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Introduction 9x

In less than two month's time before the scheduled informal he'aring
Jan. 7-8,~1986 in Fost Smith, Arkansas pertaining to the proposed amendment
to the material license (No. SU3-1010) for the subject SFC.spetitioners
have been deluged with document after document from SFC that ?eveal totally

'

new and radically different conditions and situations that may have extrem-
uly serious implications for the safety of the general public in this matte

It is apparent that these documents were prepared some months ago, and are
only being released after questions and protestations have been lodged with
the Administrative Judge in this case.

.

One example is the late November,1985 release by SFC to petitioners
of the Comorehensive Solid Waste Discosal and Storace Plan, which was
distributed only after the Arkansas Peace Center (APC) discovered its
obsence and asked for it from the Administrative Judge, who telephoned SFC
to crder them to send the report to all petitioners. This report was approv,
ed en May 24, 1935 by'the NRC and.it is difficult to understand why this
critical document was delayed so long.

.

The criticality of this document lies in the fact that-a few weeks

before the scheduled informal hearing to address the safety questions of
the SFC cperations, petitioners learned for the first time about SFC's
plans to dispose of 323,000 cubic feet of contaminated, radioactive
sludge in clay-lined trenches covered with dirt, a nuclear waste dumo_
200 feet from the Illinois River in a manner that would be absolutely
illegal under Arkansas state laws and almost every state in the United

.

States.

The fact that the NRC approved in principle this nuclear waste dump
by a "Findinc of do Sicnificant Imoact" on November 19, 1985 in.' document
signed by W. T. Crow, Acting Chief, Uranium Fuel Licensing Branch, without
in any way addressing the substantial environmental implications of this
" Caste disposal plan" is cause for great concern on the part of petitioner.
This is but one example of actions by the NRC in the matter of the SFC
license that moves us to strongly object,to the lack of impartiality by

I the NRC in the discharge of its responsibility to protect the public,

nI safety. 0512100170 851209
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It should be obvious to any fair and thoughtful citizen that it is

very apparent that these proceedings do not allow sufficient time for

petitioners to research and prepare contentions and comments on the

profound questions these new and very recent documents raise.

Soecific Ascects of the subiect Matter

The basic objection that the APC has to the material sent from the

NRC to petitioners relative to the proposed licensing of SFC is that

instead of being highly critical of any practices that might possibly

endanger the environmen,t or be detrimental to the health of the people,
which we assume to be the function of such a public agency, it instead

glosses over discharges to the air, water and groundwater as negligible
even when those discharges are in violation of state and federal stan-

dards. The APC contends that the NRC has done this in the documents,

Safetv Evaluation Recort and the Findinc of No Sicnificant Imcact. For

example, with the NPDES violations, NRC describes those as "a few

occasional violations" (p. 3), when in actuality there were so many

and aggravated violations that the EPA was forced to issue an Administra-

tive consent _ Decree, an adminstrative equivalent of a cease and desist

order.

Secondly, NRC stated in Findinc of No Sicnificant Imcact "that there

will be no commitment of land resources" (p.2) even though NRC was aware

at the time, a lthough petitioners were not, that SFC had submitted plans

to commit land to the north of the plant to build the aforementioned

low-level nuclear waste dump.

Third, in its findings of no significant impact, NRC relies almost

exclusively on the conclusions offered by SFC, with the following example.

SFC concludes that the contamination of groundwater under Pond #2 is loca

and i'nsignificant, and the NRC agrees. This concidsion ignores the exceed-

ingly high nitrate readings, the relationship between the groundwater and

the river, and the existence of faults and cracks to conduct the contami-

nation to the river.

Four, the contention by SFC, which was accepted by NRC, that the

flouride sludge produced by the operation would be only "a small fraction

of the total effluent" flies in the face of the evidence that it will

measure 39,000 cubic feet per year and require SFC to embark upon its

mammoth nuclear waste dump operation.

Five, NRC blindly accepts the findings of no seismic danger without

_ properly checking the data in this regard. APC strongly contends that

the existence of the Frontal Ouachita Belt and the Nehema Belt, which
_______ _ -_-_
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j lie close to Gore, Oklahoma and have been active within the past 40.

4

: years, is sufficient reason to deny the application out of hand. The
i
L existence of the Carlisle fault is ' evidence of earthquake activity in

th5 immediate vicinity . cf the SFC pladt and site.. .'j .

( APC contends'that relatively light tremors could conceivably open crauk
d' in the existing nuclear waste ponds or waste cells that could cause

[ 17. contamination of groundwaters.
'

: 4

| | t. 'Six,- APC protests the observation that its contentions relative

| to siting are "tco vague'". Arkansas standards would not allow such a

[ plant and operation in its proximity to ground water and surface water
i

'

and the pctential.for tremor-induced faulting. Since it is Arkansas w:L!. .

f

that is at risk here, APC centends that Arkansas standards ought to ap, i

Seven, APC is concerned that many of SFC's supervisory personnel k

only high _ school educations and have served with the Ke'rr-McGee Corpora
j' for icng periods. This, we feel, is a scenario producin,g company 1cyalt
| but may put safety' concerns in second place. It is' felt that it would
i

{ better if safety supervision were done by highly-trained non-ShC perscr
i. Eight, APC strongly objects to the rigid construction of the agend,

i, . for the public hearing that appears to prevent APC. frem testifying en a )
4 i *
! cf -the aforementioned concerns.
1

I COnclusien-
I '

h. m
' The Arkansas Peace Center, for the reasons discussed in the afore

;
'

3 ,

g
gj ? ', mentioned cententions, respectfully prays fer an Order granting this

fk petition to, recensider, 'postpening the scheduled informal hearing en
'

January 7th and 8tn,1986 to a time that allows for sufficient opper uni

for'petitleners to research and respond to applicant's documents, and t

grant a full hearing to allow cross-exa'mination and other due process

-privileges.to ensure that the public interest be fully protected in thi

matter..- ,

'
s

i: pectfully ubmitted,

n
'

/ g
b BarbaraStanfordhPhD., Chair

Arkansas Peace Center
'

217 West 8th Street

( Iittle Rock, AR 72201
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of the foregoing has been served upon the following
persons:

Office of the Secretary Stephen H. Lewis, Esq.
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Assistant Chief Hearing Counsel
ATIN: Docketing and Service Branch Office of the Executive Legal Director
1717 H Street, N.W. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washingten, D.C. 20555 Washington, D.C. 20555

.

Administrative Judge Jchn H. Frye, III Marjorie A. Spees
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Ccrresponding Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Cc=ission Citizens' Action for a Safe Environment
Washington, D.C. 20555 P.O. Sex 54675

Tulsa, OK 74155

James A. Ikard, Esq. John C. Stauter
Attorney-at-Law Director
4420 N. Lincoln Boulevard Wuclear Licensing & Regulation
Oklahoma City, CK 73105 Kerr-McGee. Corporation

Kerr-McGee Center
Oklahoma City, OK 73125

Jessie Deerinwater Charles A. Gourd, Ph.D.

Native Americans for a Clean CoChair
Envircnment Client Council Citizens' Acticn for a Safe Environment

P.O. Box 212 HC 73, Box 295

Marble City, OK 74945 Park Hill, CK 74451

Bill M. Su=ers Pat Costner
Mayor Staff Scientist
Town of Gore National Water Center
P.O. Box 181 22 Kansas Street, Bcx 458
Gore, OK 74435 Eureka Springs, AR 72632
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Wayne Phillips Rcbert D. Kellogg, Esq.
Mayor Staff Attorney
City of Webbers Falls Oklahema State Department
P.O. Box 216 of Health
Webbers Falls, CK 74470 P.O. Box 53551

Oklahcma City, CK 73152

Peter J. Nickles, Esq. Richard A. Murphy
Covington & Burling Executive Vice President
P.O. Box 7566 'Sallisaw Chamber of Comerce
Washington, D.C. 20044 P.O. Box 251

Sallisaw, OK 74955

Ed Henshaw
Route #1
Vian, CK 74962

.
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Dated at Little Rock, Arkansas
This 2nd day of December, 1985

CW'
,

BarbaraStanfpd
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