We don’t force the choice of mining onto Natives:
· We defend that a fundamental shift in decision calc happens post plan: that means elites are forced to question the way that they have used and abused other populations in their search for risk free energy production. That discussion would include Natives being able to have a conversation about whether or not they want mining on their lands. 
· Mining isn’t just a tool of neoliberal domination. Natives want soverign control of their lands, independent of the paternalistic notions or other desires of neighbors or environmentalists.
-we don’t ignore the process of mining, but rather say that the people most ijmpacted by decisions about mining (natives) should get to have the most say in those decisions
Sufficient uranium in the status quo 
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A possible constraint on future nuclear-electricity production could be limits in the supply of uranium fuel. Complex calculations of future uranium demand and supply really boil down to a single central question: Given that nuclear reactors take a decade to build and can operate for 60 years, should a decision today about building a nuclear reactor take into account the possibility that its productive lifetime will be cut short by lack of fuel? The answer today is “no.” Well-characterized reserves of uranium are large enough to power all existing and currently planned reactors to the ends of their lives. The history of uranium discovery strongly suggests that the answer will not change for at least a few decades into the future.
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