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CBRMarslandPEm Resource

From: Shoemaker, Mirabelle
Sent: Monday, September 30, 2013 5:52 PM
To: CBRMarsland Resource
Subject: FW: Follow up to voicemail on Cameco's response to RAIs

For the public hearing file.  
 

From: John Schmuck [mailto:John_Schmuck@Cameco.com]  
Sent: Monday, September 30, 2013 4:55 PM 
To: Shoemaker, Mirabelle 
Cc: Larry Teahon 
Subject: RE: Follow up to voicemail on Cameco's response to RAIs 
 
Mirabelle – I’ve been very focused on the TR and NDEQ Class III.  My part should be mostly done early next week, so I 
will be better able to attend to the ER. 
  
General Comments 
First, the omitted figures are unchanged. 
Table 4.1-1 was not revised.   
Correct, only the revised appendices were provided on the disc. 
As to a complete, revised ER, I propose to submit it in late October/early November.  At that time we can also include 
updated geology/hydrology information (arikaree aquifer characterization), Mildos and other items specified below. 
  
Specific Comments 

1.        We are moving forward with the consultation, hopefully late this month or early November. 

2.       When resubmitted late this month, revised Figure 4.14-1  will assume similar levels of groundwater 
consumption for the Three Crow and North Trend Expansion areas without providing specifics. 

3.       I’ve mailed CDs with HWA 2011 and 2012. 

4.       I’ve mailed CDs of the NDEQ Class III and AEP applications.  I have also mailed a copy of the NDEQ Class I 
application.  I do not have and electronic copy of that document. 

5.       The revised Mildos with associated ER text revisions will be submitted in late October/early November in the 
complete ER. 

6.       All available preoperational/preconstruction monitoring will be submitted in late October/early November in 
the complete ER.  Cameco will also provide a schedule for completion of the monitoring. 

7.       A complete copy ER with the latest revision will be provided in late October/early November. 

8.       The complete copy of the ER submitted in late October/early November will include an updated table of 
contents. 

9.       Section 4.4.3.1 will be rewritten to clarify and provide additional context.   

In Section 4.4.3.1, Cameco failed to reference the new ER Appendix T.  Appendix T is a spreadsheet that 
enumerates, in gpm, our wastewater disposal needs on a year by year basis.   Our primary consumptive uses at 
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Marsland will be the disposal of production bleed and disposal of the reverse osmosis waste (bleed) generated 
during restoration.  These flows will be disposed in the deep disposal wells.   

Based upon operating experience, a production bleed of approximately 1.2% is utilized to maintain an inward 
hydraulic gradient within the wellfield.  (See the row at the bottom of Appendix T, labeled “Prod Bleed 1.2%”).  
Similarly, during restoration, Cameco uses reverse osmosis  (RO) to treat and reuse the recirculating water as 
much as possible.  This purification step reduces the contaminant levels, but also results in a significant 
wastewater stream for disposal.  (See the rows at the bottom of Appendix T, labeled “Mine Unit (x) RO Bleed”).  
The consumptive flows to the deep disposal wells peak at 315 gpm in  2024. (See the row at the bottom of 
Appendix T, labeled “Total DW needed capacity”).  

If you have questions please do not hesitate to call. 
  
.john 

From: Shoemaker, Mirabelle [mailto:Mirabelle.Shoemaker@nrc.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2013 12:26 PM 
To: John Schmuck 
Cc: CBRMarsland Resource 
Subject: Follow up to voicemail on Cameco's response to RAIs 
  
Hi John, 
  
Hope you are well. I wanted to follow up by email as we continue to move forward with our Environmental Assessment. 
The disc that you sent on Aug 14, 2013 contains: revised tables from Aug 2013; Unchanged ER Tables; and the MEA Final 
Environmental Report w/ tracked changes dated 07/31/2013. Furthermore, the submission you provided for the public 
version of the revised ER is available on ADAMS, ML13240A075. As I understand, the revisions you provided focused on 
updated sections. Not all figures were included, so I’m hoping you can confirm whether the omitted figures were 
unchanged. During our review we also noticed that some tables were missing from the files (Table 4.1-1 for example). At 
this point of our review, we also have the impression that only the revised appendices were provided on the disc. It is 
hard to tell at this point by the labeling. One way to ensure that we have the complete, revised ER (as a whole 
document) would be to receive it by disc.  Please provide a copy at your earliest convenience to the address in my 
signature. 
  
Additionally, I am requesting the following items to assist us in completing the Environmental Assessment in a timely 
fashion.  
  

1.       Cameco provided the requested consultation letter from the Nebraska Game and Parks Commission (Appendix 
V). However, the letter is from January 24, 2011, and indicated that the state can’t give its final answer because 
it does not have enough information and asked for a meeting or site visit. The letter did indicate that some 
state-endangered species could be present on the site. Has Cameco taken action since then to resolve the issue? 
The ER and the EA already address the concerns raised, but we’d like any updated information to complete our 
discussion in the environmental document.   

2.       Revised Table 4.14-1 is missing entries in the Groundwater row, Individual Effects column. 

3.       Two documents remain missing from the files, though Cameco indicated that they would be provided in the 
revised application files: HWA 2011, HWA 2012 

4.       Please provide copies of the environmental permits applied for and received (UIC Class I, III, and V, etc.). Please 
provide copies of their applications if permits have not yet been received. Information contained the application 
will incorporated in the environmental document as Cameco awaits the permits.  
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5.       In response to RAI 8, Cameco states that the revised MILDOS run is still to come. Please confirm when this 
information will be provided. 

6.       Please provide an update as to when information regarding preoperational/preconstruction monitoring will be 
available.  

7.       Some tables are missing from the files provided – for example, Table 4.1-1. If tables are missing because they 
are unchanged, please still provide a complete copy of the ER by disc as requested above. If this table and others 
were omitted in error, a complete copy of the ER should resolve this issue.  

8.       The Table of Contents needs revising. New/revised Figures 3.2-1, 3.12-1, 3.12-2, and 3.12-3 and Tables 1.3-5, 
1.3-6, and 3.12-4 need to be added. Table 6.1-33 is also missing from the table of contents, which throws off the 
numbering of the rest of the tables in Section 6.1 (e.g., Table 6.1-34 in the revised ER is called Table 6.1-33 in the 
table of contents). Please ensure that all titles in the body of the ER match the updated table of Contents.   

9.       With respect to the response Cameco provided to RAI 4(d)(i); there is concern as to where the assumption of 
250 gpm of consumptive water use comes from. We need to know the origin of that number to inform our basis 
for determining offsite impacts.  

Thank you in advance for reviewing these items and working to provide us with the information we need to continue 
without further delay. I am available by phone or email if you have any questions. Please do not hesitate to call.  
  
  
Mirabelle O. Shoemaker 
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
301-415-6423 
  
This email and any files transmitted with it are personal and confidential, and are solely for the use of the 
individual or entity addressed. Therefore, if you are not the intended recipient, please delete this email and any 
files transmitted with it (without making any copies) and advise the author immediately.  
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