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Native Americans for a Clean
Environment Client Council

ATTN: Ms. Jessie Deerinwater
Route 2, Box 51-B
Vian, Oklahoma 74962_.

Dear Ms. Deerinwater:

This is in response to your recent letter (undated) to Mr. Samuel J. Chilk,
Secretary of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). In your letter, you
requested page II-10-2 of the amendment application for the Sequoyah Facility,
License No. SUB-1010, Docket 40-8027. Upon investigation, I find that a page
is not missing, Kerr-McGee (KM) misnumbered the pages.

Regarding your request that we prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
related to the proposed expansion of the KM plant, we are currently preparing
an Environmental Assessment on the KM proposal. If this assessment indicates
the need for an EIS, one will be prepared. This procedure is consistant with
the National Environmental Policy Act.

As to your request for a copy of KM's application for renewal, this document
can be obtained from the Local Public Document Room at the Sallisaw City
Library. Also in your letter, you requested details of the " Reactor" mentioned
in the application. As I indicated to you during our recent telephone conver-
sation, the " Reactor" for the UFs to UF facility is a chemical reactor not a4
nuclear reactor. In this vessel (termed a reactor), UFs (a gas) reacts with
hydrogen from cracked ammonia to form UF , a solid.4

In regard to your comment on the cost of decommissioning, the estimated $500,000
for decommissioning the UFs to UF4 facility is being evaluated as part of our
review of the KM application and from what we know of this proposed facility,
it appears to be reasonable. In your letter you also cited the General
Accounting Office's (GAO) comments concerning the decommissioning of nuclear
facilities. NRC has proposed a regulation change to address the GA0's concerns.,

' In the interim, starting in 1977, we have required major fuel cycle licensees,
j such as the Sequoyah Facility, to provide plans and an estimated cost for decon-

taminating the facility at the end of plant life. KM's decommissioning plan for
the Sequoyah facility has been incorporated as a condition of the license.,

I' This condition requires KM to decontaminate the facility so that it can be re-
leased for unrestricted use. In 1979, KM estimated the cost of decommissioning

i
the facility at approximately $2,500,000 and KM has committed to make these

l funds available for decommissioning at the end of plant life. This commitment
was also incorporated as a condition of the license.
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Ms. Jessie Deerinwater 2
JUll 71985

Regarding your comments as to the type of hearing and what was stated in the
newspapers,.as you are surely aware,.the media at times, errs. The Commission
is currently reviewing your petition for a hearing and at this writing, no
decision has been made as to what type of hearing will be convened. Whatever
the type of hearing, all interested persons with standing will have an opportunity
to participate.

Sincerely,

Original Signed By:
W. T. Crow

W. T. Crow, Acting Chief
Uranium Fuel Licensing Breach
Division of Fuel Cycle and

Material Safety, NMSS
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Mr Sanmel J Chilk
( >

U.S.N.R.C.
Secretary of the conus. g gg g _cp

-

Wouhington, D.C. 20555 :
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Deer Mr Chilk, I g.

I uns advised by a Mr. Ponner sad Mr Alan Bates thait I .-
ri
dneeded to write you and give you additional inforfantion

'

or &nerequest for a public hearing on, the application f-

40 -8027i Uran .

Sequoysh Feo111ty Liaenae Sub-1010 Dooket

afluoride to Uranium Tetrafluroide Processing Plant, dated Jan.
Firat let me say,. thet alihough your off too seat me2, 19 85 >;

e copy of this applica tion, page II.10-2 is missing,. would you j
I

see thzt it is sent to me alsof '

first requent is that an Enviromeental
f

On tha hearing, our

Impact Statement be done a.ocording to The National Environmentail
Then we will need a formal public hearing with all.

|
Policy Act.

h5 cise ' lives will be affected by this facility being given

Nak. This a+ction ( the expansion) will have non- .fo 3

? - %W.:. i
sequences that wf.11. be irreversible and therefore should be ex-

amined before it is built, not af ter. %
'f

I have read the Application for Am.endment and found tbs.t 1 ;' ~

the discussion of several_ issues simply state " additional in-
' formation on this subject will be found in the sequoysh Pacility

t i,
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Ap cenee Renewal SUS-1010 da.ted Septeinber 1982.* -
.

.. ,

Could you send us that document so that me may l'a up the ed-'

I
ditional informatio.nt i ~

| 7
y.

We have severeI. issues that must, he ,addPas,se, et the,heorieg,,
,,

d 'i
$

etails of.ore important one will be that we need to know th
-

r,

g

i the Basotor spoken of in the Application. Also, will want ;
,

to know why only $500,.000 is allotted for Decommidgioning, when ,

E
,

|
..

i $ pied to set ,, . y
k c.

it la our understanding that your organisation bas
L

guidelines that Nuoleer Reactor owners put up $10Cfa$111onfor g,

E. + w
] Decommissioning. If it will take a mininmun of $1(U mi ?

2

nuclear power plants, how is it possible that a at oleer -

*

'

essing plant could be cleaned' up for ) a million f It raises j
4 A

doubts in our mind According to the GAO, your organisation K
.

1
has been lax in this area,. and I quote;. "MRC, which has the:

*

I responsibility on the commerotal side, has not deYeloped coat ;
'

i estimates, accepta.ble methods,. or standards needed by industry l
! to plan decomraissioning or disposal of their facilities., NRC
] ha s not paid much attention to one of the biggest problems ths.t
i may confront the public in the future. tha t is,. who will pay
I the cost of decommissioning......

-U.S. General Accountig Office,'

1977
(

r .Your (U.S.N.R.C.) own policy on this shows us that h mill- '

' '

,

-|
TM ~ ~ +*p ; ,,

i nup;is a joke "The availability of adequate funds j',

:: re that decommissioning can be accomplished in a safe o
' ' he-

s ad 7mmuner and that lack of funds does not result in de- '!
lays i'n'~ decommissioning that may cause potential public health |

| and safety problems". ;

Robert Wood, " Assuring the Avsilshility of i*
lPunda for Decomgtissioning Nuclear

| Paoilitle e,. " NUREG-0504 1983:1 |
:
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I Nalise that your people and Kerr Mo0ee may be looking

i
.

at thisTiiiAde from a business point of view,, but we are not.. i-
.

'
y; .

we are property owners f.s thit area a people who went to re- ]

.
.

t.in it Whe.uty .nd us.bigty for .aur;rdture s. r tion, so .]
.,

therefore , we aswe a4oy.p. ed,_gr =poyiutitty or seeing tune 3.gN
-| tj

it does not become conteiminated beyord doe in our generation. A''

One 3mst point, it has been stated' in the papers here that a
!

-

'I a judge will possibly be appointed to review- bots aides (ours hj vs Kerr McGee 's) behind closed doore ard anske a deciad. h
, s"

i
if out any publia involvement This would be totally u j

:*

|n
able to our organizstion. This plant would affect the I

1

has to be open to. {;'| of all people in this ares and the, Eisering'

,

I the General Public with ]Q, decisions made behind closed doors.:
l We also waat anyone who would be affected by this plant to have
.

1 the right se ottisens to be able to speak a a- well se experts
'

I
J in the field.

L I sweit your written reply to this letter
s

!
l- D Sincerely 4 *

I >

" esit Deerinwater
irperson of'| NATIVE AMERICANS FOR A CIRAN

t ENVIRONMENT CLIENT COUNCIL'"

1 -

o c .oK. Legs,1 Services, ' Cherokee' Nettion;; PUBLIC CITIZEN, Seventh
..

Ok * Dept. of Health; Southwest Research and In-'e uenera tion Fund;:
formation Centert, Ok Water Resources Boardp assorted riewspapers;
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