ivte 1, Sox 2
srovo, SD 57774
Jdecember 29, 1984

G, wWeyne iLerr, Director
Uffice of Liz=te Progrems
L.E. Nuclerr Feguletory Comuiscsion |
weshingtorn, D.C. 20555

Deagr Mr, lLerr:

As Cheirm-n of the Fell Rivaer Citizens iAgeinst The Nuclecr Dump, en
orgenizetion which represents vell over 500 Fall River County
residents, I em writing to express our concern about Chem-luclear's
proposed v ste gite.

ve supported Initietive ivo. 1, which wis pessed by en overwhelming
mejority cf South Dekots vcters, with 61 of 66 ccunties voting in
fevor o? the meesure. ressece of this initietive gives the voters
sl tevicde the power to decice if South uUekote joins with other states
10 uispcse of low-level nucle.r v.:ste end if the stete is the site

of & nucls'r waste du-r.

The only stirong support for .iem-i.ucleer is fuund in Zégemcnt, vhich
is locet:z. soven miles upvind of Ivloo (thersfire out of the cenger
zone for e.rborne recieticn). sdgzemunt vses v ter “rom the aeer

heddsor ¢..ifer, vhile much oI the rest o the county cezeris u

X1

'y shallov ' :.ls. Lut the run-o.7 7rum tre proocsec site dreing inio

Fiver.

~7proximec L:1y 70 pecple live 'iihir ercut wo miles of the proiused
siie, eni ¢ lerge percentege c: the rurel ropulcticn lives Govnwind
©f the sii2. These recple voi:ci cvervhelmirrly wgeinst the project.
These fec.c demonstrate th-t ilhere is sigrnificent oppositicn tc
establisni.g this type of e Gisposel site in this county.

«@ do not thi ¥ the propused site is geologicslly suite.le for e
weste dum-. we fsel eny kbnd o below-ground disposel is dangerous
beceuse tre conteminents eventuelly seep into the ground wester,
~lso, we -"elieve there ere othaer options to be considered.

«ny belp lu may be eble to givz us will be dzeply enprecieted.
Sincerel:,

/%m./. t%\‘(c./—»rw/

i0verd rer.ierson, Clre
<

i
\
|
the Cheye.: ¢ River, Leke Ueke, . issc.ri Fiver, end the  .isctise Z:oni
Tell Fiv-: vitizens
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