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Ne s trenucusly objec t to the propos ed exemptien of Technet'.=-99
and icw-enriched uranium frc= licensing and regulation by the NRC.

'de are as tounded that this was published for ce=ent without
scheduling apublic hearing and urge that 70u ccn tene such a
hearing at the ecr11e st pos sible =cnen t.

The preposed amend =ent, if adcp ted, wculd c'.r c=vene the dose
limits established by the U.S. Environ = ental ?rctec-icn agenc7
for menbers of the public frc= the nucle ar fuel c7cle, now se:
at 25 n'llirens per year per persen. The materials, cent = inated
as part of the ec=ercial nuclear fuel enrichment progran, are
undeniably cc .penents of the fuel cycle; =creover, the " dilution"
r . . > , a ^ ' c " 'e*_ v *.t ~s "., s f e ~. . .. . . .~. . e .e1 '' .. - w* * .. ~ ~.. ~. ^.*_ c ac " "_ , e' '' ~ c
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=etals and incorporation into censu=er prcducts, ccnstitutes an
unauthorized untested method of Icw-level waste dispcsal, dose
limit s f or which have no t ye t be en s e t.

*de are aware that there are proceedings under wa7 regarding the
"cenfidence" in permanent radica ctive waste disposal .ethods.
As of this date, no accepted, licensed and prc=ul ated nethod6
for was te dispo sal, high- er low-level, exis ts; before it does,
there will have to be opportunity for full public participation,
including, as =andated by the National Envirennental ?clicy Act,
discussien of alternat'v es to the prc;csed action. Your precosal
to p ernit the dispersien of radioac tiv e =ets.ls f rc= the n'; clear
fuel cycle thus circumvents legal and ad=inistrative precedures

| se: down in Federal law; in ef fect, the :iRC woe.1d be permitting
a specified icw-level waste technique before technical anal 7 sis,
public participatien, and Tr.?A and w?ste ecnfidence proceed'.ngs
had been sa isf ac torily c e=p2e ted.

Until the abcve proposal regarding radioactive metals, as well as
the Three Mile Island II plant cleat up problem, is inccrporated into
the waste cc nfidence preceedings, there will be sero cenfidence in
7 cur Cc=issient s will er ability to face up to the waste problem.
Or is theabove proposed rule an ad:issien that there" is ne sclutien?
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