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Your letter dated February 4 demonstrates so well the “David & Gollath” srtuatlon our
commumty faces =From your ftitle;: we asslime your _]ob is to handle situations like ours and " ._ ==
you have the full legal, research ‘and techmcal resources of-a large company behind you.
" We, on the other hand, are workmg-class people who had a difficult time gathering the ' !
' money necessary to h1re an attorney once and would find it difficult to do so again. (Your - |
company knows tlns since ‘your representatrves can see it on a first-hand basis as they

dnve through our commumty, wluch we know youl have recently done )
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To someone who has not been mvolved in thls struggle, we are sure your letter seems like -
a reasoned, if condescending, résponse. We might give up now if we did not believe in
. the power of our democratic system of government. Instead, we are going to respond,
pomt-by-pomt to your letter and hope that our elected representatives and those people in
‘the NRC, EPA and NMED, who have been hrred to protect our health and environment,
“will ¢ comie to’ our aid. -We have some reason o be hopeful since Senator Bingaman and :
Representatlve Martmez have both expressed concern for our srtuatlon C -
Frrst, however, it is crmcal that you explarn wluch corporate entrty is responsrble for the
* Mill Tailings ad_jacent to our Murray Acres commumty We were told that Homestake____‘_w
" Mining Company of Cahforma had been purchased by Barnck Gold and that we were
now dealing with that company. “Your response indicates Homestake Mining Company is

., still involved. -Wehereby request that-you explam exactly how Homestake Mrnmg e
Company is strll mvolved as wcll as that company’s relatronshrp to Barrick Gold since we
_ donot keep up with the mergers and acqursrtlons of large mining companres and are
forced mstead to rely on what we are told by company representatrves .
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1. Your charactenzatron of our letter as full of “factual errors and maccurate conclusrons

- is itself i maccurate and an obvrous attempt to drscredrt us as tuunformed overwrought

_citizens, "While our, level of concern has nsen upon recerpt of your response, we are not
. ,umnformed and w111 respond to the type of rhetonc we have leamed to expect from your
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Arnbrosm Lake area have contributed to the background levels your company is proposing
“'may have been seriously considered, but we disagree with your conclusions and have’



scheduled a meeting with the NMED to discuss specific reasons for our objectrons We
hope you are not suggesting that this is a settled point. If the point has been settled
without our input, then the process has been subverted and we object to the conclusions
for that reason as well. Also Mr._Chase, 25 years ago' we might have agreed that

“regulatory reviewers have no reason to sign offon background constituent levels that are

not supportable by sound science and fact,” but we are not that 1gnorant any longer We
have learned that “sound science and fact” can be debatable i Issues and can be twisted to
suit political agendas In the present casé; the NRC has ¢ every reaSon to srde wrth
Homestake since doing so will benefit their future oversrght -
3. Your next paragraph is an interesting attempt to sell the notion that because(we live in
a state and an area with high naturally-occurring concentrations of uranium that in fact our
little farming commumty had such concentrations. You know as well as we that the

- occurrence of “high naturally-occumng concentratlons of uranium in the groundwater” at

R et s IR T

any particular spotis etratic'and highly unpredrctable. You can provrde no evidence that
our wells contained such concentrations so you' are leﬁ wrth exactly our. pomt——no
evidence.. The rest is _]ust a smoke screen; which v we are sure others W1]l recognize. The

* fact that you includé an artrcle on high concentration'levels of uranrum in water samples
- from POJoaque, Nambe, ‘and Tesuque would be laughable, ifi 1t were not msultmg We are

‘ actual evrdence regardmg hrstoncal concentratrons in our communlty

not focusing on problems in Pojoaque, Nambe: and Tesuque 'We 'do not even make
claims regarding nearby communities. We are snmply saymg, once agam, you have no
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4. The rest of y your letter shows that you did not carefully read our commumcatton to you.
We never suggested that our property values declined because the m111 faclhty was built

" next to our homes i many years ago ‘Our property ‘values dechned because we 'were forced

-

to file suit agamst your company to obtain ¢lean’ drmkmg water The resultrng pubhclty
caused our property valués to décline. As recently as three years'ago; a home sale was
lost because the buyers had heard about our problems with Homestake and the water and

o decided to buy elsewhere. There is no telhng how | many people in the commumty never
looked at the house for the same reason. The real estate : agent | 1nvolved as well as the

.l A

potentlal buyers stlll hve in Grants and can be called for venﬁcatron ST |

“5.-The lawsmt to whrch you, refer—Head v. Homestake Mmmg Co —contmues to bea

assertion. We hired Tolousse and Tolousse, not because they had experience or any sort
of reputation for successfully handling cases such as ours. We hired them because they

o agreed to work on a contmgency basrs At the tlme it sounded hke a blessrng We had no
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~ vast legal resources. | With our attorneys recommending a séttlément so they could get -

their money and the promise of free, clean water until our previous water supply was
restored, we settled We believed your Mr. Kennedy when he said the contamination
would be cleared in ten years and looked forward to resummg our agncultural hfestyle by

" 1995, Furthermore we drd not belleve our govemment ofﬁcnals would let the company

N
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' make such a statement 1f 1t were not true As we sald in our letter we have pald and
contmue to pay a heavy pnce for our 1gnorance and vulnerablhty RS

6 We have no 1dea why you are refernng to the Clty of Mxlan s water conservation

efforts since those efforts are unrelated to our request. If you are trying to paint us as a

~ group opposed to water conservation efforts 'we would think your recent survey of our

" community would assure you that most of our yards are very low water maintenance. Our

_objections to the Milan conservation efforts have to do with not being included in the

“regulatory process. You see even though we are forced to use Milan’s water, wé have

"'been told we have no voxce in their policies because we are not residents of Milan. It is an

1nterestmg and another unfortunate situation due to Homestake’s contamination, but not

 related to our request fora commumty water system, ‘which was made in response to your

proposal for totally 1nadequate background levels.

7 We stated in our January 16t letter that o ““‘ - |
T wo of our closest nexghbors dzed prematurely Homestake bought thetr property and
everythzng on that property was removed.. Although they [Homestake] assure us.

""" Windblown contamination from the site poses no health risks and was not related to those

deaths, we have learned to be less accepting of their assurances.

} ThlS is what we said and what we will contmue to say in spite of your threat that we

" “refrain from such 1rrespon51ble and unsupported allegations involving such a serious
,mattér.” You charactenze thls statement as an allegation of premature deaths caused by
Homestake s operations; we made no such allegation.. The deaths are a sad fact and their
helrs have recently ﬁled suitas a result “Your company s actlons after those deaths leave
us with legitimate questions. : ' ‘

.8, We could spend the next few months addressmg the inadequacies of the health
surveys/studles you cite. Agam, you seem to be defending yourselves against charges that

‘were not made. If you had read our letter carefully you would know that we aresimply -

o askmg for a community water supply and an adequate perrnanent solution to the long—term

remedrauon ofthetallmgssne T T T PO S L T S LS
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For those unfam1har w1th the hrstory of the 51te here isa bnef outhne of events
-, 1961 Homestake given wntten notice of contammatlon by New Mexrco state
officials - R
- 1975: Water testmg by NMED. Residents told not to use the water
- 1985: Milan water supplied. Partial water payments for 10 yrs. - Promise of
cleanup by 1995 . i
- 2005: Water still contaminated. Latest prolectlon for remedlatlon is 2013-
2014 but water will still not be potable R I 1
9. It is tellmg that you put the word pramxses in quotatlon marks That certamly has been
our experience with your company—specifically that promises from Homestake are not
what one would normally associate with that word. When your Mr. Edward Kennedy
gave his word that the contamination would be cleared in ten years, we thought that was a
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. not even nsen to the level of “promrses

promise. We come from a rural background and at one time we believed that when

; someone says, particularly in public, that they promlse ‘'on behalf of therr company, that

something would happen, it would happen. You can be proud that your company has
taught us well that a company’s promises are just words of concrlratxon and may be

-~ meaningless. - It was a good lésson. ‘At least we are not qulte as naive as we once were,

but you will then understand how we mtght questron your other “assurances,” whrch have

oy
S .

10 You state that “as a result of the [m_)ectlon] program, the levels of constrtuents inall
but one of the private wells in Murray Acres have been reduced to background levels ”
Your rhetoric would suggest this problem is solved; why are these people complarnmg"

- However, this is a very disturbing statement. Are we to assume then that the background

levels have already been determined? ' If so, what happened to the 1nput we were assured
we would be allowed to give? If the regulatory agencres have made this deal against our
objections, then where is our recourse‘7 Once agam our vulnerabrlrty is clear

Your last paragraph suggests that the only persons who may help us are our elected
representatives.’ So we will send a copy of this response to them in the hope that they will
help us resolve these’ concems, whlch to those of us hvmg with your contammatron, are

. very “legitimate.” We do however recogmze that your deﬁmtron of “legrtlmate” will

probably be quite different than ours, **

g Fmally, if you are unconcerned about potentral health problems, please explain why
*_your company continues to buy property in our commumty ‘Youare certamly not
*. ! interested in owning real estate here as Mr. Cox has stated on several occasions.” You

claim to have everything you need in place to clean the aquifers, so why purchase the
Willcox, Ashcroft, and recently the Canaday propertles wrthm the Murray Acres
subdivision?

Mr. Cox, the site manager, seems like a nice man who trres to placate the commumty to

. the best of his ablllty ‘However, hé may be’ reachmg the end of either his desire or ability

~ to do so. We understand he récently said there is no way your company could provide a

community water system for Murray Acres. We belreve that, in fact, you could and
should do so, however if it would be easier for you to drill us individual wells into the
unpolluted aquifer, we would accept that as well. We further believe, and it is interesting
that you did not address this point in your letter, that you need to begin work now ona

- satisfactory permanent solution to the mill tailings pollution so that Murray Acres and

N .

other commumtxes are not adversely aﬁ'ected by this contammatxon in the future.

Sincerely, = %

g o

er President
Murray Acres Community Association,
Member sngnatures attached
P.O. Box 2970 ‘

Milan, NM 87021
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Enclosures
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‘Distribution: ' - - S

President George W. Bush .
Nils J Diaz, United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Michael O.Leavitt, U.S.Environmental Protection Agency
Ron Curry, NM Environment Department '
Govemor Bill Richardson
Senator Joseph A. Fidel -
Representative George J. Hanosh
Representative Ken W. Martinez
Representative Heather Wilson
_ Representative Steve Pearce
" .. RepresentativeTom Udall - - -
‘Senator Jeff Bingaman
* Senator Pete Domenici _ .
William von Till, United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission

" - Sai Appaji, U. S. Environmental Protection Agency

Mark Purcell, U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
" Kevin Myers, New Mexico Environment Department
~ Dana Bahar, New Mexico Environment Department
' Jerry Schoeppner, New Mexico Environment Department
* Mike Huber, New Mexico Environment Department
"+ Bill Olsen, New Mexico Environment Department
. Jake Ingram, New Mexico Environment Department
*> Gregory Wilkins, Barrick Gold Corp.
" Lawrence Parnell, Barrick Gold Corp.
Al Cox, Barrick Gold Corp.
- - Office of the New Mexico State Engineer
" Southwest Research and Information Center
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We, the undersigned members of the Murray Acres Community Assoc1atxon, have
reviewed and concur with the attached letter. Once again, we ask you to give us a clean
-community water systém or drill us individual wells into the uncontaminated aquifer and
remove the contamination to a permanently-lined pond.
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We, the undersigned members of the Murray Acres Commumty Assocnatlon, have
reviewed and concur with the attached letter. ‘Once again, we ask you to give us a clean
community water system or drill us individual wells into the uncontaminated aquifer and
remove the contamination to a permanently-lined pond.

Name Address Phone Email
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"~ Murray Acm Homcowncrs Assocxatxon A
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.. Re: ; Murray Acres Homeowners Assocxatnon

o :Deaer Carver v r’»‘-‘«" SO t"dl_‘,. P LR ST SN ff\s".’;':--
.. On behalf of Homwtake Muung Company of Cahforma, Iam rwpondmg to your January
16, 2005 letter to Mr. Al Cox.” As demonstrated by the public meeting held in Grants in
December 2004, and Mr. Cox’s contact with you and other members of the Murray Acres
‘ _Commumty Association, Homestake i is ‘committed to'maintaining an open, substantive
dialog with the communities in"the vicinity of " the Homestake mill. Accurate, factual
information and credible scientific analysis -‘are ‘the: foundations of Homestake’s
communications. with the communities and the governmental agencies that regulate =
-, .Homestake’s ‘activities -at - the ‘mill.- Homestake -will " continue to - Work | with 'the
. communities and the rcgulatory agcncm on that basis. The company expects thc Murmray
- .Acm Homeowners Association and the other partxczpants in ongoing communications to
. ensure the’ mtegnty of the procws by comimitting to partxc:pate on that same basis as well.
. In that rcgard the remamdcr of this Jetter corrects‘the’ factual errors and inaccurate -
- conclusmns pmented in your letter ‘to your- elected representatives.: - In summary,
" Homestake does not agree that the proposed ‘background water quality levels are invalid,” -
T that the mill was built mﬂoan austmg subdivision’ causmg property values to. dechner—.___—:_:::_—_.—;
that Homestake has not kept its promxsw, ‘or that the opcrauon of the Homestake mill has '
mjured the health, much less caused the death; of any resident of Murray Acres or any'

other subdmsnon in the area.

ackgrogr_ld Water Quahgz Lgvcls Are Not Invalid. Homestake understands that you are

dissatisfied with the background water quality levels that are ‘currently . under
consideration. The. proposcd levels are based on more than 20 years of groundwater
.- sampling and a detailed understandmg of the area’s hydrology and geology. The Nuclear
. Regulatory - Commxssxon (‘NRC), the Umted ‘States  Environmental Protection Agency
o (EPA), and the New Mexico Environment Department (NMED) are participating 'in the '
review of the data, the analyses, and the methodologxes used to develop the proposed
levels. The issue of whether other mine ‘sources, for example the hnstoncal Ambrosia
Lake mine operations, could impact the proposed background levels was seriously
considered. Homestake’s hydrologist and the regulatory reviewers have all agreed that
the background test wells were got impacted by Ambrosna Lake mine waters during the
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" Mr. Larry Carver A
February 24, 2005 :
Page 2 :

period that the water quality data was collected for use in estabhshmg background water- oL
quality at the site.  The regulatory reviewers have no reason to sign off on background
constituent levels that are not supportable by sound science and fact. -

The Grants region was the richest uranium producing area in the United States. Its-

groundwater like approximately 30% ol the groundwater in New Mexico, contains

uranium at levels that naturally exceed levcls found in groundwater in locations without

such mineralization. An early study conducted by the Atomic Energy Commrssron to

~ locate uranium deposrts identified groundwater, wells in. varrous formations that contained

natural occurring uranium at anomalous levels. ‘As you can see from the attached ‘map,

on which natural uranium groundwater concentrations are plotted the Grants area that is

shaded contains anomalously hlgh naturally-occumng concentrations of uranium in the

groundwater. The groundwater in . this.region .is influenced by the fact. that uranium .

bearing rocks outcrop in the San Mateo dramage system. The alluvial material is derived -

from the uranjum-rich rocksin these outcrop formations, so the hrgher natural levels of

uranium existing in the shallow groundwater are not surprrsmg. Addrtronally, and as

- '»"‘»l'recently as this month, more and more: areas of high. natural uranium are being identified

- .« in New Mexico’ (see attached. Albuguemue Joumal article dated February 5,.2005 on the

- 'groundwateér in-the’ vrcxmty of the Po;oaque, Nambe, and Tesuque, NM areas) As the

-*.” enclosed article indicates, Grants.is not.unique-in New Mexico in having anomalously

high' levels of naturally-occurring background concentratlons of certain elements such as

" uranium, due to the State sgeology. : i . ”;,‘ bt

The Mill Faclllty Was Not Burlt Next to the Murruv Acres Subdwrsron Causing Property
‘Values to Decline. - Your;letter suggests that. the, Homestake mill was built next to the
Murray Acres subdrvrsron after the subdwrsron was dcveloped ‘and homes had been
constructed. : In. fact,- thc opposile. is;- thc casce..» Onc oof the main_reasons' Homestake
located the mill where it did was. becausc, at. the tlme the land. was remote from any
‘residential development The homes in the, Murmy ‘Actes subdwrsron were not built until
e after the mill had been in operation, and resrdents in, Murray Acres purchased their homes
T with fult knowledge of the mill’s. locatron Af property valm have declined. in-them——-—
' Grantserlan area, a morc Itkely cause would be a reducuon m demand due to, the demise’

‘one-third of the area’s population. . \
Moreover, Homestake years ago settled. claims brought by residents of Murray Acres
who claimed diminished property values. In.1983, residents of Murray Acres and several
. other subdwrsmns “sued Homestake:-in. a lawsuit styled Head v. Homestake Minin ..
o allegmg propcrty ‘damage:_from- Homestakes mill” operations.‘ "These claims. were
o 'promptly settled’ without . any - admrssron of liability. by, ‘Homestakeé.” Both 'sides were
' ,‘,repr&cented by competent and expenenced New. Mexico counsel Each of the claimants
‘released Homestake from all present, or futurc claims’ for property damage allegedly
resultmg_, l'rom the opcmtron of the mill, mcludrm., reduced property valucs :

e -




Mr. Larry Carver
February 24, 2005
Pagc 3 .
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T Homcstakc Has Opcnlx Commumcatcd and Coopcrated with the Commumty The
e ' :Homestake mill opcralcd ‘from May 1958 to Dccembcr 1990. ' In 1975, a sampling
- iprogram indicated lhat groundwaler in pmt of lln. alluvnal aqunfcr downgradient of the -
+ Homestake mill. exhlbncd elcvalgd sulemum \.um.cmmuons Although the source of the
" selenium  was : not . establishéd ar tlu. titne, Hoiestaké' voluntarily supplied bottled
;- drinking water {0 residents of subdwnsrons downgradlcnt of the:mill. - Homestake also
Jomed with the New Mexico' Environmental Improvement: Division: (NMEID) .to
. implement an innovative aquifer protection and restoration program at the site. This
“ - program required the operatlon of groundwatcr injection and collection ‘systems with
T quancrly and scml-annual momtormg ol‘ wa‘l‘e'r levcl and watcr quahty An EPA Record
~of Dccxsron datcd Scptember 1989 statcd ' -

O . Dol nton nde

R

RS

[M]omtonng results 0 (lalc indicite th.u mjccuon/collccuon cffons
) 7.7 .7 have been largely successful in Aushing previously contaminated zones in .
: _ the alluvnurn and . underlymg Upper Chinle aqunfcr rosultmg in onsnc
ETTT L con!annmcnt ofta:hngs seepagc i e e s.\.:e;;;__ o
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The consntuents mnlnally consrdcred miost important by regulators, namcly selemum and
sulfate, were cleaned up to the then-currcm state standards in the Murray ‘Acres and other

3 subdnvnsnonsbyl992 D i na e

Also plcase norc lhat CERCLA .:umw .u (hc snc commcnccd m the 19803 not the
~'.-; : and thc othcr rcsndcntlal nrcas lo”lhc Cnt) of Mll:m water system. In addition to paying
for the costs of dwgnmg and constructmg "the :necessary facilities for the connection, .
: ;"L’,'; . Homestake assumed the oblxgatnon to pay usage costs for the residents for a period of ten *
Y years. Homcstake fulﬁlled that obhgatlon completely. We understand some subdivision
resxdcnts are dlspl&sod with, the Cnty ‘of Milan’s recent decision to require alternate day

- watering as a conservation’ measurc Howevcr. the City of Mrlan 's water conservation

program is unrclated to Homcstakc and |ts cffor}s . S T

PR - SN WL -
et emmm——————— . L Sl Y s s

Snncc Homcslakc mmatcd lhc goundwatcr rcmcdumon pro;ect at thc snte thesc cﬁ'orts

ST ,.,remedlatlon actwms mclifdéthe collocuon and’ placement of contammatcd groundwatcr

- e o in lined cvaporatlon ponds the use of revcrse ‘osmosis to treat;the water to acceptable

RN standards, -and injection of the' clean water to the groundwater. ‘These actions have been

' coupled with a remedial action progrnm thal has confined any scepagc from its tailings
area to Homestake s immediate property. o

S Allegodly Prcmature Deaths “We arc unaw.u'c of any evidénce to support the suggestion
SRY “in .your_letter. that two allcgedly ‘premiature deaths : were - caused by Homestake'’s
SR opcratrons We urgc ‘you to. rcfram from such irresponsible and . unsupported allegations
involving such a serious mzmcr In' case you arc unawarc, on June 30, 1987, Homestake

voluntarily entered into' an Admmnslrauvc Qrder. of Consent . w:th EPA to conduct an
nvcstlgatlon of radon levels-in and outside of residential structures in’ Murray Acres and -

“s-g‘z:a‘m'ﬂ'
. ~.: ’u;w L; »A:
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Mr. Larry Carver . -
February 24, 2005 LT~
Page 4 . o

the other resndenttal subdmsnons to see if elevated. levels attnbutable to the Homestake
milling operations existed. The study’ spanned a penod of fifteen months and included -

-.. over 98% of the restdences in the subdivisions. EPA reported the results in a Record of
- . Decision dated September 1989, in WhICh it concluded that - Homestake’s mill was not a

significant: factor. contrtbutmg to radon’ concentrattons in-or outside of the homes. EPA
found that the principle cause of the radon concenirations in the homes was local, native
sonl sources of radon and was a functton of the type and quahty of housmg constructton

J

Stmtlarly, in 1983 the Health Scrvnces Dmston of NMEID conducted two health-related

surveys or studxes One was a health survey administered to individuals living in the four
subdivisions. -The second study looked at the’ quahty of water in. forty-two domestic
wells in the area and, based on the levels of chemicals present, identified the adverse
health effects one would expect from a revxew of pubhshed medncal environmental and

. .- public health hterature

The objecttve of the ﬁrst study or health survey was o determme whether there was a

statistically” significant increas¢ in moré than’a dozen diseases- .or health problems,

' including cancer, among the people hvmg in the subdlvnsxons Exghty-snx percent of the
- occupied * residences pamcxpated in. the’, . study. ~ “After” completing - an extensive

questionnaire, they were personally interviewed by specxally trained health professionals.
The data from the questionnaire and interviews were entered into a computer and

-analyzed by professional staff with the New Mexico- Office of Epidemiology, who

compared the commumty-spectﬁc dat.t o pubhshed data regardmg the incidence of the
diseases nationally or state-wide. The study found: no evxdence of increased - cancer,
hypertension, heart disease, arthrms, stroke ktdncy dxsease, neurologlcal disease, thyroid

‘disease, adverse pregnancy, outcomes or menstrual problems. The study found a lower

than expected incidence of skin rash and sevére headaches Although the study did find a

. higher than expected number of gall bladder problems, the finding was'limited to the

male participants, who compnsed a mmonty of the study pOpulatxon More important, as
discussed below, gall bladder pmblems are not among the adverse: health effects to be
expected from regular use of the well water. ‘ cmmm———

. ..The second health eﬂ'ects study concluded that the only adverse health effects one would
" expect from consuming water from the wells over an extended period were (1) a laxative .. -

effect and (2) a possible; but small, increase in the risk of developing high blood pressure.
Particularly noteworthy was the. ﬁndmg that chronic diarthea was most commonly
reported by persons who consumed no, well watér, while those who used the most well
water had a lower incidence of the problem :

Both studies took place before Homestake provided subdivision residents the opportumty
to obtain’ water at its expense. t‘rom the .City-of Milan. Thus; the results are not

" ‘confounded by use of Milan water. The results of the studxes are consistent with the

swom statements by various litigants in- ‘the Head v. Homestake case that they were not
aware of any physical injury due to the operation of the Homestake facility.
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Homestake Has Kept Its Closure Pramises. " In your letter, you state that Homestake has

not kept its “promises” concerning the closure of the Grants facility. Our closure efforts
have been extremely proaclive and ellecuve in addressing groundwater issues at the
Grants facility. This site is the only uranium mill site that has instituted a significant
flushing program, removed great quantities of water and operated a reverse osmosis
system. The groundwater mjecuon/collccuon system at Grants has operated longer than
any other mill site, and this aggressive program is more extensive than any other uranium
site in the country. Asa result of the program, the levels of constituents in all but one of
the private wells in Mumray Acres have been reduced to background levels. Homestake
will continue to work with the regulatory ayencies and nearby resndcnls to make this
_program a success.

E ‘ EN ot et ey . X
1 .

__‘,»You are correct that Homestake prides itself in working with its neighbors. Al Cox, the
_ site _manager, . w1|l ‘continue to provide your association with detailed information .-

regarding the site and is available. to meet with you at your convenience to discuss any
legitimate concemns. We behcvc our closure effort is continuing’ to make progress based

. on the sound science, appropriate modchng, and samplmg coupled with appropriate input

from rcgulatory oversight agencies and, in tum, informing mcmbcrs of the commumty
conceming our progress.

Ver Yy lruly yours, )

>’ /)’-""‘ " \
. —
—— e . v "

Rocky'gasc

Manager, Closure Properties

Enclosures

‘Distribution; -+ = om0 LR s e

chmcntatwc Ken Martinez

. -William von Till, U.S. ‘Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Sai Appaji, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Mark Purcell, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Mike Huber, New Mexico Environment Department

Dana Bahar, New Mexico Environment Departiment

Bill Olsen, New Mexico Environment Department

Jerry Schoeppner, New Mexico Environmient Development
Jake Ingram, New Mcxico Environment Department
Kevin Myers, New Mexico Environment Department

Al Cox, Homestake Mining Company of Californin




ALBUQUERQUE Juuttisar

Uranium
Found In
Private

water .samples from
Pojoaque, Nambé and
Tesugue

By AnpAam RANKIN
Journal Northern Bureau

LOS ALAMOS — Many private dr.:::.
ing water wells in Pojozque, Nambé aud
Tesuque have high lfevels of natursity
ocanTing uranium, in many cases w-il!
‘above federal standards. .

Of the 447 water samples collected last
summer and fall, about half exceed the 3¢

" parts per billion drmkmg water standard.

Of the samples that exceeded the stan
dard, about 10 percent were 10 times
more than the limit or higher. -

-*We got some thar were 100 limes the
standard, actually more than that, one
was about 300 times the standard,” gaid
Steve Wust, hydrologist for Sants "Fe
County. which belped organize the test-

Tbe U.S. Environmental Protection -

Agency reports that total uranium levels
above 30 parts per billion increase the
risk of kidney failure from chemical tox-

icity and the risk of potentlal carcino - \

genic eflects from uranium’s radicactive
ecay.

“I knew there was uranium around, but
I was surprised (o see both how many
there were (above the standard) and how
high they were,” Wust said, adding that
results are still being interpreted and
mapped. He said all residents who sup-
plied water for testing have been notified
of the results and which constituents are

"above safe drinking water siandards.

. The water sumples were collectedata .

series of water fairs in Nambé and
Tesuquo and two in Pojoaque, then tested

- with the covperation of the state Environ-

ment Depariment and Los ‘Alamos

National Laboratory.

: rightsmsenowmsenhmentnegn&m.
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Wust said the county, LANL's Wate
Rescarch Technical Assistance Office an«
NMED are planning to hold a public meer-
ing in Pojoaque, possibly in April, 1+
explain the results and the lcng-!en
health risks.

The uranium is a naturally occurrir. -

- element in much of the area’s deep, unde

lying basement jgneous and metamorph:
rock, as well as in voleanic tuff found clc.
er 1o the surface, Wust sxid.

The highes! readings were l‘rom water
taken nearest the Sangre de Cristo Moun-
tains, where the basement rock is closest
tothe surface, he said. et

"Uranium wasn't the primary concern
¢oing into the sampling, which was sctup
to evaluate the potential need for a region-
al waste-water treatment facility, be said. *

“We expected to see that if we were pet-
ung contamination from septic tanks t!m,,
we should seca lot of nitrate; we didn't sep <
muchnmxeatan,bmwedndseea lot of
uranium,” Wust said.

‘The area affected is under conssdmﬂon
for a $280 million regional water snpply
system as part of the 1966 Aamodt waren .

Non-indian and commercial water users”
in an grea that stretches from resuque:m
Pojoague would be required to discongect ™
their wells and transfer their watern;!m' “
(0 a private, nonprofit regional water
agency in exchange for treated water ser- -
vice. But non-Indian residents in the area -
have voiced significant opposition to tbe
idea of capping their private wells.

Wust said people have expressed con- .
cerns that one of his recommendations for -
solving the yranium problem is to build a
rexional water supply system, such as the
oot proposed through the Aamodt setde-

.ment.

“Thix is not an endorsement or cven a
comment (on Aamodt), it is just a techni-
<al conclusior about one way to handk:
satura) contaminants in water,” he said,

(Other solutions include residential
wteatment units that use reverse osmosis,
distillation or anfon exchange.
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