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Jan. lQ, l979

Thomas Ippolito,
Nuclear Regulatory Covmission
'iash ngton, D.C.

Dear E. Zppolito:

Th's is in reference to the plans of Niagara mohawk
rad oac ive waste solidification and incinorator at
unit. ':ie believe there are many gro~>ds - including
is untested and that NRC staff have many unanswered
for opposing this incin rator.

Power Corp. to construct a
their Vine l9.le Point l
the fact that this system
questions about the system-

One mpor ant aspect has apparently 'caen overlooked Ml".pl('ust Vow R.d;,!here
h's incinerator fits into the ormulation of Federal policy on .adioactive waste

disposal. The acts of compacting and incinerating low-level wastes constitute a
de acto waste disposal technolo~; in effect Niaga"'a mohawk would 'o decid i.g
on and i-.plementing a disposal technology completely outside the purview of those
:ederal agencies now debating the technical and environmental merits of a wide
spectrum of disposal technologies and options. Not the le'st of this is the fact
that U.S. ":PA has recently puolished for comment its oroposed criteria for waste
disposal, and many organizations and agencies have already expressed the opinion
that no part'cular waste ti.chnology, med'm or s" te 'o imple...ented until these
criteria have oeen discussed, rev" sed and ~>gaily prom'gated. lt would seem highly
'mprnper if not illegal "or the NRC to permit a waste incinerator to go into oper-
ation not only outside the egal NAPA processes but outside the lengthy complex
processes begs by the Interagency Review Group on ':ias e lianagement to 8ev~loo
a national waste policy. Ad hoc,unilateral, unreviewed decisions by private uiil-
'ties to dispose of wastes cannot be tolerated under the circumstances.

h'e bel'eve the above arguments are compelling r =sons for haltina the ilia=„ara
.aloha:<<plans and ~ostponing any ac.ion on the incinerator until the compl~tioa
o+ ithe r quired legal, administrative and political processes that must precede
decisions cn waste treatment and disposa'~ anB we urge that VRC use its au h-
oriMy to deny the Niagara .'ioha;;-k ap"-~'" t. on.
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