Sylvia Lambert August 18, 2014
P.O. Box 78 '
Interior, SD 57750 . Statement to the NRC Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

et Contentbions 3,6 and 2
On January 9 this year 300,000 people in West Virginia experienced toxic chemical poisoning in their
drinking water. The company’s data not only inaccurately stated the true potency of the chemical,
4-methylcyclohexane (MCHM), but neglected to report the additional toxic mixture of glycol ethers
(PPH) until two weeks later.

The “community right-to-know” act of 1986 requires the public to have knowledge of hazardous and
toxic chemicals at individual facilities, for use in the protection of not just the workers but the public’s
health and the health of the environment.

fransparency 1:  (Figure 5.3-4)

This is the diagram of the Dewey-Burdock Project’s Central Processing Plant, showing storage of the
various chemicals to be used. In Powertech’s September 2012 application narrative, nine chemicals
are specifically named.  Barium Chloride, #40, is stored here.  Stored outside will be Sulfuric
Acid and/or Hydrochloric Acid, Hydrogen Peroxide, and Sodium Hydroxide.

Sodium Hydroxide, which is #2, will be stored here, as precisely indicated in the Key Notes.

Close transparency.

The Project’s application says “All chemical storage tanks will be clearly labeled to identify contents”,
and “. . . will help ensure the safety of Powertech (USA) employees and members of the public, with
regard to the specific chemicals . . .in the event of an accident.” (p. 5-21, Dewey-Burdock Permit)

Here's a closer look at the Key Notes. #2 is clearly the symbol in English for Sodium Hydroxide.
What are the 22 additional unduplicated chemicals listed in the Key Notes? None of these chemicals
are labeled with standard English formulas; though 1, 3, and 4, to my unpracticed eye, look part-
Chinese. Not listed in the Key Notes are seven chemicals that are named and described in the
application, although they may be on the Key Notes list with non-English labels. What precisely are
these 22 chemicals?

What is the precise composition of the various chemicals and chemical mixtures that will be used in
the proposed uranium mining and ore processing? What dangers do they pose? Have these
chemicals and chemical mixtures been tested for human safety? If the company is so sure of the
safety of their mining processes, why have they requested an exemption from the Safe Drinking
Water Act?

Full disclosure will help local and state first responders and health care professionals fully prepare

- and train for accidents and potentially dangerous contamination incidents. Emergency response
plans must be made before, not after, an incident.

(ov er‘)



We are concerned not only about radiological hazards. We have a right to know all the chemicals
that will impact our water during extraction and processing, as well as the chemical make-up of the
waste disposed into the deep disposal wells. What will be the impact on the ecosystem of the
surrounding area from the proposed land application system? The excess waste will be spread on
the land, permitting harmful toxins to seep into the ground and groundwater, and from there absorbed
by plants, animals, and eventually humans.

We don't want the formulas, the concentrations and amounts, but the public has the right to know the
character of the chemicals used and the toxic effects of any which are hazardous.

When | looked at #9 and saw the word “gulp”, | did just that----- It's alarming to see so many
mysteriously labeled chemicals with no explanation from the mining company.

South Dakota doesn't need a West Virginia catastrophe, or any of the other types of toxic events so
recently muitiplying throughout this country.

With these failures in Powertech’s FSEIS: Contention 3 (Potential Impacts to Groundwater),
Contention 6 (Mitigation Measures), and Contention 9 (Connected Actions), a license for this uranium
recovery facility is not in the best interests of the people and should be denied.



=13

L:'B-

T

I Meq's Locker Room

- Women's Locker Room

0@ »FP D, DOy %;1

Covered
Ramp Loading Dock
2000
Second Floor Plan Ground Floor Plan
Housekeeping Pads o
(14) Tgeo cvapOcmw Y cxgt'3syR (27) Ny VU cungy engtVepntasyll @wm&uso A 5520 « PC Booster Pungs 0 15 30
(is) Peemny (20) U T go querVeprtasyl A\ 500 - 1CBooster Pungs T
(16) Pemarssym (29) RO Pre-treatmect A 3X10 - Pump 0 5 M:tgn
(17) v egtasyi (30) Recovery RO Unit A 635« Pamp
(12) Hou "Gmeprssyt (31) Restoration RO Unie A 355" . Punp
(19) Noep amepvasytt (32) Bevased CondenserVacuum Pump Sk 7x13 A 35’ - Disinfectant *
(20) thro of e mepvasyt (33) Vacuum Dryer g2 A\ sy \ Central Processing Plant
i “Gueprasyl (34) Dryer Room 20%130 A o P
(22) Regoi kevap-asyl (35) Fiter Pross and Transter Pump 5520 — D“”/‘!;B“mck Project
(23) 521V) lemgogt 7V getVepnDgmy (36) Drum Conveycr e L:/acé 2,
(24) Hot 0u Boiee g & Cutb OIT AB Walls, Typ. PREPARER John Mays i
Ry 328 S el o, o AEEL T i deal bk
@ JR] VEUY cugy ogtVepntasyll 9 30" Sump, Typ. ’ sl 18—809-2012 Pow \:
This figure is provided to fulfill the requirements of ARSD 74:29:02:04 and SDCL 45-6B-6(8). JFL& CPP-Fioorplan.dwg l SWERTEC

September 2012

5-13

Dewey-Burdock Projec



September 2012

(14) Tgereo cugp'OcTyiw Y cgt'3sR
(15) PeEnsoIR

@ PciEQT3sSyR

(17) WY cxgtssyl

Hgu "Gmepyas)it

OL e

(20) o ot g'amcprasi

(21) Tie "amepvosy

(22) Regek hevap"3s)i

(25) 52/ longgt YU getVepnDgray
(24) Hox O Boller

(25) RawdwY cyt's2)

(26) J 1] VEUTY cugy exgtVeprtasyi

@ Ny "VF LY cungy ergtVepntsSyR
Uqde UT go gxeVepriaSyl

(35) 30" Sump, Typ.




