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Ce r. regarty Dear Mr. Secretary: \ c,,
Var CArr cr A
Jenn C. Dunu
John A.I m The American Mining Congress (AMC), through

$E its Uranium Environmental Subcommittee, filed withg
Pme Casseia:e the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on October 14,
YcM"$"" 1980, a pccition for reconsideration and revision of

the radiation protection standards of 40 CFR Part 190%
J. Ah om'm. Jr. with respect to uranium mills. In that petition, we
sae and r- requested a stay of the effective date of the standard

. " "*? ' D** for mills, which is presently December 1, 1980, pending
" " " " EPA's consideration of our recuest. Simultaneously,

^

.[y.El"$;|;[d' we filed copies of the petition with the Nuclear
*Gec ge B. Manrx, New York Regulatory Commission (NRC) and requested a stay of
Na".M"S".gwn. K>. enforcement and implementation of 40 CFR Part 190.
P. Malomnoff New York As of this date, neither agency has acted on the

*oaries F. Barber, se York

Ehen Host m, Cbela;g respective requests.
0;es Bennett Jr., Ciescland

D r$.137sd.fwa As recounted in our petition and in previous
* John ^. tm. Dense NRC staff comments, EPA's radiation protection standards

Robert %. Hutton, Cacenwd . . . . . . .

Renard A. unon. sor.hbrook. u. are ceficient in a number of respects. These deficiencies
J.E. Yates. P:ttsburgh are highlighted by substantial new data developed since
E.B. Imennr.g. Jr., PhSaJeMua . .

George E. Atwood, Ta:sen the promulgation of the regulation in January 197 /.

*%E Bag In substance, our petition and your comments demonstratep 9
F.C. Froft. Jr., New York that the radiation protection standards are neither
,Kg) g g 8h cost-cffective nor practicable. Further, NRC's Final
sarnuei K. sm!. Cbeiano GEIS on uranium tallings demonstrates that controls

,

$3 TgQ%'g necessary to meet 40 CFR Part 190 will effect only risks
,

, ,

Duras A. Holmes Woodchff lake. N.J. assoClated With radon and even this effect will be
'gpgnd'sa" 'E" Co minimal. Moreover, the final GEIS indicates that youC

.

A.M. wason, san rranasco realize the risks associated with"4.0;CER Part 190 doses
H U'"gp C are too insignificant to quantify. ,

*
,

t The:nas D. Barrow. Stamford
Ca>ggpy Despite these glaring deficiencies, NRC is now

Robert y. Andenon, Cheland Considering amendments to 10 CFR 20 to adopt by reference

*$d canQ EPA's radiation protection standards. This was announcedr
7

Hugn w. Esans. Owago in the Federal Register of April l',, 1980 (45 Fed. Reg.26072)

UglQ$")7.B'@ However, NRC cah not incorporate'40 CFR Part 190 into its
Wate E. Oustennan Jr.. oauand regulations without a formal determination that EPA's

*M(R . radiation protection standards are practicable. g
Rrtunorc B. Galbreath. Tulsa ].

+Raymo-d E. sa! sat Ft. lauderdale -)
+Herbe t C. Jackson. Cbaard
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Dear Mr. Administrator: g g i2 @ P 10
"''"*'

Ottitt CI %gaggy
- -r,mr cm.uw '

Charles F. Fcsan> RE: Request for Stay of Effective ggce

g',g, Date of Radiation Protection q, roch
Standards for Uranium MillsJohn A. um #

Rach E. BaSey N f
~

D'O" The American Mining Congress (AMC), throu i

Dad M. Rodenck its Uranium Environmental Subcommittee, filed with
"" your agency on October 14, 1980, a petition for

reconsideration and revision of the radiation pro-J. A:Im o,inon, Jr.

same nf r,miw tection standards of 40 CFR 190 with respect to
HmrY D*"*^k uranium mills. In that petition, we requested al
De stay of the effective date of the standard for

,{J Potts. gna;P mills, which is presently December 1, 1980, pending
f

' George B. Munroe, New York your Agency's Consideration of our petition. The
@sgH purpose of this letter is to renew our request for,g
P. Malomoff, Ses York a stay and to ask that such action be taken no later

' Charles F. Brber. New York than November 14, 1980.
Eton Hoyt m. Oceand
Otes Benner., Jr., Cbtiand

g(C. As demonstrated in our petition, a number ofNew k
,,

* John A. u m. Den n deficiencies undermine the feasibility and enforce-
R "" ability of 40 CFR 190. These deficiencies are

d A. E
J.E. Yaus, Pmturgh highlighted by substantial new data developed since

the promulgation of the regulation in January 1977.
E o T

"Rabh E. BaGey. Stamford The purpose of our petition is to seek, through the
regulatory process, a workable standard for millsPa % wk

g c.
K.E. MdJha: an. Pmturgh that is both cost-effective and environmentally

3*"hD*Mfcw"*$w sound. If the rulemaking proceedings are reopened,
,,, 3
Norman J. Tram, um Angenes AMC's Uranium Environmental Subcommittee vill partici-
NAYoindDEr take. s.J. pate with the intent of achieving this goal.

1

'Pme Gousriand. Grecriwd
i

| $ * hSt^he y M C'> At this time, we strongly urge you to stay
Robert H. Quenon, SL Louis the effective date of 40 CFR 190 pending your con-

MD$$nrad sideration of our petition. A stay of sufficient
1 Frank A. McPhenon, Ouahoma Cuy duration to permit your Agency's Careful Consideration
i gffQ^"*"c;&na of our petition will harm neither the government nor-

'caan A. Carapeec. Jr.. Chwo the public interest. However, allowing 40 CFR 190

| $, gT' . BethienemM"
to become effective on December 1, 1980, will result

| Robert M. M.:Cann in substantial and immediate harm to uraniun processors

w%G | because a number of mills will be unable to Comply.R

*CM M. Rodenck, Puisburgh
Wdham M Troutman. Gevelard
Rchmond B. Galbrea:h, Tulsa

i
'

1Raymond E. SaNati. Ft. Lauderdale
tHerbert C. Jackmrt, Cbeiand .

I tlan Ma:Gregor, Greewd
,

i 'Eucuove Commrrice
fHanorary
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N') "LhAh 1717 H Street, N.W. ''
Curies F. Fogarty Washington, D.C. 20555 '.

M 'N iT'i sme cw
M7 Dear Mr. Chilk:
Rath E. P.aDey

@cQ7 On this date he American Mining Congress
Dmd M. Roderk on behalf of the uranium mining industry hns filed
N.T. Cama with the Environmental Protection Agency a petition
@% ;,. for reconsideration and revision of the radiation

protection standards for nuclear power operationsw,,y m_
Hen I. Dworcak now codified in 40 CFR 190 (1980). A copy of the
Dirwie letter of transmittal to the Administrator together
CJ. Poce. Ind;ana. Pa. with three copies of the petition and its supporting

*N.T. Ca=ca. Greenth -

documents are enclosec.'Gearre B. Munroe New York .

Roturt H. ALen Houmon
Storse Barke Jr texmston. Ky' The standards of 40 CFR 190 are effectiver..s e iT. b Ycrk

' Charles F. Ba:ter. New York for uranium mills on December 1, 1980. Because
Eton Hcot E. Cleveland
c;es Bennen. Jr cociand the Nuclear Regulatory Commission is responsible

agC. g,. g or eMpemen M 40 m m, we also regenp ,y ord ,

John A. Lm. Denver that this agency stay enforcement and implementation

HQ of this regulation pending EPA's consideration ofR % m

gd
J.E. Ya es. Pmburgh the petition and any Judicial review of that cgency's

,

E.B Lc.sennns. Jr Phaade@ia ultimate decision.Carrge E. Atwood. Ticon
=Ra@ E. BaGey Scamford

@ $Q,N'y*1'k The AMC requests this relief for the reasons
K.E. McElha=an. Pmburgh stated in the petition, namely: that new scientific
(haggT1 and technical data available since promulgation of
Norman J. Trms. ta Anscies 40 CFR 190 indicate that the standards are unwarranted
J in either envircnmental or publ..c health terms andgg,*g73,,,PoodchfT lake. NJ.'

'Purre Goussetand. Gramxh are impract1 Cable and unachieva: ale at reasonable
,

C" costs, and that -- in any event -- the original record
% ,% @ y g".Louu|

Robert H. Quenon. St supporting the standards is fatally defective.
'

Pak F. Cox. Denver
Thomas D. Banow. Stamford
Frank A. McPherson. Oklahoma Cityt

| W.A. GnfTch. Wanacz, Id.
! Robet F. Anderson. Cleveland
l 'CaNtn A. CampbefL Jr.. CNcago

Harry M. Conser. San Francisco
Hugn W. Evans. CNcaso

f.
. Continued .Robert M. McCann Bethlehen . .
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Please forward our request to the Comialssion and
advise Larry A. Boggs of my staff and Anthony Thompson of
Hamel, Park, McCabe &'Saunders, outside counsel for AMC in
this matter (see address below), of any action taken.

Prompt attention to our request will be appreciated.

Si cerely,

A
,

J. Allen Overton, r.

President

cc: Douglas M. Costle
Administrator
Environmental Protection Agency

Allen C. B. Richardson
Office of Radiation Programs
Environmental Protection Agency

,

Edward A. McCabe, Esquire
Anthony J. Thompson, Esquire
Hamel, Park, McCabe & Saunders -

1776 F Street, N.W., Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20006

Attorneys for the
American Mining Congr5ss
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