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TO: Cindy Bladey, Chief,
Rules, Announcements and Directives Branch
Division of Administrative Services
Office of Administration, Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M RM FC IV:.D
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

By FAX transmission to 301-492-3446 , /-'

Re: Docket NRC-2012-0277, the proposed Dewey-Burdock project
Subj: Response to Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement.

I must start out by saying that I am not a scientist and that I had may not fully
understand much of the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement. But as a
concerned citizen I wish to comment on a couple items that seem rather clear to me.

My biggest concern is the potential impact on the groundwater in the area of the
proposed mine site. Water inthis part of the country is a scarce and precious
commodity. Clean water is getting more difficult to come by in the Black Hills area and
the recent drought cycles have made it only more important to protect the water
resources which we do have. It seems to me that the proposed In Situ Leaching
process will only disturb uranium ores that have been lying untouched for thousands of
years. These ores have achieved a natural balance with their surrounding subterranean
strata and are essentially harmless to humans where they reside. But it is not difficult
for me to imagine that by flushing high pressure water and chemical mixes through the
ore strata the In Situ process will disturb the natural state of balance that has been
achieved and cause the radioactive ores to migrate around seeking a new state of
balance. Fracturing of the so-called impervious layers may result which will allow
radioactive contaminants to reach clean aquifers. One only has to look at the "fracking"
process used by oil and gas drillers to realize how easily this may occur.

According to what I understand from the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
approximately 1/3 of the ground water treated after the mining process will be dealt with
as waste water. Two concerns come to mind; one is where will this waste water be
dumped and secondly what will it contain. There does not appear to be a clear
discussion of the impact of the removal of this water from local aquifers and the
resulting consequences of it being treated as waste water. Apparently this wastewater
will never be returned to the aquifer. Considering the volume of water which the mining
process will require I believe that his needs to be addressed.

Another concern is air quality. The Black Hills area has some of the best air quality in
the lower 48 states. In a perfect system the subterranean radioactive pollutants would

SUNSI Review Complete
Template = ADM - 013
E-RIDS= ADM-03
Add=/



01/09/2013 WED 12:43 FAX [ 002/002

not be exposed to the air. But nothing is perfect. What happens in the event of a
trucking accident or a pipe breakage where spillage of uranium laden water may occur?
Wind, wildlife, livestock and unsuspecting humans could easily cause the pollutants to
be dispersed away from the accident site before any containment procedures could be
implemented. Wind and wildlife may well cause dispersion of pollutants from waste
water which may be discharged into a drainage or held in a settling pond. One thing
this area has is a lot of wind and wildlife.

One question that must be kept in the forefront is what legacy we will leave behind for
our children and future generations. So many of us today have pointed the finger at our
ancestors wondering how they could have left so many environmental issues for us to
deal with today. We must look beyond the present day ahead several generations
when considering any environmental impact.

I believe that the current Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement is superficial
and that further study of potential environmental impacts is necessary.

Sincer

F rrancis DiCesarce
1501 11 th. St.
Rapid City, SD 57701


