|3

' | o N ;-‘:_i:E,(h'.M“;@ /V/;/Zu;/ E'/bo@
' ﬂeaf'mq b124/87

R3D3~ 37
COMMITTEES:
CHAIRMAN, COMMERCE AND
CONSUMER PROTECTION

JEREMIAR W, (JAY) NIXON
2280 DISTRICT
ROOM 429

STATE CAPITOL APPROPRIATIONS
JEFFERSON CITY, MO 63101 M E£DUCATION
TELEPHONE (au.; 751-3327 ISSOURI . SENATE i ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTY

JEFFERSON CITY ¢ LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND
. ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
DisTRICT OFFICE: GOVERNMENTAL AND
1519 McNUTT RD. : VETERANS' AFFAIRS
HERCULANEUM, MO 63048 August 17, 1989 :
’ ;

TELEPHONE (314) 484-8354%8 i

Executive Director for Operations

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

One Wite Flint North i
Mail sStation 17G21 f
Rockville, Maryland 20852 :

Dear Sir:

I look forward to the public forum on August 24th concerning
Combustion Engineering. It is important that all relevant facts
concerning potential health and environmental impacts of the
Combustion Engineering plant expansion and operation be brought
to light.

Because of the many concerns expressed by area residents, I
have prepared a series of questions which should be addressed and
adequately answered at this hearing.

I am providing to you a copy of these questions beforehand
so that you may have sufficient time to prepare answers.

The questions and concerns are as follows:

1. Why is Combustion Engineefing requesting permission to
handle fuel which contains a higher percentage of uranium than
previously processed at Hematite?

2. The total discharged pollﬁtants into river and air have
decreased by a substantial percentage in the last decade. 1In
view of this fact why is Combustion Engineering requesting
permission to increase air emissions and water effluents?

3. Has the state of Missouri given its OK for any
increased emissions?

4. What plans have been prepared to reduce emissions?

S. Has the state or a national agency requested such a

plan?
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6. Will there be increased output of radiation, and if so,
what are the potential impacts on health and environment?

7. What will be the effect of approval of the application
upon water quality?

8. Will there be any change in transportation patterns of
product or waste?

9. Will the volume of waste produced at the plant
increase? 1If so, how much?

10. Where will this waste be taken for disposal?

11. Will the facility have Storage capacity sufficient to
store waste if it 1s unable to use its usual disposal site?
Will more waste be stored and, if so, how much?

12. Will more product be on site? 1If so, is there a danger
of increased accidents with the changed and increased capacity?

13. Is an accident more likely to be more serious with the
proposed changes?

14. How will emergency procedures be revised?

15. Will the modifications require changes in local
emergency response capability?

Also, it is my understanding that large amounts of waste are
stored on site. If this is correct, please answer the following:

A. How is this waste stored?
B. What type of waste is stored?
- C. Do you consider this a temporary or permanent solution?

D. Are there plans to make a different permanent disposal
of this waste?

E. Is there a clear record, duplicable for state
inspection of what and where these wastes are buried?

I look forward to getting the answers to these essential
questions at the hearing on August 24th.

Sin ely,

Jd ah W. (Jay) Nixon
JWN/rm



