» /{0/4’

-

Unitea >tates of Amer Ca

hNuciear Keauiatory Commission

Shiriey Ann Jackson. Chairman. ET. AL.
wWashinagton. D.C. <U5%5-00Ul

Uctober z4. 1996
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DOCKET NU.t(5)
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MEMORANDUM AND ORLDEE.
U.S. ENRICHMENT CORPOKRATION

CLI=-Y6-lu

(Paducah. kKentucky and Plketon.
vhio), CLI-96-10
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kKeceipt ot Memorandum and Order in the apbove-rerterenced
matter by me on Uctober 23. 1996 requires mmediate response
to the Nuclear kegulatory Commission. | submit the
tollowing:

1. Denial ot eligibility status ot petitioners py the
Commission to seek review on the Nuclear keaulatory
Commission S8 tindings published 1n rederal reglister notice
ot September 19. 1996, Docket No.(8) 70-7UUl: Tu-ruue.
Notice ot Certification Decision tor U.s. Encrichment
Corporation To Uperate Gaseous Dittusion Flants and Finuing
ot Nho Signiticant [Impact. FR/Vol. 61l. No. ib3. pp 4¥o0u-
4Y36Z puplishea i1n Memoranaum and Orger CLI-yo-iu., sServea on
gctober I8, lY¥Yo 18 pased upon "tallure to meet tne
conditions. . .tor the tiling or a petition tor review,

The Commission S getermination 1S pbased upon terms set rortn
in 10 C.F.E. Section 76.62 (c). The Commission appears to
nave set torth terms ot administrative procedure that exceed
Its autnority: the pre-emption or tederal |aws governina the
rignts ot Interested parti:es and citizens rrom
participation. 1 refer to APA Section 553 (e) which states
that "any" c¢itizen or "interested person’ nas the rignt o
petition tor the issuance. amenament. Or repeal 0t a ruie.

The actions of the Commission in this matter appear Lo pe
inconsistent with 1ts own reluctance to act outsiae
regulatory or statutory authority In other matters as Iin:
August 29. 1996 response by Chairman. Shirley Jackson to
July 2. 1996 request for technical assistance submitteq DOy
Carl Lischeske. Manager ot the Low-Level kadiovactive waste
Program tor the California Department of Heaith sServices
(DHS). Chairman Jackson cleariy acknowledges |imitations to
NRC authority to intecspret and Impiement tegQeral [evel |aws
in other matters. It would also seem reasonabie ana
appropriate to assume that the Commission woulia De reqgquired
to implement teceral leve| laws consistent with [etier.
intent. and interpretation.
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Tour suacestion that NkC advise LUl that the

geve lopment ot Ward Valley 18 strictiy within

the purview ot the NkC and i1ts Aareement States
does not take INto account the tact that NkL
authority andg expertise to interpret ana impiement
the AEA (Atomic Energy Act) and tne LLkWFA (Low-
Level Kaaloactive Waste Policy Act) dQoes not extena
to Feceral law on public land transter. Consequentiy
we have taken no position on DUl legal authority in
this regard. (LLWNOTES Voiume 1l. Numper o, August~
Septemper l¥yo., "NRC Chairman: No NEC Authority re
Land Transter." ©. 5.)

Wouid the Commission please cite the statute or teqeral law
which provides authority to the Commission to preclude any
person., interested party., and-or citizen from tull
participation in agency tindings pubiicly noted in the
tederal register.

2. NRC Memorandum and Order CLI-96-10 of Uctober 8. l¥¥o
18 contradictory to NRC Notice ot September 1%. 1%¥o which
was mailled directiy by the NRC to me with the tollowing:

TOU: All persons Interested in Certitrication Ot sate
uperation ot Gaseous [Diftusion Plants (Attacnment #./

1t haraly seems consistent or loaical tor the NKC to proviae
mall notice to Interested parties ot opportunity to petition
and to later cetermine that the level ot Interest (s not
sutticient to reguire agency response when the rignt to
petition the CommisSsSion 1S exerciseaq.

3. Lommission criteria ot SubmisSsion either orai or written
comment to NkC Quring certitication proceedinas., as staleq
previousiy. appears to lack tull impiementation Ot riants
grantea In tegeral (aw. However., even by the LCommissicn S
iimited interpretation in Memoranaum ana Final urdec
CLI=-96-1U. NkC received written comment trom me reqaraing
NRC Finding ot No Signiticant Impact (FUNSI) in lvyv4 DYy rax
and mai! on transter trom U.S. Department of Eneray (DLUE/
oversignt to NRC oversiant which 18 the pasis tor ail otner
NRkC actions in the above-reterenced matter. (Enciosure 3o/

My i1nterest i1n this matter can also pe documented Dy my
receipt ot comments made by DOE trom the NkC nocument
contractor. Peter M. Coons Company sent to me on June i5.
1994. Flease note that payment tor the regquested aocuments
was made by me personally which indicates a |evel Ot
persconal interest by tinancial i1nvestment Or my OWnD.
C(Enciosure #3)



Flease aisu noie that comments were Submittea py me to ro
on Envicrcomental keview tor Kenewai Ot uperating Licenses
tor Wuc.ear rower Filants. S50 C.F.K. 47VUilp. Qocketea DY WKL
as commnent numpers (37 and lag. (Enclosure #4, L naraiy
seems reasonabie or iogical tor the NkC to geny status or a
petiticoner i(gentiried oy the NEC as an interesteq party wno
nas suomitted comments on the SuppoOrting document 1or aqency
action (FUNsl’ reterenced above, and on agency actions wnicn
girectly and indirectiy arrtect production operations ot the
Fortsmouth Gaseous [Dlrffusion Plant., Certitrication ana
tindina of No Sianificant Impact (FONSI)> ot the Compliance
plan prepared by DUE and submitted by USEC represent actions
on the TOTAL CERTIFICATION PROCESS OF THE Twu GASEuUUS
DIFFUSION PLANTS (emphasis added).

Also Commission regulirement that interested parties attenc
specitic nearinas and submit comments on SPECIFIC ACTIulo
ONLY 1n the total certification process would appear to
imply that the CommisSsion nas allccated tunding to assist
interested parties |h meeting aaency requirements. Loes tne
agency have tunding avaliaple to ass|st nterested parties
In trave| expenses to attend reguired meetinas. travei to
publ i¢ document rooms and obtain coplies required tor

wel l-consiqered written comment? The Portsmouth NkC FupiicC
Feading kRoom (PRU/J 18 |ocated Some ©U miles travel. a
gistance somewhat tarther than the P smouth vaseous
Uitrusion FPlant located 1n Piketon., “:ke county or unio.

4. USEC submittea initial certitication appiication to ko
on April lg, 1¥¥5 with requests ftor public comment. Jpon
receilpt ot letter or May 5., 1995 trom NEC inaicating that
the 1nitlal appiication did not contain enougn INTtormat . on
to agaress C.F.xk. Part 7o, 1 contacted U3EC py poth mai: ana
te | epnone requesting more detalled Inrormation at my own
expense in oraer to be able to orréer i1ntormed comment to
NEC., [ received no intormation trom USEC other than written
response that no (ntormation would pbe provigea Lo me.

Specitic requirements ot prior participation or agency
actions would seem to reguire considerapie cumuiative
expense and time by interested parties to avold exciusion
trom participation and pre-emption ot legal riants py tne
commission as reterenced [n CLI-96-10,

5. Commission Memorandum and Order ot Uctober io, l¥yvo.

CLI-%1-10 states: “USEC or any person whose interest may pe
artected. . .were ellalble to file a petition witn the
commission within 15 days atter publication o: tne

Uirector 8 gecision." Since United States Encichment

Lorporation 1s packed by United States Treasury Bonds Al
FERSON WHUSE INTEREST MAY BE AFFECTED temphasis addec.) wWouia



incluge poth citizens or the United 3States and taxpayers ot
the Uniteq States, Evidence ¢t citizenship and tiling ot
income tax returns can be provided to the LCommiSsion tor
veritication, it requested, to substantiate my status as a
gualitieqa petitioner 1n both respects apove-reterencea.

Filease note that "|etter dated October 3. l¥¥o. Diana
Sali1sbury’ was sent via the United States Fostal service.
priority mail ON OUCTOBER 3. 1996 (emphasis added) trom tne
Sardinia. Gnlo post office. Customary priority mall
gelivery time trom the Sardinia post otrice to wasningion,
D.C. i8s next gay or two day delivery. Amenament to petition
ot Uctober 4, 1Y96 was sent via priority mail on Jctoper 4.
1996 to the Commission from the pecst otrice |ocated 1n
Georgetown, Uhio with customary dellvery ot next day or two
day delivery. NEKC docketing time procedures are not known
to me. Mrs. Colley s petition dated Septempber 3U. lyYo was
docketed on (ctober 4. 1996 which would indicate rour qay
mail and docketing time. Mark Donham ana Kristi Hanson
submitted a petition cdated October 2. 1990 whith was
docketed on Uctober 9, 1996 which indicates a seven day
aocketing time, Docketing time on my corresponQence ot
October 3. 1996 ana October 4, 1¥96 indicates docketing time
ot tour and tive days respectively.

It 12 also my understanding that |f information directed to
a tederal agency during federal register notice and response
period containg sianiticant data, appropriate agency
response |S required.

o

5, NEC threshoid matters addressed as Petitioners
Eligibility to Petition tor Review states the "USEC or any
person whose interest may be atfected." as one category ANU
emphasis adged "who had submitted comments in response Lo
prior teceral register notice under lU C.F.k. dection 7o.37.
or provicded oral comments at an NERC meeting heia on the |
application or compilance plan under lU C.F.k. Section |
76.3%." as a secondg category tor eliaipbility. The |
grammatical Structure ot two categories tor rignt to |
petition., Set Ottt Dy commas. consistent with proper

grammatical structure uses the plural verp "are” elilQipie O

tiie. It woula appear that NEC has created two Caleqorles

ot eliQibliity by 1t8 specitic wording. ANy person wnose

interest miaht artected has been sStated by the Commission as

appiying to USEC,

6. It 18 my understanding that USEC MAY «EMPHASIS AUDED) pe
subiect to Price-Anderson Act which proviaes subsiay with

4



tedgeral QO lars tor i1nsurance. Any person whose interest
FAY (empnasis acged.) pe attected, InN My peliet, WOUIQ appiy
to U.5. taxpavers who provide the source ot tederal tunds.
7. The Unitea states Department ot Eneray (LUE) nhas
historically 1gentitled health and environmental lmpacts to
resigents witnin a titty miie radius ot tne two Gaseous
Dittusion Flants as directly attected parties, Unaer
“Summary Ut Caiculated Doses and Health Errects.” trom
HISTORICAL KADIONUCLIDE RELEASES FROM CUKKENT DUE FACILITIES
ot May 1988, UR-8%0, radiation dose |18 caiculatea to aue
ertfiuents and packaround. Much discussion concerning
whether measurement should calicuiated (n road miies versus
alr miles. and whether measurement sShould pDegin trom center
Ot the tacllity versus outside boundaries ot tacllity in
guestion has historically occurred regarding DUE ana tormer
DOE sites, Regardless ot method ot calculation and assuming
measurement to pe by the most |imited derinition ot tirtly
road miles taken from the center of the tacliity, my nome (S
located well within the fifty mile radius cetrinea by DUE to
pe directiy attected by emissions trom the FPortsmoutn
Gaseous Dittusion Plant tacllity in Plketon. uhio, (dection
of map. Source: Uhio Department of Transportation, witn
scale in road miles provided, enclosure #5) LUE uses Lhe
same SU mile radius to detine directly atrrected popuiations
In August 1995, URAFT WASTE MANAGEMENT PROUGEAMMATIC
ENVIRUNMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT. DOE,EI3-ucuu-D.

AS & resigent living within S0 miles or operations oOr tne
Fortsmoutn GDP, I am a person whosSe (nterests may pe
artecteq by certitication of USEC py NEC anc rinding ot Ko
slgniricant impact concerning the compllance pian supmitted
py USEC.

Host., Dut Not aill resigents, living alona 3traiant creekx
(Mmarked tor reterence on map enclosure #5) are within a
titty miie radius ot the Portsmouth GDF wniie aii resiaents
living along 3ycamore Run are within the titty miie raaius.

8. AS an interested party in the preservation ot Great
Serpent Mound in Adams County ot Chic, my interests Al
(emphas|s aqded, pe attected, directly and inairectiy. oY
the Comm:ssion s approval ot the compliance plan and rinaing
of No Slanitficant [mpact in the above-reterenced matter. It
woula appear that by tamily line ot descent trom previous
private "owners' ot Great Serpent Mound. I aliso nave an
interest.

For the above-| isted reasons, and with appropriate
consideration tor tull public participation i1n CommisSsion
proceedings, | respectfully reguest that the Lommission
reconsiger its Memoranaum and Orcer ot Uctoper 1B. l¥vo,

-]
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CLI-96-10 and review the petition ot Uctober 3. 19Y¥e ana
amenament ot Uctober 4. 1996,

Respecttully submxtted. .

%——4‘/ (‘/(“"1.4,’[‘
a dalisbury

TULlY Ashricdae Arnheim koad
sSardinia. unio 45171
(513) 440~-3135 telephone and tax

cc: United States Civil Riagnts Commission
utrice or tne Uhio Attorney General

Attacnments enc|osed

Leiivered this <c4th day of uctober by racsimiie Lransmission
to the huclear keaulatory Commission. washington. D.C..
Uttice Ot the Uirector., (aUl) 415-71lvyZ2 teiephone, (ouil)
415-5370 racsimi e
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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D.C 20565-0001

September 19, 1996

10: A1l Persons Interested in Certification of Safe
Operation of Gaseous Diffusion Enrichment Plants

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF INITIAL CERTIFICATION DECISION
FOR GASEOUS DIFFUSION ENRICHMENT PLANTS

In accordance with the Energy Policy Act of 1992, the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) has issued its initial certification decision for the United
States Enrichment Corporation to operate the two gaseous diffusion plants
located near Paducah, Kentucky, and Piketon, Ohio. The NRC intends to assume
regulatory jurisdiction over these plants from the Department of Energy (DOE)
on March 3, 1997, after a transition period. During this period DOE will
retain oversight of the plants.

Enclosed is a copy of the Federal Regi.ter Notice containing the certification
decision, and describing the opportunity for certain persons who provided
comments to NRC during the certification process to submit a petition for
Commissic review of the decision. Any petitions must be submitted within 15
days of publication of the Federa! Register Notice.

Copies of the proposed Certificates of Compliance and supporting documentation
are available in the Commission's Public Document Room in Washington, D.C.,
and the Local Public Documents Rooms in Paducah, Kentucky and Portsmouth,
Ohio. Unless the Commission grants any petition or otherwise acts within 60
days of publication of the Federa! Register Notice, the certification decision
will become effective and final.

Questions may be directed to the NRC Enrichment Branch in Washington, DC at
(301) 415-7192.

Sincerelvy,

,r,«‘ F ’-/.'//.,'; »/,/’/ (‘ (// [(\
»
John W. N. Hickey, Chief
Enrichment Branch
Division of Fuel Cycle Safety
and Safeguards

~
L

Enclosure: Federal Register Notice
Docket Nos. 70-7001 & 70-7002
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Ms. Diana Salisbury

Political/Legal Action Committee Chair
Serpent Mound/Ohio Brush Creek Coalition
7019 Ashridge Arnheim Road

Sardimia, OH 45171
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The Secretary of Energy DOCKETED
Washington. DC 20585 USHIC
B4 AN 13 A4S

Apri) 12, 1994

OFF.V[L' S""’I ol
DCCKEI ‘ |

- -

-

Mr. Samuel J. Chilk

Secretary

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission e
Washington, D.C. 20555

ATTN: Docketing and Service Branch

Dear Secretary Chilk:

Enclosed are the Department of Energy’s comments on the Proposed
JOCFR76, Regulation of Gaseous Diffusion Enrichment Plants. We
have provided general comments on the Supplementary Information in
addition to proposed text changes in the rule. Text changes are
provided by section including the current text, proposed text, and
the justification for the proposed change.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact
Dr. Norton Haberman, Acting Director, Office of Uranium Programs,
at 30]1-903-4321].

S1ncere|y

sy <///

Daniel A, Dreyful
Acting Director {7
Office of Nuclear Energy

Enclosure

:ag.l 13% 940412
19 S9FR6ETIR PDR 05,/ 0
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMILS $10N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20665600 1

OFFICIAL BUSIMESS M
PENALTY AGR PRIVATE @8E, $300

DIANA SAL [SBUKY
7019 ASHRIDGE ARNi: » <
SARDINIA  Ow 457,
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY QOMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C ZQ““M
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PENALTY FOR PRIVATE USE. $300

UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20856 000
OFFICIAL BUSINESS
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Docketing & Service Branch
Office of the Secretary

of the Commission

We have recelved your recent cormespondence regarding the subject referrad (o betow.
Please be advised that your correspondence has been lorwarded for consideration by the
Cormymission. Thank you for your interest

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW FOR RENEWAL OF OPERA

ICENSE

EDERAL REGISTES S6FR4
JMMENT DATE  O8/Ut
OMMENT NUMBER

Docketing & Service Branch
Office of the Secretary
of the Commiesion

We have received your recent correspondence regarding the subject referred 10 below
Please De advised that your correspondence has Deen lorwarded 1or consideration by the
Commission. Thank you for youl Interest

. !
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIPA FOR RENEWAL OF OPERA
ICENSES ‘

PR

FEDERAL REGISTER CITE S6FR47016
COMMENT DATE - 0B/05/ 4

OMMENT NUMBER

Docketing & Service Branch
OfMce of the Secretary
of the Comemission
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SEPTEMBER 12, 1994

TO: JAN STRASMA
PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICE
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

FROM: DIANA SALISBURY

RE: NRC MEETING OF SEFTEMBER 13, 1994 WITH SHERWOOD BAUMAN
AT REGION 3 OFFICE

DEAR MR. STRASMA:

THANK YOU FOR YOUR ASSISTANCE IN DELIVERie MY QUESTT!N %/
COMMENTS TO BE CONSIDERED AND, HOPEFULLY, ADDKESSED T
DURING THE AGENCY S MEETING WITH MR. BAUMAN.

CERELY, .
%’ v/

DIANA SALISBUR
(513) 446-2763
Telephone and Fax



September 12, 1994

NRC Reglonal Qfflce
Chicago, I11.

Attentlion: Sherwood Bauman

SAVE THE WILLS CREEK WATER RESOURCES COMMITTEE
CUMBERLAND, OHIO

(614) 638-CLAY

Re: Questions/Suspicions/Site & Policy Concerns regarding

Nuclear Regulatory Commission pollcles and practices In
Chio

POLICY/SITE CONCERNS:

1. What are the NRC’'s standards to protect worker and
public health and safety In terms of allowable yearly
dose exposure?

2. Why dld the NRC set 25/REM as the allowable yearly
(?) exposure at the Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant in
Plketon In 10CFR767

3. What mechanism(s) does the NRC have for enforcement

for sites It supervises when those sites are found to exceead
standarads (S5/REM) normally required to protect the public
health and safety?

4. What is the monitoring pollicy of the NRC for sites it
supervises to insure that compllance is belng met and that
worker/publ ic health and safety is being protected?

5. What funding is avallable for clean up of sites founa
to be out of compliance and threaten the public health and
safety?

6. What is the NRC’s "track record" in Or'c for sites it
|s responsible for mon!toring, Including ChemTron near
Cleveland, and Cyprus Foote Metal/Shieids Metal Alloy in
Cambr ldge, Chio?

7. Other than Congressional mandate to do so, what evidence
nas the NRC provided by past record to show that the
protectlion of worker/public health and safety will be served
by transfer of authority to NRC at the Portsmouth Gaseous
Diffusion Plant.



Dlana Sallsbury
page 2, September (2, 1994

8. What standards does the NRC plan to "enforce" at the
Portsmouth site considering that the Department of Energy
has authority by Memorandum of Understanding between the

two agencies to rewrite standards based upcon WHATEVER
COWDITIONS ACTUALLY EXIST ON SITE, THEREBY MAKING COMPLIANCE
WHATEVER CONDITIONS ACTUALLY EXIST (emphas!s added).

9. Does the Hazardous Waste Faclllity Board In Ohlo retain
authorlty independent of the Ohlo EPA after authority Is
transferred to NRC at the Portsmouth site?

10. DOES THE TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY TO NRC AT THE PORTSMOUTH
SITE REPRESENT THE “SOLUTION" OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
TO ITS LOW/KIGH LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE DISPOSAL AT FORMER
MILITARY PRODUCTION SITES ACROSS THE NATION (emphasis
added)? Are Portsmouth/Paducah/Savannah Rliver merely the
flrst three sites In this process? (please see enclosure
#1)

11. Does the NRC concur that Ohio should become a designated
state with Ohlo EPA as the lead agency? What policy changes
would result from this designation? What funding changes to
Ohio EPA would result?

12. What |s the NRC's estimate of cost of clean up of
contaminated sites it presently "oversees" In Ohlo?

13. What procedures has the NRC taken to respond to health
and safety concerns from clitlizens in proximity of these
sites? Does the NRC have a TOLL FREE HOTLINE, EMERGENCY
RESPONSE TEAM, STAFF AVAILABLE TO COLLECT SAMPLES OF SOIL,
AIR, WATER, AND/OR CONTAMINATED MATERIALS OR DOCUMENTS/FILES
READILY ACCESSIBLE TO THESE CITIZENS

(emphasis added)?

14, What procedures/polliclies does the NRC have in place for
appeals by cltizens when concerns are not satisfactorily
resolved by the NRC?

15. What practices are used by the NRC to assure that
citizens are not denied access by lack of financial means
for long distance telephone calls, document/flle copyling
costs, lack of documents avallable locally, and attorneys
court costa? Does NRC practice currently deny access to
economically dlsadvantaged communities? How is the NEkC
complying with Clvil Rights Act, Community Fight to Know
Act, and Freedom of Information Act?

16. 1f the NRC Is truly Interested In publlc participation,
why was the comment period on 1{0CFR76 noted only In the
Federal Registry In splite of attempts Dby Mr. Bauman and
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others to have the comment period reopened? Other than

assurling that llcensing authorlty transfer to NRC remained
on schedule, what purposes were served by refusal to reopen
this comment perlod?

17. What former actlions/enforcement can the NRC cite to
show lts concern for worker/publlc health ana satfety in
Ohlo from sites it presently oversees in Ohio?

18. Considering the NRC’'s interest In the continued
generation of commercial radiocactive waste, particularly
by the nuclear power industry, how can the public have
conflidence in the NRC to protect the public?

19. What interest does the nuclear power generators Iin
the state of Loulsiana have In the transfer of licensing
of the Portsmouth/Paducah sites to NRC oversight?

20. Why is the NRC using the 25/REM dose standard tor siting
a reactor in 10CFR767? Does the NRC plan to site a reactor/

21. How many low level radloactlive waste disposal tacilitlies
are actually needed nationally by the generators In the
entire natlon? Is Mlidwest Compact s facllity actually being
presented to the people of this state as a solution to a
reglonal problem, while In fact Ohloc I8 to host one Ot three
or four dumps for the entire nation’s radioactive waste
crisis, Includling the sites operated under the DOE for the
past 40 years?

22. Where on a map, has the NRC made inquiries feasibility
studies as to locating/bullding/operating a radioactive aump
for Miawest Compact/private commercial operatorsstormer DCE
sites?

23. Has the NRC any information on possible site lccations
for a radioactive waste disposal site in Franklin Township
of Brown County, specifically on or property owned Dy Diana
Sal isbury/Robert 1. Cahall/Vernon Creighton/Ida Huck near
County Road 17/Fite Hauck Road/Alex Shaw Road/Tom Shaw
Road and/or, a mythical road, Stivers Road?

24. Does the NRC have any knowledge of/files/inquiries

in regard to the feasibillty of storage of radiocactive
waste froin the Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant tformecly
operated by the Department of Energy (waste prior to date ot
transfer of llcensing In 1993) or waste generated under the
operation of U.S. Government Enrichment Corporation ON UK
NEAR THE SITE OF THE PORTSMOUTH GASEOUS DIFFUSION PLANT
(emphas|s added)?
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SEECIFIC CONCERNS OF NRC INTEREST/PLANS FOR RURAL SOUTHERN
OHIO:

1. Why did the NRC contact the Ohic Historical Soclety”
Ohio State Preservation Offlce In regard to historical
cultural, archaeological resources In Southern Ohio?
What specific sites were of concern to the NRC irn this
inquiry?

2. Did the NRC make speclific Inquiry from these . wo
agencies in regard to Serpent Mound In Adams County?

3. Has the NRC conducted inquiry of these two agencies
in regard to locatlons In Brown County, Ohio? What were
the findings of the Ohlo Historlcal Soclety/Ohio
Preservation QOfflce In regard to such lnqulries?

4. What speciflc locatlons, marked on a map, In Brown
County, Ohlo has the NRC requested be evaluated as
significant historic, cultural, or archaeological resources?

5. What speclfic correspondence/documents/future plans does
the NRC have In regard to Waynoka Utlllities, Inc., Waynoka
Reglional Water and Sewer District/or any other entity iIn
Brown County, Ohio? (Timothy D. O‘Farrell, ager../reglional
manager, 1 Waynoka Drive, Sardinla, Ohio 45171 probable
contact)

6. What flles/documents/correspondence/memos are In the
NRC publlic record from the following agencies concerning
future plans for "growth and development" In rural Southern
Ohlo, particularly in Brown, Adams, Pike, and Highland
Count les?

Ohio Department of Natural Resources
Division cf Water

Division of Dams and Minlng

Division of Realty and Land Management
Division of Natural Areas and Preserves
Division of Cll and Cas

Division of Geological Survey

Fountain Square

Columbus, Ohlo 43224

Jane Harf, Deputy Director

Ohlio Environmental Protectlon Agency
Office of Low Level Radloactive Waste
1800 WaterMark Drive

Columbus, Ohlo 43215
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Jeffery Spencer, Executive Directol

Anlta L. Sommers

Ohlo Valley Resource and Development Commlsslion
740 Second Street

Room 102

Portsmouth, Ohlo 45662-4088

Roger L. Suppes

Mldwest Compact Commlesloner
Ohlo State Board of Health
246 North High Street
Columbus, Ohlo 43266-0118

Timothy D. O“Farrell
wWaynoka Utlilities, Inc.
One Waynoka Drive
Sardinla, Ohio 45171

Public Utllities Commission of Ohlo
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, Ohlo 43215-3793

Martha Potter Otto

Ohio Historical Soclety
1982 Velma Avenue
Columbus, Ohio 43211-2497

David Snyder

Ohio State Preservatlon
1982 Velma Avenue
Columbus, Dhio 43211-2497

Jerry Wray, Director

Ohlo Department of Transportation
25 South Front Street

Columbus, Chlo 43216-0899

Michael Gheen. Ch'et

U.8. Army Corps of Englineers
Huntington District

502 B8th Street

Hunt ington, W. Va. 25701

James T. Cogan

Farmers Home Administration/Rural Development Authority
740 Federal Bullding

200 North High Street

Columbus, Ohio 43215
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I would appreclate direct answers to my concerns-qguestions
from your agency as a resident of Southern Chio, downwinder
of the Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant, and directly
affected party.

Respectful ly submitted,

I

e
_»,'( £ vt b <l $op KAta A s ! o / 2. & ‘ V
Diana Sallsbury /

(513) 446-2763 '

cc: United States Senator Howard Metzembaum
Uniteg States Senator John Glenn

U.S. Congressman Rob Portman

U.S8. Congressman Ted Strickland

enclosures
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