UNITED STATES SAFL
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISS!ON )
ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD PANEL

WASHINGTON, D C. 20858 ‘88 00T 18 P2:24
October 18, 1988
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.....

SERVEDOCT 148 1988
Bernard M, Bordenick. csq.

Office of the General Counsel

U, S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D, C, 20555

In the Matters of
ALL CHEMICAL ISOTOPE ENRICHMENT, INC.
(A1ChemIF Facility-1 CPDF)
Docket No, 50-603-CP/0L; ASLBP No, 88-570-01-CP/0L

and

ALL CHEMICAL ISOTOPE ENRICHMENT, INC.
(A1ChemlE Facility-2 Oliver Springs)
Docket No, 50-604.CP ASLBP No, 88-571-01.CP

Dear Mr. Bordenfck:

The Board is conducting reviews of the NRC Staff's Environmental
Assessments submitted on September 14, 1988, for the captioned
proceedings that are uncontested. As charged by the Commission the
reviews are being conducted in order to determine the adequacy cr the
NEPA assessments made by the Staff,

The Board has concluded that it needs additional information to
complete 1ts reviews, We are making a request for information at this
time, in advance of any hearing, in order to save time. To wait and
make these inquirfes at a hearing would only delay the proceedings.

The information requested is as follows:

With Respect to Faci:ity-!

1. (Page 2, 1im. 26) Why has the Staff not requested more explicit
information on feed material and processing rate so that it can perform
an analysis of material releases that will be applicable to AlChemlE's
Facility-1?7 What did Staff base its analysis on and why 15 1t deemed
"conservative"?

&, (Page 7, 1ine 27) When will the design of the portable feed carts
become available? Since the most serfous accident that could oceur
invelves the release of the toxic contents of a cylinder, would it not
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17 S0, what are they [f they have not been de
Id be before the facility coes into operation.

. (Page 27, line he question about emeraency plans given an
iccidental release of dimethylcadmium is also applicable an accidental
release of tin hydric & W Page 29, line |

29, >) The probility and

nsequences of an accident resulting from the transportation of aas
ylinders appears not to have been considered but should be

With Respect ¢t

the extent »he questions raised with respect to Fac
ipplicable to Fac ¢, they should also be arswered wit
Facility- [ ion, we have several different questio

! d be]

Paqge S the pressure in the cascade a
naintained sliant) tmospheric? In the event of an
release of a toxic g the cascade area, would it not b
intares f publi > to have the pressure within the

i less than ospheric?




Bernard M, Bordenick, Esaq. October 18, 1988

for Facility-1 1t was statea that "AlChemif has applied *** to TDHE for
an air permit." Coes this mean that AlChemlE has an application for
Facility-1 pending but hHas not vet submitted an application for
Facility-2? 1f so, when does AlChem(F expect to submit its application
for a permit for Facility.2? 7, (Page 25, 1ine 20) Why doesn't
AlChemIE attempt to make specific estimates of the release fraction from
Fac111ty-2 so that the Staff's assessment can be more specific that
merely stating the the release fraction from Facility-2 "may be higher"
because of the hicher vapor pressure of some of the process materials
ang the "1ikely" greater number of cyclinder connections and number of
cascades in operation at one time?

It would be helpful to rave the information regJested and Staff's
estimates of the envirormenta) effects as soOn as practicable in advance
of hearing,

Very truly vours,

frnT /4. /’“Tz'

Morton B. Marqulies, Chairman
Administrative Law Judge

cc: Service List




