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| DOCKETED
KING, KING & CHAPMAN, rLLcC. USNRC

ATTORNEYS AT LAW August 13, 2002 (11:30AM)

125 SOUTH MAIN STREET
OFFICE OF SECRETARY
GREENEVILLE. TENNESSEE 37743 RULEMAKINGS AND

ADJUDICATIONS STAFF

K. KiDWELL KING, JR. KYLE K. KING (1999)
C. TODD CHAPMAN

TELEPHONE
(423) 6396881
FACSIMILE
JuLia B. EVANS, PARALEGAL (423) 639-3629

August 8, 2002

Richard A. Meserve, Chairman
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Cne White Flint North Building
11555 Rockville Pike, Suite 17D1
Rockville, MD 20852

- Via Federal Express (Tracking No. 835836056138)
and Facsimile Transmission (301-415-1757)

RE: Amendment of Special Nuclear Material License SNM-124-
Nuclear Fuel Services - Erwin, Tennessee {(Unicoi County)
Docket # 70-143

Dear Mr. Meserve:

I represent the following residents of Northeast Tennessee who
object to the Amendment of the above-referenced License.

Attached hereto are Declarations from:

Julia Beach

David Byrd

Tamara Davis Chapman
William Cooper
Brandon Davis

Julia B. Evans

Denne D. Evans

Toni L. Foreman
Linnea Gilmer

JoAnna Hammonds
Whitney Johnson
Gerald M. O’Connor, Jr.
James Smith

Drew Walsh

Peter H. Zars
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Page 2

In light of all of the allegations, the Declarants
respectfully request the following:

a. That the Amendment of SNM-124 (docket #70-143) be
rescinded.

b. That a Public Hearing be conducted.

C. That a thorough Environmental Impact Statement be

prepared detailing, among other things, the impact on downstream
consumers of water from the Nolichuckey River.

I would appreciate receiving a stamped filed copy of the
enclosed response, and have included an additional copy and a self
addressed envelope for that purpose.

If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate
to contact me.

Sincerely,

C. Todd Chapman

CTC/t1lf
Enclosures

cc: Nuclear Fuel Services
1205 Banner Hill Road
Erwin, TN 37650
Facsimile (423) 743-9025

Executive Directer of Operations
Nuclear Regulatory Commission

One Flint North

11555 Rockville Pike

Rockville, Maryland 20852
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[Federal Register: July 9, 2002 (Volume 67, Number 131)]

[Notices]

[Page 45555-~45559]

From the Federal Register Online via GPO RAccess [wals.access.gpo.gov]
[DOCID: fr09jy02-127]

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

[Docket No. 70-143]

Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact of
License Amendment for Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

ACTION: Amendment of Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc., Materials License
SNM-124 to authorize construction and operation of the Uranyl Nitrate
Storage Building.

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission is considering the amendment
of Special Nuclear Material License SNM-124 to authorize construction
and operation of the Uranyl Nitrate Storage Building at the Nuclear
Fuel Services site in Erwin, Tennessee, and has prepared an
Environmental Assessment in support of this action. The accession
number for the Environmental Assessment is ML021750068.

-

Summary of Environmental Assessment
Identification of the Proposed Action

The proposed action currently before the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) is to allow the licensee to construct and operate a
Low-Enriched Uranyl Nitrate Storage Building (UNB) at the Nuclear Fuel
Services, Inc. (NFS) site in Erwin, Tennessee, and to increase the

235 y possession limit. This action is part of the Blended

Low-Enriched Uranium (BLEU) project described below. The other related
future activities which were considered to contribute to the
environmental impacts for this project are: construction and operation
of an Oxide Conversion Building (OCB), construction and operation of a
new Effluent Processing Building (EPB), and relocation of downblending
operations within the NFS protected area in a BLEU Preparation Facility
(BPF) .

On March 4, 2002, NRC issued a notice of intent to prepare an
environmental assessment (EA) for amendment of Special Nuclear Material
(SNM) License No. SNM-124 for NFS. To avoid segmentation of the
environmental review, NFS has submitted environmental documentation for
three proposed license amendments, which will impact the site over the
next few years. .

The Environmental Assessment (EA) for these actions does not serve
as authorization for any proposed activities, rather it assesses the
environmental impacts of the actions. As each amendment application is
submitted, the NRC staff will perform a separate safety evaluation,
which will be the basis for the approval or denial of the application.
As part of the safety evaluation, the NRC will perform an environmental
review. If the review indicates that this EA appropriately and
adequately assesses the environmental effects of the proposed action,
then no further assessment will be performed. However, if the
environmental review indicates that this EA does not evaluate fully the
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environmental effects, another EA [or environmental impact statement
(EIS)] will be prepared in accordance with the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA).

Need for the Proposed Action

The Blended Low Enriched Uranium (BLEU) Project is part of a
Department of Energy (DOE) program to reduce stockpiles of surplus high
enriched uranium (HEU) through re-use or disposal as radioactive waste.
Re-use as low enriched uranium (LEU) is considered the favorable option
by the DOE because (1) weapons grade material is converted to a form
unsuitable for nuclear weapons (addressing a proliferation concern),

(2) the product can be used for peaceful purposes, and (3} the
commercial value of the surplus material can be recovered. An
additional benefit of re-use is aveoidance of unnecessary use of limited
radiocactive waste disposal space. Framatome ANP Inc. has contracted

[ [Page 45556]]

with NFS to downblend surplus HEU material to a LEU nitrate and to
convert the LEU to an oxide form. The NFS LEU oxide product is expected
to be fabricated into commercial reactor fuel at a separate facility,
for use in a Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) nuclear power reactor;
however, the NFS proposed action is limited to the production of LEU
oxide, receipt and storage of LEU nitrate, down blending of HEU to LEU,
and conversion of LEU nitrate to LEU oxide.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed Actiocn

For the proposed license amendments, construction and processing
operations will result in the release of low levels of chemical and
radicactive constituents to the environment. Under accident conditions,
higher concentrations of materials could be released to the environment
over a short period of time.

Normal Operations

Radiological impacts from the proposed BLEU Project operations
include release of small quantities of radioactive material to the
atmosphere and surface water. Radionuclides that may be released .
include isotopes and some daughter products of the actinide elements
uranium, thorium, plutonium, americium, actinium, and lesser quantities
of fission products including technetium, cesium, and strontium. Based
on source material properties and processing information, NFS has
estimated the quantities of airborne and liquid effluents and used this
infermation to estimate doses to the maximally exposed individual.
While some effluents for the proposed action are increasing in relation
to current releases, the total annual dose estimate for the maximally
exposed individual from all planned effluents is 0.022 mSv (2.2 mrem).
This result is well below the annual public dose limit of 1 mSv (100
mrem) in 10 CFR Part 20 and the 0.1 mSv (10 mrem) ALARA constraint. The
estimated dose for a number of radionuclides is conservative, because
the analysis assumed no pollution controls were in place.

Solid wastes generated by BLEU Project operations will be packaged
into drums or boxes. Each container will be assayed for uranium content
to verify that storage, shipment, and disposal requirements are met.

The potential for increase in dose to workers at NFS due to the
BLEU project was evaluated. Operation of the BPF, OCB and UNB is not
expected to increase the dose to workers at the NFS facility, because
the types and quantity of material, and the processing, will be similar
to what is already licensed at the site. NFS is committed to keeping
doses as low as reasonable achievable (ALARA) by maintaining a
radiation protection program that minimizes radiation exposures and
releases of radiocactive material to the environment. In order to
accomplish this, NFS has procedures for working with radiocactive

8/6/02 11:39 AM
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. materials and monitoring programs to determine the doses received by

employees.

Impacts from non-radiological contaminants to air, surface water,
and groundwater were also assessed. Air quality is protected by
enforcing emission limits and maintenance requirements for pollution
control equipment, as required by several operating permits issued by
the Tennessee Air Pollution Control Board, Department of Environment
and Conservation. The primary non-radioclogical emissions are expected
to include nitrogen oxides, hydrogen and ammonia. Normal emissions of
gaseous effluents from the new processes are not expected to have a
significant impact on offsite non-radioclogical air quality, because the
estimated concentrations at the nearest site boundary are below the
State of Tennessee primary alr quality standards, with the exception of
nitrogen oxides. For nitrogen oxides, NFS will exceed the current
allowable limit; however, NFS$S is requesting modification to the
existing air pollution control permit for the main stack. Modification
of the permit is required because of changes in material input from the
BPF and installation of additional process and ventilation egquipment.
This modified permit for the main stack has not been issued as of this
EA; however, NRC expects that the State, under its authority to
regulate air quality, will continue to set permit levels to limit
environmental impacts from NFS effluents.

The proposed BPF and BLEU Complex are expected to produce liquid
effluents. BPF waste streams will be sent to the NFS wastewater
treatment facility and discharged into the Nolichucky River in
accordance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permit and NRC radiological effluent limits in 10 CFR part 20.
This liguid effluent will consist of raffinate, condensate, scrubber
waste solution, and sodium hydroxide. The basic and acidic waste
streams will be treated using precipitation and ion exchange processes.

Surface water gquality is expected to be protected from future site
activities by enforcing release limits and monitoring programs, as
required under the NPDES permit. No impact on NPDES permit limits is
anticipated with respect to operations at the proposed BLEU Complex or
dewnblending at the BPF. Surface water runcff from the proposed action
will generally flow to the northwest across the proposed BLEU CompleXx.
This runoff will drain to culverts at the northwest boundary of the NFS
site, and then empty into Martin Creek. A storm water construction
permit will be obtained from the Tennessee Department of Environment
and Conservation prior to any construction activities that would
disturb the land. Erosion and sediment control measures (e.g., straw
bales and silt fences) will be employed to mitigate surface runoff into
the drainage ditches and Martin Creek, thus reducing the impacts to
surface water during the construction of the proposed BLEU Complex.
Sluice gates will be installed at collecticon points within the proposed
BLEU Complex for containment of any hazardous spills during the
lifetime of BLEU operations.

Previous operation of the plant has resulted in localized chemical
and radiological contamination of groundwater, including beneath the
BPF. Groundwater monitoring conducted by NFS indicates that plumes of
uranium, tetrachlorocethylene, trichlorcethylene, 1,2-dichloroethylene,
and vinyl chloride, from past operations, could migrate offsite in the
direction of the Nolichucky River. To address potential environmental
impacts from this contamination, NFS has removed much of the source
contamination through extensive remediation projects including
excavation of contaminated areas in the North Site. In addition, NFS is
decommissioning the Radiological Burial Ground and the North Site to
remove more of the source of this contamination. NEFS also i1s working
with the Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation and the
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency to design remedial strategies and
to Investigate the off-site extent of existing plumes.

The addition of the BLEU Complex will expand the physical site of
the Erwin plant. Current environmental monitoring stations do not

8/6/02 11:39 AM
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- provide adequate coverage of the expanded site area. In addition, the

current monitoring program lacks adequate coverage for groundwater in
the vicinity of the proposed BLEU Complex. NFS plans to expand the
existing environmental monitoring program to cover the BLEU Complex.
Additional monitoring locations (e.g., air, vegetation, soil,

[[Page 45557]]

groundwater) will be proposed in a forthcoming license amendment
request for the BLEU Project. For groundwater monitoring, NFS has
indicated a minimum of one upgradient and three downgradient wells will
be installed in the vicinity of the proposéed BLEU Complex. NRC review
of the proposed environmental monitoring program to determine
compliance with 10 CFR part 20 requirements provides assurance that an
adequate program will be in place prior to making a decision on the
license amendments.

For normal operations, the proposed action will not discharge any
effluents to the groundwater; therefore, no adverse impacts to
groundwater are expected. Accidental releases of contaminants to
groundwater appear unlikely due to design and control measures
implemented by NFS.

A field investigation was conducted on the propesed BLEU complex
site to determine the absence or presence of rare, threatened, or
endangered plants. The survey focused primarily on the twenty federally
listed threatened and endangered plants, but the State of Tennessee
listing of rare and endangered vascular plants was also used for this
survey. The results of the survey were that none of the plants on the
federal or state lists were found to be present on this site, and the
proposed actions on this site are not likely to adversely affect state
and federally listed rare, threatened, or endangered plant species.

Unicoi County, the area in which the NFS site is located, contains
one Federally Endangered mussel species, Appalachian elktoe
{Alasmidonta raveneliana) near the confluence of the Nolichucky River
and South Indian Creek. Because this is upstream of the confluence of
the Nolichucky River and Martin Creek and the NFS site, no impact is
expected on this species. No other threatened or endangered species
listed on the Federal or State Threatened or Endangered Species List
for the Region of Interest dre known to potentially reside on the NFS
site.

No impacts are expected on land use, bioctic resources,
socliceconomic resources, or cultural resources.

Accident Conditions

The conversion of HEU materials to low-enriched uranium dioxide at
the BLEU Project will require the handling, processing, and storage of
radiocactive material and hazardous chemicals. An uncontrolled release
of these materials from accidents could pose a risk to the environment
as well as to workers and public health and safety.

The evaluation of potential accidents is carried ocut at a general
level of detail in the EA to establish that the proposed processes, as
described by NFS, will function safely with no significant adverse
impacts to safety or the environment. A more detailed evaluation of the
proposed processes will be carried out by the NFS in its integrated
safety analysis, summaries of which will be submitted in the
forthcoming BLEU Project license amendment reguests.

The dissolution and downblending of HEU feed materials to low-
enriched uranyl nitrate (UN) solution will be carried out in the BLEU
Processing Facility. Remaining operations will be performed in the BLEU
Complex area. This will include the storage of low~enriched UN solution
in the UMB fellowed by further precessing intc uranium dioxide powder
in the OCB, and treatment of the liquid effluent stream from the OCB in
the EPB.

The primary chemicals used in the dissolution and downblending

precesses taking place in the BPF are: Nitric acid (70 percent

8/6/02 11:39 AM



Sof 8

RHT

solution); hydrogen peroxide (30 percent solution); sodium hydroxide
{30 percent solution); sodium nitrate (45 percent solution); barium
oxide (BaO); tributyl phosphate

[ (C4H9)3P0O4]; normal

paraffin fluid (Nopar 12 fluid); sodium carbonate

(Na2C03). The radiocactive feed materials used

include HEU/aluminum alloy, HEU metal (buttons), and natural uranium
oxide. Reaction products and intermediates include sodium diuranate and
UN solutions.

The main chemicals to be used and stored in the BLEU Complex are:
low—enriched UN soclution, anhydrous ammonia, aqueocus ammonia (23
percent solution), nitric acid (50 percent solution), nitric acid (7
percent solution), liquid nitrogen, sodium hydroxide (50 percent
solution), liquified petroleum gas (propane), and diesel fuel.

Many of the proposed process operations are patterned after
existing NRC licensed processes, so operational experience and history
build confidence that operations can be executed safely. Proposed
process operations, such as the downblending of high-enriched UN to
low-enriched UN, liquid-liquid extraction to purify UN solution, and
HEU storage are very similar to corresponding processes licensed under
NRC License SNM-124. The LEU solution will be converted to uranium
dioxide powder in the OCB using the Framatome ANP Inc. process that is
authorized by NRC License SNM-1227. Potential hazards associated with
new operations were evaluated during the NRC review.

Primary hazards associated with the operation of the BLEU Project
facilities involve: spill of chemical and or radiocactive material in
the building, leak in a storage tank or supply piping, release of
gaseous and particulate effluents (chemical and/or radiocactive
materials) due to a malfunction of the process off gas treatment
system, and upset in the control of process parameters leading to
undesirable reacticns and release of hazardous or explosive compounds
such as hydrogen, hydrogen peroxide, ammonia, nitrogen oxides, nitric
acid vapcrs. The loss of control of the process may include release of
radiocactive materials and nuclear criticality. These accidents can
potentially impact worker safety, public health and safety, and the
environment.

Primary controls relied upon to guard against inadvertent nuclear
criticality in processing operations include concentration limits and
use of favorable geometry process vessels. Measures to ensure chemical
safety and safe handling of radiocactive materials include the
following:

Tanks will be bermed for spill control and isolation

Tanks will be equipped with level control for overfill
protection

Process off gases will be treated through scrubbers and
HEPA filters prior to stack discharge

Process parameters will be controlled, and concentrations
of hazardous or explosive chemicals will be maintained at safe levels.
For example, sodium nitrate will be used in the HEU aluminum alloy
dissolution process to minimize the formation of hydrogen, and air will
e used in the dissolver to dilute the small guantities c¢f hydrogen
formed to safe levels

Based on the information furnished in the NFS reports and
summarized above, the safety controls to be employed in the processes
for the BLEU Project appear to be sufficient to ensure planned
preccessing will be safe.

Cumulative Impacts

The Studsvick Facility is located adjacent to the NFS property,
just south of the proposed BLEU complex. This facility is licensed by
the state to process radioactive wastes. Due to the proximity of the
two facilities, the staff evaluated cumulative radiological impacts
from air effluents, liquid effluents, and direct radiation. The annual
average of NFS effluent data from 1996 through 2000 and the most recent
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effluent data (CY2000) from the operations at Studsvick adequately
characterize the impacts from current

[ [Page 45558]]

operations. Foreseeable future impacts of the BLEU Project (including
BLEU Preparation facility, additional Waste Water Treatment Facility
effluents and BLEU Complex effluents) were also considered.

Future impacts from air emissions from NFS operations are estimated
using environmental monitoring data from 1896 through 2000. The air
emissions estimate for Studsvick, Inc., is based on year 2000 data. To
bound the impacts, the baseline dose from NFS operations and current
estimates of doses attributable to Studsvick are added to the
foreseeable future impacts of BLEU Project operations. Though it is not
likely that the same individual is the maximally-exposed individual for
each of the facilities, the sum of these doses are considered to bound
future impacts.

As demonstrated in semi-annual effluent reports, current liquid
releases from the NFS site are well within the regulatory limits listed
in 10 CFR part 20. NFS has provided conservatively-derived estimates of
future discharges from the BLEU Project which were estimated using NCRP
123. The dose from these effluents, which are dominated by
contributions from the solvent extraction raffinate at the BLEU
preparation facility, when added to existing effluents, remain within
regulatory limits.

The staff evaluated cumulative impacts to the sewer system of
combined NFS, BLEU Project and Studsvick by estimating bounding
concentrations that would be present in individual streams. NFS
estimated the discharge from the BLEU Complex to be 6,300 gallons per
day. This daily discharge volume was used to convert estimated
quantities of annual discharges from the BLEU Complex {(in units of
curies) in terms of liquid concentration. Concentration values for
Studsvick were also obtained from a year 2000 inspection report.

The bounding contributions from either NFS baseline operations or
future BLEU operations are used to compare against the 10 CFR part 20,
appendix B sewer discharge limits. These impacts, along with the
discharge fractions from Studsvick operations, are summed for
comparison using the unity rule. The value of 0.059 is considerably
less than 1, which indicates that sewer discharges will remain a low
cunmulative impact.

Direct radiation monitoring data are available for both Studsvick,
Inc. and NFS operations. Both licensees and the State of Tennessee
Department of Environment and Conservation monitor direct radiation.
Because the direct radiation monitored at the fenceline is a cumulative
value (dose from both sites), the monitoring program ensures that this
dose will not exceed regulatory limits. Both facilities have
successfully demonstrated compliance in the past. Due to the nature of
the materials in the BLEU complex, direct radiation is not expected to
increase as a result of this project.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

The following agencies were consulted during the preparation of the
EA:
Tennessee Historical Commission, Division of Archaeology
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and
State of Tennessee, Department of Environment and
Conservation, Division of Radiological Health.

Conclusion

The NRC has concluded that the proposed action to construct and
operate the UNB at the NFS site will not result in significant impact
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to human health or the environment.
Finding of No Significant Impact

The Commission has prepared an Environmental Assessment, as
summarized above, related to the amendment of Special Nuclear Material
License SNM-124. On the basis of the assessment, the Commission has
concluded that environmental impacts associated with the proposed
action would not be significant and do not warrant the preparation of
an Environmental Impact Statement. Accordingly, it has been determined
that a Finding of No Significant Impact is appropriate.

In accordance with 10 CFR 2.790 of the NRC's "~ ‘Rules of Practice,'’
the Environmental Assessment and the documents related to this proposed
action will be available electronically for public inspection from the
Publicly Available Records (PARS) component of NRC's document system
(ADAMS), accession number ML021790068. ADAMS is accessible from the NRC
Web site at (the Public
Electronic Reading Room) .

Notice of Opportunity for Hearing

The NRC hereby provides notice of an opportunity for a hearing on
the license amendment under the provisions of 10 CFR part 2, Subpart L,
“"Informal Hearing Procedures for Adjudications in Materials and
Operator Licensing Proceedings.'' Pursuant to Sec. 2.1205(a), any
person whose interest may be affected by this proceeding may file a
request for a hearing. In accordance with Sec. 2.1205(d), a request for
hearing must be filed within 30 days of the publication of this notice
in the Federal Register. The request for a hearing must be filed with
the Office of the Secretary, either:

(1) By delivery to the Docketing and Service Branch of the Office
of the Secretary at One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike,
Rockville, MD 20852; or

(2) By mail or telegram addressed to the Secretary, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington, DC 20555, Attention: Docketing and
Service Branch.

In accordance with 10 CFR 2.1205(f), each request for a hearing
must also be served, by delivering it personally or by mail, to:

(1) The applicant, Nuclear Fuel Services, 1205 Banner Hill Road,
Erwin Tennessee, 37650-39718; and

{2) The NRC staff, by delivery to the Executive Director for
Operations, One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville, MD
20852, or by mail addressed to the Executive Director for Operations,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, DC Z0555.

In addition to meeting other applicable requirements of 10 CFR Part
2 of the NRC's regulations, a request for a hearing filed by a person
other than an applicant must describe in detail:

(1) The interest of the requestor in the proceeding:

(2) How that interest may be affected by the results of the
proceeding, including the reasons why the requestor should be permitted
a hearing, with particular reference to the factors set out in
Sec. 2.1205(h):

(3) The requestor's areas of concern about the licensing activity
that is the subject matter of the proceeding; and

(4) The circumstances establishing that the request for a hearing
is timely in accordance with Sec. 2.1205(d).

The request must also set forth the specific aspect or aspects of
the subject matter of the proceeding as to which petitioner wishes a
hearing.

In addition, members of the public may provide comments on the
subject application within 30 days of the publication of this notice in
the Federal Register. The comments may be provided to Micheal Lesar,
Chief, Rules Review and Directives Branch, Division of Administration
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Sekvices, Office of Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington DC 20555.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 28th day of June, 2002.

[ [Page 45559]]

For the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Daniel M. Gillen,

Chief, Fuel Cycle Facilities Branch, Division of Fuel Cycle Safety and
Safequards, Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards.

[FR Doc. 02-17118 Filed 7-8-02; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 75S90-01-P

8/6/02 11:39 AM



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the matter of:

Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc. Docket No. 70-143

(Materials License SNM-124)

e e e

DECLARATION

Under penalty of perjury, I, . %duz %gadk) , declare that:

1. My name 1is ﬁiu{nL'fgédﬁk) , and I live in {;(ﬂénag County,

Tennessee. My address is |2 W Rernard Ave # 2

Coreeneville, , TN. zip 37743 .

2. | a5 well as iy tamldy Consuwe mupeipal wakr joiich s

f‘[éWV&“/ rom Uo&rbdckc’y t@z’\/er_ [ 170\/6.’ t’é’V/éWC’(T/ Jour @o,mm(SS(on 5

Aveument hiled " Epviconmental fssessment ond bindima of No Sigaibieant
_/ J

Impact of lcense Amendment for Nuelear Fiel Services, [ne "which appeaced

//} \th ng(ﬁ[’&?{ RE’L)/ sfer on Jd}y 7 2005
ave reviewed your Commission’s document titled

“Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact of
License Amendment for Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.” which appeared in
the Federal Register on July 9, 2002 (copy attached hereto).

4. I find no mention in this Environmental Assessment relative
to the effect on downstream sources ¢of drinking water, downstream
consumers of harvested fish (e.g. small mouth kass) or those who use
downstream water for recreational activities such as swimming. I
submit that the effect on all of these activities, especially drinking

water, need to be closely evaluated.



5. I am gquite concerned by the following statement:

“On the basis of the assessment, the Commission has concluded
that environmental impacts associated with the proposed action would
not be significant and do not warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement.”

6. I submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 et. seq., it is clearly
inappropriate to allow major federal action which will have a
significant environmental impact to be approved without requiring an

Environmental Impact Statement.

In light of all of the above, I hereby respectfully request the

following:
a. That the Amendment of SNM-124 (docket #70-143) be rescinded.
b. That a Public Hearing be conducted.
c. ‘That a thorough Environmental Impact Statement be prepared

detailing, among other things, the impact on downstream

consumers of water from the Nolichuckey River.

a. N/A

7

If you have any questions or concerns or need any additional

information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

oate: ({1 7 002 lilid peart,
J szﬁNATURE
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UNXITED STATES OF AMERICA
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the matter of:

)
)
Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc. ) Docket No. 70-143
{Materials License SNM-124) )

/' declare that:

. and I live tn J{jisns, county,

Tepnessee. My address is __/ 90 ﬁlﬂﬂbj/iéhzi—- L7€;¢1{_/

Undex penalty of

1. My name is

s . . zip 37650 pheme /-923 735 7IET
2- j ﬂLu égﬂw)é*fh /(/,CJI j

st _ P izl Hrres —zgc,aecm,
3. I have reviewed your Commission’s document titled 1?“””“ Az
“Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact of
License Amendment for Nuclear Fuel Serxvices, Inc.” which appeared in
the Federal Register on July 9, 2002 (copy attached hereto).

4, I find no mention in this Environmental Assessment relative
to the effect on downstream sources of drinking water, downstream
coasuners of harvosted fish {(e.g. small mouth bass) ox those who use
downstream water for recreational ac¢tivities such as swimming., I

submit that the effect on all of these actliviti¢s, especially drinking

water, need to be closely evaluated,
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5. I am quite concerned by the following statement:

“"On the basis of the asscessment, the Commission has concluded
that environmental impacts agsociated with the propeosed action would
not be significant and do not warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement.”

6. I submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 et. seq., it is clearly
inappropriate to allow major federal action which will have a
significant environmental impact to be approved without requiring an

Favironmental Impact Statement.

In light of all of the above, I hereby respectfully request the

following:

a. That the Amendment of S§NM-124 {docket #70-143} be rescinded.

b. That a Public Hearing be conducted.

c. That a thorough Envirommental Impact Statement be prepared
detailing, among other things, the impact on downstream

consumers of water from the Nolichuckey River,

flm aw WE5 oL om concnned_abed at
,e,a/(,&u dur MZ% 71'&&74« - /Lﬁa/rz»

Tf you have any guestions or concerns or need any additional

information, plecase do not hesitate to contact me.

_lem/ 4 Aiéﬂff

SIGNATURE

DATE: fﬁ;&ia T Q007 —



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the matter of:

)
)
Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc. ) Docket No. 70-143
(Materials License SNM-124) )

DECLARATION

Under penalty of perjury, I, Tamara Davis Chapman, declare that:

A. My name is Tamara Davis Chapman, and I live in Greene County,
Tennessee. Greene County is contiguous to Unicoi County and is
bisected by the Nolichuckey River. Unfortunately, Greene County is
downstream on the Nolichuckey from Nuclear Fuel Services.

B. I, as well as my family, consume “municipal” water which is
derived from the Nolichuckey River (see attached). I have reviewed
your Commission’s document titled “Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact of License Amendment for Nuclear Fuel
Services, Inc.” which appeared in the Federal Register on July 9, 2002
(copy attached hereto).

C. I find no mention in this Environmental Assessment relative to
the effect on downstream sources of drinking water, downstream
consumers of harvested fish (e.g. small mouth bass) or those who use
downstream water for recreational activities such as swimming. I
submit that the effect on all of these activities, especially drinking

water, need to be closely evaluated.



I am quite concerned by the following statement:

“On the basis of the assessment, the Commissicn has concluded
that environmental impacts associated with the proposed action would
not be significant and do not warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement.”

I submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 et. seq., it is clearly
inappropriate to allow major federal action which will have a
significant environmental impact to be approved without requiring an
Environmental Impact Statement.

In light of all of the above, I hereby respectfully request the

following:
1. That the Amendment of SNM-124 (docket #70-143) be rescinded.
2. That a Public Hearing be conducted.
3. That a thorough Environmental Impact Statement be prepared

detailing, among other things, the impact on downstream consumers of

water from the Nolichuckey River.

If you have any questions or concerns or need any additional

information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

onz: 2 OO @M

TAMARA DAVIS CHAPMAN



GLEN HI_LS UTILIT ¥ DISTRICT'S water yuality report-1999

Is my drinking water safe?

Yes, we are proud to report that your water met or exceeded all State
and Federal Standards for drinking water during 1999. This report
shows our water guality and what it means.

What is the source of my water?

Your water comes from the Nolichucky River. The Nolichucky is a
surface stream which originates in North Carolina. The drainage
area above the Greeneville intake is approximately 1,000 square
miles. The Nolichucky River has served as our source of water
.since 1937. Therefore a great deal of experience has been gained
handling the widely ranging flows and seasonal water quality
changes.

Why are there contaminants in my water?

Drinking water, including bottled water, may reasonabiy be expected
to contain at least small amounts of some contaminants. The
presence of contaminants does not necessarily indicate that water
poses a heafth risk. More information about contaminants and
potential health effects can be obtained by calling the Environmental
Protection Agency’s Safe Drinking Water Hofiine (800-426-4791).

For more information about your drinking water,
please call us at 423-639-8622.
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How can | get invoived?

The Glen Hills Utility District Board of Commissioners meets the
fourth Monday of every month at 9:00 a.m. at the Glen Hills Utility
District office at 201 Asheville Highway, Greeneville, Tennessee.

Is our water system meeting other rules that govern

our operations?

The State and EPA require us to test and report on our water on a
reguiar basis to ensure its safety. We have always riet all these
requirements. We want you to know that we follow all drinking water
requlations carefully in order to provide you with clean, safe drinking
water.

Do | need to take Special Precautions?

Some people may be more vuinerable to contaminants in drinking
water than the general population. Immuno-compromised persons
such as persons with cancer undergoing chemotherapy, persons
who have undergone organ transplants, people with HIV/AIDS or
other immune system disorders, some elderly, and infants can be
particularly at risk from infections. These people should seek advice
about their personal sanitation, food preparation, handling infants
and pets, and drinking water from their heaith care providers.
EPA/CDC guidelines on appropriate means to lessen the risk of
infection by Cryptosporidium and other microbiclogical contaminants
are available on the Safe Drinking Water Hotline (800-426-4791).
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Water Quality Data
What does this chart mean?

» MCLG: Maximum Contaminant Level Goal, or the level of a contaminant in drinking water below which there is no known or
expected risk to health. MCLGs allow for a margin of safety.

o MCL: Maximum Contaminant Level, or the highest level of a contaminant that is allowed in drinking water. MCLs are set as
ciose to the MCLGs as feasible using the best available treatment technology.

» Discretionary language regarding the use of averages to report leveis of some contaminants.

Regulated‘ at Customer’s Tap

90th percentile

= . Corrosion of household plumbing systems;
(prb) * 0 AL=t5 3 ‘1 6 1999 Erosion of na .
Corrosion of househoid piumbing systems; Eresion of natural
1 - . . .
Copper (pob) * 300 1300 101 1-295 1999 L ng & d preservatives

* None of the 30 sites sampled exceeded the action level.

Regulated in the Distribution System

Total triharomethanes

] 100 48 16-48 1999 8 t of drinking water chiorination
(TTHMS) (poo) y-product of drinking
Totai Coliform 0 5% 0 o 1999 Naturally present in the environment
Gross Alpna (pCit) 0 15 <13 1999 Erosion of natural deposits
Regulated at Treatment Plant
Lowest % sampies
Meeting limits
Turpidity NA I 25 05..26 100% 1999 Soit runoff
Inorganics
Corrasion of gaivanized pipes; Erosion of natural deposits;
. 5 5 4 1996 Discharge from metal refineries; runoff from waste batteries
Cadmium (ppb) and paints
Sulfate (ppm) NA 250 6 1996 Erosion from natural deposits
Erosion of naturai deposits; Water additive which promotes
Fiuoride {ppm) 09-13 4 15 07-15 1999 strong teeth; Discharge from fertilizer and aluminum factories
Sodium (ppm) NA NA 34 1999
5 5 s 1996 Discharge from pefroleum refinenes; fire retardants; ceramics;
Antimony (ppb) glectronics; soider

Turbidity: Turbidity does not present any risk to your health. We monitor turbidity, which is a measure of the cloudiness
of water, because it is a good indicator that our filtration system is functioning properly.

Abbreviations: = ppb: parts per billion or micrograms per liter = ppm: parts per million or milligrams per liter G NA:
not applicable = ntu: Nephelometric Turbidity Unit, used to measure cloudiness in drinking water G MFL: million fibers
per liter, used to measure asbestos concentration. = pCi/L: picocuries per liter (a measure of radioactivity) AL: Action
Level, or the concentration of a contaminant which, when exceeded, triggers treatment or other requirements which a
water system must follow. = TT: Treatment Technique, or a required process intended to reduce the level of a
contam.inant in drinking water.

As you see by the table, our system had no violations. We’re proud that your drinking water
meets or exceeds all Federal and State requirements. We have leamed through our monitoring and
testing that some substances have been detected. The EPA has determined that your water IS SAFE at
these levels. MCL's are set at very stringent levels. To understand the possible heaith effects described for
many regulated substances, a person would have to drink 2 liters of water every day at the MCL level for a
lifetime to have a one-in-a-million chance of having the described heaith effect.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the matter of:

Nuclear fuel Sexrvices, Inc.

Docket No. 10-143
(Materials License SNM-124)

— N

DECLARATION

Undor penalty of perjury, I,AZ%gé@nggéggéi, doclave that:
1. My name is 4@%;22&@L”£§§94¥¢, and I live in Jggggéai__County,

Tetnessea. My address is &L@%_MD?
e, ™. tip 37487

Q. éam%mﬁ_mzﬁé@%_

-

3. 1 have reviewed your Commission’s document titled
“Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact of
License Amendment for Nuclear Fusl Services, Inc.,” which sppeared in
the Federal Register on'July 9, 2002 (copy attached hereto).

4. I find no mantion in this Bnvizonmental Assesamant relativo
ta the effect on downstream sources of drinking w&tef, downgtraam
consumers of harvested fish (o.g. small mouth bass) or those who use
downstream water for recreational activitias such as swimming., 1
submit vhat the cffect on all of thase activities, especially driuking

watex, nced Lo be closaly evaluated.

JREE | o X
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5. I am quite concerned by the following statement:

“On the basis of the assasswent, the Commission has concluded
that envizonmontal impacts associated with the propnsed action would
not ba significant and do not warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement.”

6. I submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 at. aeg., it is clearly
inappropriate tvo allow major federal action which will have a

significant environmental impact to be approved without requiring an

Environmental Impact Statement.

In 1light of all of the above, T hereby respectfully request the
following:

a. That the Amendment of SNM=124 {(docket #70-143) be regcinded.

b. That 3 Public Hearing be conducted.

c. That a thorough Environmental Impact Statement ba prepared
detailing, among other things, the impact on downstream
consumexss of water {rom the Nolichuckey River,

d.

-

If you have any questions or concerns or need any additional

-

information, plcase do not hesitate to contact mo.

¢

oATE: _§:2 122 __MM@%_.___
SIGNATURE

{7 ez LOF 2



FROM : FAX NO. @ 4232828883 Aug. B8 2082 18:44AM PS5

U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the matter of:

Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc. Docket No. 7T70~143

)
)
)
(Materials License SNM-124) )

DECLARATION

Undex penalty of perjury, I, &(ﬂ(én M , declare that:

1. My name is gfaﬂcé//.' AZ{M} , and I live in M%/fpéﬂ County, Tennessee. My

address is

Sehmou Cé(/ TN. Zip ____.

2. (;_mem{[ gﬁﬁ@ and /e/ carceras Tor 4 y et
‘ ¢ ¢t 0. Ceeroundls : : ¢ [

I have reviewed your Commission’s document titled “Environmental Assessment and

Finding of No Significant Impact of License Amendment for Nuclear Fuel Services, inc.” which
appeared in the Federal Register on July 9, 2002 (copy attached hereto).

4, 1 find no mention in this Environmental Assessment relative to the effect on
downstream sources of drinking water, downstream consumers of harvested fish (e.g. small mouth
bass) or those who use dowastream watex for recreational activitics such as swimmiing, I submit that
the effect on all of these activities, especially drinking water, need to be closely evaluated.

3. I am quite concerned by the following statement:
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associated with the proposed action would not be significant and do not warrant the preparation of

an Envirommental Impact Statement.”

6. I submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 et. seq., it is clearly inappropriate to allow major
federal action which will have a significant environmental impact to be approved without requiring

an Environmental Impact Statement.
In light of all of the above, I hereby respectfiily request the following:

L That the Amendment of SNM-124 (docket #70-143) be rescinded,
2. That a Public Hearing be conducted.
3. That a thorough Environwental hnpact Statement be prepared detailing, among other
@gs, the jmpact on downstreara consumers of water from the Nolichuckey River.
& Jhed Spfamatin So reidesnd cnl 7@0 o _chrtve
ﬂh//c /}wfrz//f /V fgég_éwn) o o - /4 Shord ond //’7/ Ao ity

ﬁ[ ﬁwn/ffﬂé)r;/ v éeée oy z,é:mg zf[m @rezs

If you have any questions or concerns or need any additional information, please do not

hesitate to contact me.

L

SIGNATURE)

DATE: %5’
/ )




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the matter of:

Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc. Docket No. 70-143

)
)
)
(Materials License SNM-124) )

DECLARATION

Under penalty of perjury, I, (Jula B.Evmns ,» declare that:

1. My name is Jy/in B. EvAns » and I live in (GRsepe, County,
Tennessee. My address is /705 [Bférntiood DrRIVE
Breencyille , ™. zip 37743,

2. fThe water we deink gnd use Zpe. cooking, LATHING,
and. othes. Jousehold uscs comes feomt He )QQZ/'@M/@/CAL/
Rivese .

3. I have reviewed your Commission’s document titled
“Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact of
License Amendment for Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.” which appeared in
the Federal Register on July 9, 2002 (copy attached hereto).

4. I find no mention in this Environmental Assessment relative
to the effect on downstream sources of drinking water, downstream
consumers of harvested fish (e.g. small mouth bass) or those who use
downstream water for recreational activities such as swimming. I

submit that the effect on all of these activities, especially drinking

water, need to be closely evaluated.



- 5. I am quite concerned by the following statement:

“On the basis of the assessment, the Commission has concluded
that environmental impacts associated with the proposed action would
not be significant and do not warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement.”

6. I submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 et. seq., it is clearly
inappropriate to allow major federal action which will have a
significant environmental impact to be approved without requiring an

Environmental Impact Statement.

In light of all of the above, I hereby respectfully request the

following:

That the Amendment of SNM-124 (docket #70-143) be rescinded.

S8

b. That a Public Hearing be ccnducted.
c. That a thcrough Environmental Impact Statement be prepared
detailing, among other things, the impact on downstream

consumers of water from the Nolichuckey River.

If you have any guestions or concerns or need any additional

informaticn, please do not hesitate to contact me.

DATE: _8-7-02 Oz/u&m B Evans

S&GNATURE



- . UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the matter of:

)
)
Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc. ) Docket No. 70-143
{Materials License SNM-124) )

DECLARATION

Under penalty of perjury, I,Zkyy@EZ),éV%yzs , declare that:

1. My name is Déne D. Ev¥Hns, and I live in gaiéé/zg: County,
Tennessee. My address is /%7089 5/6&/"27‘2{)000/ DE.
Breencville , ™. 7ip 37943,

2. & ' 20k 1 thi

Riviw .

3. I have reviewed your Commission’s document titled

W

nvironmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact of

14

License Amendment for Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.” which appeared in
the Federal Register on July 9, 2002 (copy attached hereto).

4. I find no mention in this Environmental Assessment relative
to the effect on downstream sources of drinking water, downstream
consumers of harvested fish (e.g. small mouth bass) or those who use
downstream water for recreational activities such as swimming. I
submit that the effect on all of these activities, especially drinking

water, need to be closely evaluated.



- 5. I am quite concerned by the following statement:

“On the basis of the assessment, the Commission has concluded
that environmental impacts associated with the proposed action would
not be significant and do not warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement.”

6. I submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 et. seqg., 1t is clearly
inappropriate to allow major federal action which will have a
significant environmental impact to be approved without requiring an

Environmental Impact Statement.

In light of all of the above, I hereby respectfully request the

following:

a. That the Amendment of SNM-124 (docket #70-143) be rescinded.

D. That a Public Hearing be conducted.

c. That a thorough Environmental Impact Statement be prepared
detailing, among other things, the impact on downstream
consumers of water from the Nolichuckey River.

d.

If you have any questions or concerns or need any additional

informaticn, vlease do not hesitzate %o contact me.

PATE: _$ . P 7

SIGNATURE



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the matter of:

)
)
Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc. ) Docket No. 70-143
(Materials License SNM-124) )

DECLARATION

Under penalty of perjury, I, Toni L. Foreman, declare that:

1. My name is Toni L. Foreman, and I live in Greene County,
Tennessee. My address is Post Office Box 1786, Greeneville,
Tennessee 37744.

2. I, as well as my family, consume “municipal” water which is
derived from the Nolichuckey River.

3. I have reviewed your Commission’s document titled
“Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact of

1{4

License Amendment for Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.” which appeared in
the Federal Register on July 9, 2002.

4. T find no mention in this Environmental Assessment relative to
the effect on downstream sources of drinking water, downstream
consumers of harvested fish (e.g. small mouth bass) or those who use
downstream water for recreational activities such as swimming. I
submit that the effect on all of these activities, especially drinking
water, need to be closely evaluated.

5. I am quite concerned by the following statement:

“On the basis of the assessment, the Commission has concluded

that environmental impacts associated with the proposed action would



-

not be significant and do not warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement.”

I submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 et. seq., it is clearly
inappropriate to allow major federal action which will have a
significant environmental impact to be approved without requiring an
Environmental Impact Statement.

In light of all of the above, I hereby respectfully request the

following:
a. That the Amendment of SNM-124 (docket #70-143) be rescinded.
b. That a Public Hearing be conducted.
C. That a thorough Environmental Impact Statement be prepared

detailing, among other things, the impact on downstream consumers of
water from the Nolichuckey River.
If you have any questions or concerns or need any additional

information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

DATE: S5-na d’u 0% L%mﬁ@u

Toni L. Foreman



FAX NO. : 4232828883 Aug. 08 2082 18:42AM P1

FROM :

U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the matter of:

Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc. Docket No. 70-143

(Materials License SNM-124)

N N e

DECLARATION

Under penalty of perjury, I, Uﬂ.ﬂm, é\\i‘MQR, declare that:
L My name is LN Gilrer and 1 v in (RSHierwCounty, Temnessee, My

address is A0 4 Nothuwod .

jo\'\ﬂﬁg_q, N zip 310,01 .

2 L use e N@I ioﬁmd@ R\A)M‘ ALG
aVordaty of ﬂcﬂa}wb&)j(xd}u&m

"\LVC/% it,otv‘r\m\u;o ka (¥ gkurgq I ”‘OY«_/ 32 A S

Concernis ﬁchc\cZ( S HY}'—* ,DY‘Q er %[/&0{:5 QK wo}(f Starces

3. Thave reviewed your Commission’s document titled “Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact of License Amendment for Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.” which
appeared i the Federal Register on July 9, 2002 (copy attached hereto).

4. [ find no mention in this Environmental Assessment relative to the effect on
downstream sources of drinking water, downstream consumers of harvested fish (e.g. small mouth
bass) or those who use downstream water for recreational activities such as swimming. I submit that
the effect on all of these activities, especially drinking water, need to be closely evaluated.

5. [ am quite concemed by the following statement:



FROM : FAX NO. : 4232828883 Aug. 0B 2802 1@:43AM P2
“Om the basis of the asscssment, the Commission has concluded that environmental impacts
associated with the proposed action would ot be significant and do not warrant the preparation of

an Environmental Impact Statement.”

6. 1 submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 et. seq., it is clearly inappropriate to allow major
federal action which will have a significant environmental impact to be approved without requiring

an Environmental Impact Statement.
In light of all of the above, I hereby respectfilly request the following:

1. That the Amendment of SNM-124 (docket #70-143) be rescinded.

2. That a Public Hearing be conducted.

U2

That a thorough Envircnmenta) Impact Statement be prepared detailing, among other

tbjngs, the impact on downstream consumers of water from the Nolichuckey River.

a. h\DGd: Kopo(t sheudd axp 0w,
6‘\0& JUJW\ S ltn\cz- t%rw\ (/mpags

If you have any questions or concems or need any additional information, please do not

hesitate to contact me.

il R S,

" SIGNATURE
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U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the mattexr of:

Nuclear Fuel Sexvices, Inc. Docket No. 70-143

(Materials License SNM-124)

DECLARATION

Under penalty of perjury, I, \50 A(/\r\o\ %memgd%lare that:

1. My name EMM&nd Ihvem (N & County, Tennessee. My
address isch-(‘fg- {‘\C\ rooood g b

G_r%_,m.z:pg_’)_é.lg
2. T Swwinm o n ‘er [’U@(id}wckj

3. Ihave reviewed your Commission’s document titled “Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact of License Amendment for Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.” which
appeared i the Federal Register on July 9, 2002 (copy attached hereto),

4, I find 7o mention in this Eavironmental Assessment relative to the effect on
downstream sources of drinking water, dmmstream consumers of harvested fish (e.g. small mouth
bass) or those who use downstream water for recreational actxvxtxcs such as swimming. I submit that
the effect on all of these activities, especially drinking water, need to be closely evaluated.

5. I am quite concemed by the following statement:



FROM :_

FAX NO. : 4232828883 Aug. 08 2082 B3:11PM

“On the basis of the assessment, the Commission has conchuded that cnvironmental impacts

associated with the proposed action would not be significant and do not warrant the preparation of
an Environmental Impact Statement.”

6. [ submit that under 42 1J.8.C, §4332 et. seq., it is clearly inappropriate to allow major

federal action yvhich will have a significant environmental impact to be approved without requiring

an Environmental Impact Statement.
In light of all of the above, 1 hereby respectfully request the following:
| 1 That the Amendment of SNM-124 (docket #70-143) be rescinded.

2, That a Public Hearing be conducted.

That a thorough Environmental Impact Statement be prepared detailing, among other

w

things, the impact on downstream consamers of water from the Nolichuckey River.

P2

If you have any questions or soncerns or need any additional mmformation, please do not

hesitate to contact me.

DATE: 8»8r0$ Mﬁ

IGNATURY
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U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the matter of:

Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc. Docket No. 70-143

)
)
)
(Materials License SNM-1Z4) )

DECLARATION

Under penalty of perjury, I, Wmtneq JDIM&Y] declare that:

1. My name mWW{WM Joi’\ﬂfﬁh and I Tive mM Jaﬁxungfm County, Teunessee. My
address is ?0,857( gIus

@ﬁ%, TN. Zip 51015

s L swim i N@licfadc‘év Lijed and am,
Loveenvud st e vmmh mim 7(a/rf yid e g
the tdizens £ Wrthed Toithassr.

-

3. I have reviewed your Commission’s document titled “Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact of License Amendment for Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.” which
appeared in the Federal Register on July 9, 2002 (copy attached hereto).

4, T find no mention in this Environmental Assessment relative to the effect on
downstream sources of drinking water, downstream consumers of harvested fish (e. g. small mouth
bass) or those who use downstream water for recreational activities such as swimming, I submit that
the effect on all of these activitics, especially drinking water, need to be closely evalu#ted.

5. I am quite concerned by the following statement:



FROM : FAX NO. : 4232828883 Aug. @8 2082 1@:44AM P4

“On the basis of the assessment, the Commission has concluded that environmental inpacts
associated with the proposed action would not be significant and do not warrant the preparation of

an Environmental bmpact Statement.”

6. T submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 et. seq., it is clearly inappropriate to allow major
federal action which will have a significant environmental fmpact to be approved without requiring

an Environmental Irepact Statement.
In light of all of the above, [ hereby respectfully request the following:
L That the Amendment of SNM-124 (docket #70-143) be rescinded.

2. That a Public Hearing be conducted.

That a thorough Environmental Impact Statement be prepared detailing, among other

[®]

things, the impact on downstream consumers of water from the Nolichuckey River.

Tt Fhece be o feprt on putfor o
Mi»%e o skt o ho paoele guiable A fle odrzeng
o Ae - .

If you have any guestions or concerns or need any additional information, plesse do not

hesitate to contact me.

- e, Bl



FROM : IMPACT PLASTICS, INC. PHONE NO. : 4237435679 Aug. @8 2082 B3:21PM P2

United Sates of America
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Before the Secretary

in the matter of’

}
}
Nuclear Fuels Serivces, Inc. } Docket No. 70-143

(Materials License SNM —124) }
DECLARATION

Under penalty of perjury, I, Gerald M. O’Connor, Jr., declare that:

1. My name is Gerald M. O’Connor, Jr, and I live in Sullivan County,
Tennessee. My address is 924 Sir Echo Drive, Kingsport, TN 37663.

2. I own 2 manufacturing plants on 9.92 acres at 1070A and 1070B
Industrial Drive, Erwin, TN 37650.

3. I have reviewed your Commission’s document titled “Environmental
Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact of License Amendment for
Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.” which appeared in the Federal Register on July 9,
2002 (copy attached hereto).

4. 1 find no mention of the Environmental Assessment relative to the
effect on neighboring properties, downstream sources of drinking water,
downstream consumers of harvested fish (e. g. small mouth bass) or those who use
downstream water for recreational activities such as swimming. [ submit that the
effect on all of these activities, especially drinking water, need to be closely
evaluated.

5. Tam qute concemed by the following statement:

“On the basis of the assessment, the Commission has concluded that
environmental impacts associated with the proposed action would no be
significant and do not warrant the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement.”
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6. I submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 et. seq., it is clearly inappropnate
to allow major federal actions which will have a significant environment
impact to be approved without requiring an Environmental Impact
Statement.

7. 1 submit Nuclear Fuels Services is in violation of Safe Drinking Water
Act (42 U.S. C. § 300j-8) ref. EPA report dated May 30, 2002 copied to
USNRC Region II, Atlanta, EAP Region IV, Atlanta and NRC Fuel
Cycle Licensing Branch, Washington D.C.

In light of all of the above, I hereby respectfully request the following:

a. That the Amendment of SNM-124 (docket #70-143) be rescinded.

8. That a Public Hearing be conducted.

9. That a thorough Environmental Impact Statement be prepared detailing,
among other things, the impact on neighboring properties and
downstream consumers of water from the Nolichuckey River.

If you have any questions or concerns or need any additional information,

please do not hesitate to contact me.

August 8, 2002 h@ﬂﬂ}}

( - Signature
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the matter of:

Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc. Docket No. 70-143

(Materials license SNM-124)

L R

DECLARATION

Under penalty of perjury, I, )GVW“QS‘E)“;VPK declare that:
1. My name is )D\/W\Q( iﬁ’) and I live in \/(v;l( 6) County,
Tennessee. My address is (4”9- <;6VY'l0uvxchJ§“§
Apicsl _, m. 2ip 27042
2. ﬁJ&a gwuo K»w&yXWAA4&4*LQHg QO&&%«‘X)UVM Ve
I\)\TQ lGWV\ L%LWweg”M/loJk SMQ\LA \prccﬂjvmg
Vw (aye o] W\MM mm(\nam W\M/(M M“ b‘t Su»({_twwi
GMJJ\J\ \ \»C\\éfz/\ W/ SC\AW‘( SL\\S\WV\ l/ae Lvnw\ro«/cgqv ewaU\,W(‘ n

ln«xs ehe - X
3. I have reviewed our Commission’s document titled |
¥ QA[(Q&A) < il

“Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact of //9,/ ‘ﬂapy~av03?
License Amcndment for Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.” which appeared in
the Federal Register on July 9, 2002 (copy attached hereto).
3. 1 find no mention in this Environmental Assaessment relative
to the effect on downstream sources of drinking water, downstream
consumers of harvasted fish {o.g. small mouth bass) or those who use
downstream water for recreational activities such as swimming. I
submit that the effect on all of these activities, especially drinking

water, need to be closely evaluated,
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5. I am quite concerned by the following statement:

“Qn the basis of the assossment, the Commission has concluded
that environmental impacts associated with the proposed action would
not be significant and do not warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement.”

6. I submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 et. seq., it is clearly
inappropriate to allow major federal action which will have a
significant environméntal impact to be approved without requiring an

Environmental Impact Statement.

In light of al)l of the above, I hereby respectfully request the

following:

a. That the Amendment of SNM-124 ({(docket #70-143) be rescinded.
b. That a Public Hearing be conducted.
c. That a thorough Environmontal Impact Statement be prepared
detailing, among other things, the impact on downstreanm
consumers of water from the Nolichuckey River.
d. jﬂ{QLW QtuxeNVQS WA qumwﬂ 1o vaW*bL\
Q}'\/\v“ \\Q\,\ \C}\Ne/\f\ \3{{ KQ,V\Q/\/\)Q,.} Gx/\/\a‘}\/w\r \DQ M/V‘\W\FU-’VL"}\

If you have any guestions or concerns or need any additional

information, plecase do not hesitate to contact me.

DATE: Y 7’-\(/\%. PN s gatun Vg\gﬂ/\/\/\@ \/VS'&W

ATURE




U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATCORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRETARY

In the matter of:

Nuclear Fuel Serxrvices, Inc. Docket No. 70-143

(Materials License SNM-124)

DECLARATION /

Under penalty of pexjury, I, @/ec/ /\/d /gh , declare that:

1. My name is ﬂ/ ley A/@ LY, and [live m o)y, g o County, Tennessece. My

addressis 1% S.ure, 4/
Je At ci*); TN. le 3_>_£0"’/
2. f %@/{/44’ (A _TFle Al ik acl{y Lo ser,

3. T have reviewed your Commission’s document titled “Environmental Assessment and
Findmg of No Significant Impact of License Amendment for Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.” which
appeared i the Federal Register on July 9, 2002 (copy attached hereto).

4. I find no mention in this Environmental Assessment relative to the effect on
downstream sources of drinking water, downstream consumers of harvested fish (e.g. small mouth
bass) or those who use downstream water for recreational activitics such as switamzng. I submit that
the effect on all of these activities, especially drinking water, need to be closely evaluated.

S. T am quite concerned by the following statement:
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“On the basis of the assessment, the Commission has concluded that environmental impacts
associated with the proposed action would not be significant and do not warrant the preparation of
an Environmental Impact Statement.”

6. T submit that under 42 U.S.C. §4332 et. seq., it is clearly inappropriate to allow major
federal action which will have a significant environmental impact to be approved without requiring

an Environmental impact Statement.

In light of all of the above, I hereby respectfully request the following:

L That the Amendment of SNM-124 (docket #70-143) be rescinded.

2, That a Public Hearing be conducted.
3. That a thorough Environmental Impact Statement be prepared detailing, among other

things, the impact on downstream consumers of water from the Nolichuckey River.

If you have any questions or concemns or need any additional information, please do not

hesitate to contact me.

DATE: #~8-62-

SIGNATURE
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
U.8. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE SECRRTARY

In the macter of:

Nuclear tuel Services, inc.

Docket No. 10-143
(Materials Liconse SNM-124)

—

RECLARATION

Uadex penalty of perjury, I, fﬂ /¥J' %) , declaye that:

1. My name {e E“Z‘A R.S , and I live in (Jh«\lto( County,
Tepnessee., My address is gfj LaVE STRERT
ERwIW | m, 2ip 3 168007648

q.

L LBy vhes dRuVE ADDESS @) Am VERY.
Al VKRN BT OTHE R NSl Ras QENY HTNE, (Heb/ING.

ST EN YRS 50 PAER 6088 OF JoitNme, I HENVAS L .
_ Lol nd SNPGRS IVRR_ Ry Roek, [1Jg TS LARH &G

3. 1 have roeviewed your Commisaion’s document titled ¥

“"Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact of
License Amcndment for Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.” which appeared in
the Federal Register on July 9, 2002 (copy attached hereto).

4. 1 find no mention in this Environmental Aasessmant relativo
to the effect on downstream sourcas of drinking water, downstream
consumers of harvosted fish {(c.g. small mouth bass) ox those who use

downstream water for recreational activities such as swirming. I

submit that the cffect on all of these activities, especially driuking
* 22\1aY 9
water, need to be clossly evaluated, / ad i v

[Hax § or
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5. T am quite concernad by the following statement:

“on the hasis of the assossment, the Commission has concluded
that envigonmontal impacts associated with the proposed actlon would
not ba significant and do not warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement.”

6. 1 submit that under 42 U.S.C. $4332 et, seq., it is clearly
inappropriate to allow major federal action which will have a

significant environmental impact t0 be approved without requiring an

Favironmental Impact Statement.

In 11ght of all of the above, I hereby xespectfully request the
following:

a. That the Amendment of SNM=124 (docket #70-143) be redcinded.

b. That a Public Hearing be conducted.

c. That a thorough Environmontal Impact Statement ba prepared
detailing, among other things, the impact an downatxeam

consumezrs of watey from the Nolichuckey River, A3 wiSié
4. AS B THE Dawn WD IR OUALITY, Esr& wdcey

J(Sace By CRV T YRALES D8 KA pro Ne77v€ 150TORES & oTHER Forseps,

If you have any guestions or concexns or need any additional

information, please do not hesitate to contact mo.

OATE: 7 R &YWAT, ’0 2 f 9_@)‘//, Tm
STERRTORE 7 /

U Y o5



