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0ur office.is in receipt of your June 6 1989 letter to Russel] wlse
_the occurrence of faulting at the Crow Butte SIte.; As you are aware, “our;

technical personnel revaewed your previou ‘and 11kew15e ;
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i In your June .6 :letter, you have made other- p01nts concerning Mr. Elliot S
», report the chemistry associated w1th uranium deposxtion and hydrologic testing
uit: o .

We believe that you are 51ncere in. your concern”over potentlal ground-water
‘contamination associated with uranium recovery. efforts. - Likewise, our
echnical staff ‘has i

y ghtt
, " At that time his "alternate geologic ji, L
interpretation" was, eviewed by. the Comm1551on staff. This review as. we]l as
other, lnformation result d i omm1551on ‘reevaluating the hydrogeological .
environment at the site. GOur reViewlconcluded that adequate”;onfinement LU
appeared to exist ~This 'was later confirmed by’ 'successful operation of the '
pilot facility as well. as additional hydrologica] testing, which. took place in . . 5

latter years,

_ The mode of uranium deposition at the site is not an issue that the Commission
. has decided to. pursue. We understand that several types of deposition have
'been theorized.. A roll-front deposition controlled by oxidation/reduction '
:~boundaries s commonly known to exist in this general area; however, this does
_'not indicate that it is.the only deposition environment to-exist at the site.
-Similarly, structurai control could be a: responsible for the uranium deposition
‘at the site. “Environmentally acceptabie mineability of the deposits has 1ittle .
" to do with.either of these modes of deposition, but with the contrasting ”} S0
hydrauiic conductivity of .the various geological units, To verify the - _%_
existence of confinement hydrological testing of the site was performed
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'testing These instruments as well as the. data collected represent el
state-of-the-artutechnology The data indicate: that no detectable leakager
exists across the aquitard.: Therefore. we : have no reason to- telieve that'
~aining solutions will migrate out of the zone {

ln order to verify ‘this. conclusion weﬂare*requiring that - Ferr.
“nonito%“qe}Js fn the overlying aquffe"wﬁr‘ wells. Skl b entrallyv]ocated
: vitnfngeach production unit to dete ;4 1iexcursio ‘ i

: addftional aquifer testing has been p

. application;' i

'Our office did not’ pursue determfning the presence or absence ‘of faulting at fﬁ

‘the site, but sufficiently stressed the geological unlts to determine it
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'"eoﬁs‘der tion anﬁﬂéoncern;asﬁoéfated,uitn

Russ wise. Rlv
Senator Scofield
sAL Ludvlg, EPA -
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