
........,..........,..m - . . . . . . . _ - _ . . . - . _ . _ . . . . . . . . . . . . - . . . . .. ,.-

,. _ . _ __
.

_

=
~

O ####7 i'

, : m e , - . v, a-
E' ' hh [ ~111ted N1;ttes I)c}Xtrt illellt ()t t })U !!1terl(>r yh) s<'S)

' #

-
j /3 -

_E: ,

. s
,

- -

s/ il l l( i a i t!! sl i le l ! \ P S -

.=
.

- ~y &
, ,-( \s :i' lit b. '

-
- A _7

a
E M
?

, {*
' , , ;\L E ,LE --

_ _ ,

J be (
_ " ~ ~

E

I W
!
, __

g '
. _- , -

, l-

!
_

,

5
-

_

b

=mm

r
_

__.

k.
_ .

w" -um
! ---

'

-

-
-

. -

-

,
_ _ .,

-

_
,

r _ 1 . , , =
m

_

-

_

E.
-

E
_ _ -@

<_ -

h
'

- m__

'-

-

m an:
- _._

_

- m
-

& -

.c -,

O -

e =
e

1

-
-

-- < < me . . r
I r [.'E'i, , B512180179 /50402 -'

- PDP A DOC H ';4008027
_

I /. PDRt

-

..
_

s,., /,,,,. ;,.,/). , s,, , Im,, -.

,
-

J



.- ,, , ..-. . . ~ . ,

,, , _ , ,
;, - - . ,- ,. ,

.d. .

..
.

.

',
. . . .

t -

- - .......,0..-9.,........ ...,90, t.,...,0.,,, .. _
,

'j "f tQas, n .'
" ' " ' '"' * * " * " ' ' ' " ' '

-

'

W.S. Bart. of the Interter -

Amril 2.1975 Amril 7. 1975 048Washinstem, D.C. 20240
* LI' Mt=0 f t POf f OTHit

MM
Ofice (C Of MitR. Chituesd

um
A(teore NtctnAtr ] (ON(t,ter Nr i O ' " '"5 * ' '' a

NO Af ff0N Nf(IMA8' b ( Ow=f NT C 0CLAWp . Pott of t< t titt (oog

etC peo
vs . _a_ ,, g_ ggg,gg9)

Dfx8 Fim twee se mws edl
ef f teff D TO Daft et(tevf D ev OAffLtr. comments en the final

enviremmental report en
Sequoyah Uramisma Mamalleeride Plant . _ , , g, ,, un

_

Sequoyah County, OK.. .... (1 ey) ENVIRGIBIENTAL F112 Cr
,,,

EN(LOsusti -

Ye5
__ =a m, v-

JShafer
-Laeuse

JRethfleish

af u.s .._ _ .

... _

\ .. _
OMS df

u s ato.uc e,oor cowiv,,0,, ggggyggygM ~' f t>0 = A s < > >*
,e sm

_ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _



._ __

0 0
' -

.
.

-
.

\
.

2

The computations shown on page D-66, regarding concentration
of contaminants to the Illinois and the Arkansas Rivers
are presumably based on the data collected at the monitoring
well and unsupported assumptions as to the area through
which leakages take place. In addition, the average flows
of the rivers are used in the above computations, whereas
the low flows of the rivers should have been used to provide
a more meaningful measure of contamination hazards. Also,
the radioactivity shown should be total river radioactivity
obtained by adding that originating from the leak to that
present in the river at low flow.

In summary, it appears that some of the assumptions underlying
the assessment of raffinate liquid waste leakage may not
be true and it is suggested that a more thorough hydrogeologic
investigation of the problem be carried out.

We hope these comments will be helpful to you.
b

Sincerely yours,

'
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u=rucy Aasiatm2t Secretar'y of the Interior

Mr. R. B. Chitwood
Chief, Technical Support Branch
Directorate of Licensing
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545
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