everystageof produc_onand delivery.

Irrngardle_ of whetherthesefuels comefromforeignor domesticsources,
dependence_ them stillconstitutesharmtous all,even those who
tempera_y profdfrom thLsdependence.

,Solongas publicpolicyfavorsir_reasingfossilfuel productionoverthe
sustainablealternativesof:
,4,)consenmbonanclenergyeKmmncy;
B) pubtictransitinkas_cture insteadof 2 SUV's in everygarage;
C) solar,geothermaland off-the¢jndalternativesforgeneral
heab'water/light;

solongwillwe remain DEPENDENT upont',armfutamlwastatulenergypractices.
andItte MYTHSthat perpetuatethem.

THIS iswttat9eoDte meanwhentheytail_aboutconspiracm$to gouge
consumem. The FTC wasbad0ngupthevnongUee when it investigated

suppliers. Believeme. timAmericanpeopleknowit. Justlike
we know trBtb_ timingof theCaliloflliablackout_is toocoincidentalto
De true. Whenthe be_nclmaneats wontons,inh_sstomachhe knowshow
many.

AlthoughtheEnergy Secretaryis not anelectedoKmial,heis no less
oblige_'¢ltorecommendandexecute,to the very bestof his ability.
policiesthatwill benefitallAmericansin _is and futuregenerations.
To Ibis end, I cell uponyouto lead theway in

1} Promotingenergyefficiencyand conservationacrosstheboard, but
especiallyinthe _eld oftransponabon;
2) GivingsUo_gestsupportto real developmentof a dhqemffmclsuiteof
dean. alternativeenergysources,withthe goalbeingtotransferour
dependenceAWAY FROM FOSSILFUELS andover totheseas soonas possible;
3) Ensunngthat tho6eareasof tuel I:mocluctionwhichare sti, 1tedto
fossilfuelswillbe conductedwithminimumenvronmentalimpact;
4) Respectthe Americanpeople'srightfulrefusalto have nuchwrwaste
stockpilesandpotentialChemobyls._ nonuclearpower.
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Secretary, The

From:
Sent: weanesday, March 28. 2001 3:36 PM
To: Secretary,The
Subject: NATIONAL ENERGY POLICY

Dear SeczetaryAbraham,

Our countrycannot be held hostagebythe Energy MaFm.Please do
somethingNOW, beforeit is tOOlale. We need a nationalenergy policythat
protectsotd peopteantt poorpeoplefrom freezingtodeath andinsuresa
reasonablereturnon investmentto supp4iers. _

Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,

"TomQuinn

°
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Wednesday, March28, 2001

Secretary of Energy: Spencer Abraham
U.S. Departmem of Energy -
1000 Independeace Ave., SW
Wash/n_on,DC20ss5

Dear SecretaryAbraham:

I havereviewedseveralnewsreportsamlmmmaries_ theSenateOemoa-as"recently
introduced "Comprehensive and Balmt¢_l Eoergy PoScy Act of 2001" and "Energy Security Tax
andPoScy Act of 2001," and I am impresu_ with what appearto be the rare ttmets of this bill:

1) Elevate our national energy policy to a more responsible level by giving greater
precedeace to mainstream eavironmentalthi_nkin_endpolicy.

2) Expand Iower-impaa, more envirormmmtally-benign,renewable energy aitetaatives and
the level ofP_D a-itieal to theiradvancement.

3) More evenly balance short-term, power-generation solutions that require nonrenewable
energy as their primary inputwith eflicien_ increases and reductions in per-person demand.

4) Institutebetterregionalenergy_ coordinationandplatmia$.

5) Offer the rightmix of incentives and mandatesthat make tenets 1-4 work.

The only tidngs pertinentto this bill that I question, is the meaning of the proposed dam
certification streamlining,the areathrough which the couslmction of a ntnlral gas pipeline
would traverse, end the lack of mrongerclean airstandardsappfieable to the power generation
industry. I am, after all not in favor of seeing more dams built. And I do not support building a
pipeline that would pass throush frontierwiMemess tracts.

Outside of those three imuea, I believe this legislation would positively impact our economy
throughits increased emphasis on efficiency and alternative mmlgy gcneration. Suchan
emphasis has alreadyWoven to spawn creative problem solving at tim researchlevel, as well as a
host of technical, service, and other relatedjobs andindustries.

That is why I endorse the Senate Democrats' bill. Itsprogrms_ nature is more in tune with
energy poficy recommended by respectable, forward-thinkingscientists,business leaders and
mainstreamenvh'onn_'n1_groups worldwide. •

Sincerely,

Stephen Koermer
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Wednesday,March 28, 200]

Secretery of Energy Advisory Board
U.S. Department of Energy, AB-I
lO00 IndependenceAve., SW
Room 8E-044 - -
Washington,D.C. 20585

Dear Secretaryof EnergyAdvisory Board:

I have reviewed severalnews reports and snmn_ies regardingthe Senate Democrats" recently
introduced"Comprehensive andBalanced EnergyPolicy Act of 2001" and "Energy Security Tax
andPolicy Act of 2001," and I am impressedwith what appearto be the core tenets ofthis bill:

1) Elevate our nationalenergy policy to a more responsible level by giving greater
precedence to mainstreamenvironmentalthinkingandpolicy, i

r

2) Expand lower-impact, more environmentally-benign,renewableenergy alternativesand
the level of R&D critical to their advancement.

3) More evenly balance short-term, power-generationsolutions that requirenonrenewable
energy astheirprimary input with efficiency increasesandreductions in per-person demand.

4) Institutebetter regionalenergyinfrastructurecoordinationand planning.

5) Offer the right mix of incentives and mandatesthat make tenets1-4 work.

The only things pertinent to this bill that I question, is the meaningof the proposed dam
certificationstreamlining, the areathrough which the constructionof a naturalgas pipeline
would traverse, and the lack of stronger clean airstandardsappficableto the power generation
industry.I.am,after all, not in favor of seeing moredamsbuilt. And I do not suppon buildinga
pipelinethat would pass throughfrontier wildernesstracts.

Outsideof those three issues, I believe this legislationwould positively impact our economy
throughits increasedemphasis on efficiency andalternative energygeneration. Such an
emphasis-hasalreadyproven to spawn .zreativepmbinmsgivingat the researchlevel, as well as a -
host of technical, service, and other relatedjobs andindustries.

Thatis why I endorse the SenateDemocrats'bill.Its progressivenatureis more in tune with
energy policy recommended by respectable,forward-thinkingscientists, business leaders and
mainstreamenvironmentalgroupsworldwide.

Sincerely,

Stephen Koermer ti
i
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Secretary, The

From: _b_..(o_
Sent: Friday, April 06, 2001 1:06 PM
To: Secretary, The
Subject: Policy

NAME: Mark Frankis - -
SUBJECT: Policy

CITY: r

PARM. 1: TO:the.secretary@hq.doe.gov
STATE: ca

TOPIC: policy idea
SUBMIT: Send Comments
CONTACT: email
COUNTRY: usa

MESSAGE: Here's an idea I had concerning energy policy: Offer a
large bonusto the firststate that can produce 5,000+? megawats
of power by either solar or wind etc. (i.e. new facilities etc.)
The bonuswould have to be large enough to be interesting: $10
or$20 billion?. The funds would be paicl after 90-180 days of
operation at the target megawats etc. The state that won would
decide howto spend the money or rebate the money... Some of the
effects that I can think of are: - It's a sold acti-

MAILADDR _ b_

1
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