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Thank you for your letter dated May 20, 1981 on behalf of your constituent,
Miriam Hecht. concerning amendments now under consideration by the Nuclear

Regulatory Commission to exempt from

licensing and

tecr-et.ur 98 and low-enriched uranium as residual

smelted alloy.
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The resulting levels of contamination woulc be at or pel~w those of many
products commonly in use which contain traces of unenriched uranium. For
example, most building materials contain some traces of uranium (granite,’
4.7 ppm; cement, 3.4 ppm; by-product gypsum, 13.7 ppm). Denta! porcelain,
used in making fzlse teeth, has been found to contain from 10 to 990 ppm
uranium. The NRC upper limit for unimportant quantities of unenriched
yraniun is 500 ppm. There is essentially no difference in the nature of
the radiocactivity emitted from this unenriched uranium and the low-
enriched uranium being considered for exemption.

The NRC staff hes prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in
support of the proposed rule. Without the exemption thousands of tons

of government-owned nickel, copper, iron and steel scrap would have to be
disposed of as radioactive waste at substantial cost to the taxpayers. If
exempted, this metal could be smelted down and resold for in excess of
$40 million. Further, energy savings from recycle have been estimated at
- the equivalent of about 170,000 barrels of crude oil or 30,000 Mg of

coa'. By comparison with these benefits, the risk of cancer from release
and unrestricted use of the entire inventory of smelted alloy is estimated
to be considerably less than one. This means that it is highly unlikely
that the renrycled alloy would cause even one cancer in one person in the
total U.3. population.

Notice of the proposzd rule was made in the Federal Register and the
press on October 27, 1980. The comment period expired December 11, 1980.
Over 3,300 public comments were received. Comments wiil be reviewed and
addresses in the Final EIS before uny decision is made by the Commission
on promulgation of a final rule.

Your interest in this matter is appreciated.
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~Laritogn Kammerer, Director
¢« 0ffice of Congressional Affairs
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