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BLACK HILLS ALLIANCE

BOX 2508 RAPID \! DAKOTA 57709 605-342-5127

Februany 25, 1980

D.M. Gillen

u.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Waste Maragement, 483-SS
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Mr. /M. Gillen:

This Eut,tu constitutes the Black H{LLs Alliance's wiitten comments concerning
the scope 0f the propesed Dragt Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) neganding re-
newal o4 Fdew,Z Amenican Partners uranium mill License, SUA 667, Dccl"e/t No. 40-4492,
Gas HLLs Mining District, Fremont Co., Wyoming.

The scoping notice (45 Federal Registen 4487) states that "Federal American
Partnen's proposed plans call for the expansion of the mill process capacity grem
860 metric Zons of one (950 shont tons) per day Zo ¢,680 metric Zons of ore (2,950

dhont tons)] per day..
This {8 an increase in capacity of 2,000 short tons per day, or over 200%.

One t:’u’.ng {8 absc&ttdg clean with nespecet to this trhemendous {ncrease in
capacity: 2he ore will have to come 5~.cm somawhere. Presumably, Federal Ameaican
Partners Riows ,ckue this one will come from. FAFP theregore knows:

1. what area will be the subject of major surface disturbance grom minding;

2. what streams will bear significant additional sediment and pollution loads
{rom mining;

3. what airsheds will be subfect to additional pollutant Loads srom mining;

4. what highways, and what communities, will be subject to additional traffic
0§ 100 on more one thucks daily;

5., what communities will suffer the increased demand for housding, efectric and
as utilities, schools, and othen services necessary Lo serve the {ncreased numbers
£ mine and tuau:cztuur emplouvees, their dep sendents, and assoclated other popula-
won arowth;

¢+ QIO

6, what nadiclogical impacts Lo humany, plants and animals will result §rom
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the increased mining and transpontation o4 one, and

7. what efdect will mine dewatering have on area wells, undergreund and
surqace waten sustems.

HWilling has ne utility apart from minina. MiLLs cannot operate without core.

Any complete assessment of the envitoamental {mnacts ¢4 the m{LL expansion
therefore must inc™de the integrally related effects of minina and transportaticn
04 onre.

1t will not do fon this analysis to be perfunclory or superficial, At a
minimum, the following questions should be addressed:

1. UWheve will the {increased ore sup iy ~mg grom?
2. What new mines will be opened » survly *he expanded milL?
3. Uhat existing mines will be expandi

4, What amount of additional suriace disturbance will take nlace at these
mine sites?

5. What will the air qualitu {mwacts, both radiolegical and non-radiclogical,
04 the {ncreased mining be?

6, How will increased minina cverations agfect water quantity and quality of
area wells?

7. How will increased minina cperations afgect the quantity and quality o4
both surface and underground water sustems?

§. Wnat higmways w{ll be used for trucking one? What s thedin cavacity? Ate
they built to a nigh enouah standard Lo withstand this additional traffic?

9. How much additional electricity/matural gas will the exvanded mill use?
How much additional electricity/natural gas will the expanded mining cverations use?
How much electricity/natural gas will the resdidential and commencial development
associated with this growth use? What utilities will sunply this service? Do they
have excess capacity? What naw facilities must thew construet? How much will 2iis
cost ratenayers?

10, UWhat additional agricultural Land will be used fon incteased {ndustritd
and commercial development?
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11, what w28 the secio/economic impacts be on area communities aifected by
the increased mining activities?

12, What will the radiological {mpacts on human, wlant, and animal (beoth
uildlide and Livestock) Life be?

ALso, in Light of the fact that there are thaee othet uranium mills, numercis
mings, and heap Leaching operations within a 30 mife Radius o4 the FAP mill, the
cumulative radiclogical, ain quality, water quantity and gqualitu, socloeconomic
and other impacts must be assessed. 12 (s ridiculous, for examnle, Lo go fo great
Lenaths to caleulafz madiation exposure to cffsite individuals fon single mills
when (t 48 obuious that there are many mills, mines and uranium onerations 4in the
area. DL

The DEIS on the Gas H{LLs (Union Canbide) mile ind{icates EPA standards (40 CFR
190) will in one instance be exceeded by a factor of three. (p. 4-13)

The DEIS on the Snlit Rock M{LL, only 25-30 mifes away, profects compliance
with EPA standards "by a very s&im margin." [p. 4-19)

We have not even begun to consider radiological {mvacts from the Ufah Tnter-
national M{LL, 4xem the heap Leaching operations {n the area on §xrem the many Locak
mines. The cumulative impact of all these sources may be verw great. This DEIS
must consider Them.

We hove that the VRC will find these comments useful.

Sincerely vours,

V",T, ) ’ /:l;‘\/’q'y
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cumentation Dent.



