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1. U.S.DOE has propcffed institutional -1s to prevent the 
installation of new qmumiwam wells within the 
since 

controls on our ability to install new m t e r  pump- wells to 
supply our site. Such restrictin a u l d  severely limit our ability 
t o  pmvide adequa- water supply for our mnufacturq oplcrration~ in 
the future. 

plume area. 
operates a mamfaming plant located within 

thisarea, wearecancernedabarttheimpact of sucfi institutianal 
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3 .  L'.s.mE has also proposed the installation of a series of gmur&a- 

f,rom the FMR. : W e  we support the o v e ~ ~ l  qmur&atz?r teeovezy 
~311cept, xe do have saarre anems a b u t  the praposed grcxasdwater 
recavq system. 

a m a l l y  be pulled more rapidly to the scuth to the location of the 
mq wells. 
propertis also along New Haven Rcad are located north of the prerposed 
location of these recovery wells, the p r c p s e d  remmal action w i l l  
inake it very l i ke ly  that CMltarmnantS will IMke their way to these 
private wells. 

recovery wells to prevent the further spread of the OantarmMnt plume 

recavery wells proposed in the Wm, the FMPC corrtaminant Pl- wlll 

cependinq on the precise  location of the m m  

Since the Ruetqers-Nease facility arxi several other 

~n addition, xith the high rate of pumping prcpxxsed in the 
recavery system (appmxinwely 2000 m), -+ease warld like to 
I ~ W  if U.S.D3E considered the pcsslbility that PatMys Run may becme 
a -e zone as a result of the depression of the Qrarrrcfwater 
cable. 'The unpact of this would be that any I#tential contaminants 

recovery wells. As a result, wells lccated along New Haven €?cad 
includmg the Rueqezs-Nease well, c a l d  pcrssibly a recep&u 
for cantdminants associated w i t h  the FMpc operation that are lccated 
inpadctys-. 

lccated in the water/sediments in p a w s  lhrn m y  be drawn taward the 

with the above facts in mind, ~ ~ e t q e r s - ~ e a s e  beliwes that U.S.ME 
shculd extend the alternate water w l y  to Ruetqers-Nease (and others 
;;rchm Lye South P l u m  area who may face the same fate as a result of the 
?lamed remaVal action) to ensure that the fac i l i ty  is prwided with a 
h a t e r  q l y  w h i c h  is free of 
me pmpcsed rewval action is hsed on a gmurdwaterm~del which at best 
is a crude a-tion of  what m y  happen after the rwuval action is 
impkmemed. S i n c e t h i s m D d e l i s b a s e d a n a ~ o f ~ - , w e  
believe that U.S.WE must ensure that all prcperties w i t h i n  the South 
pi- area which have the v i a l  to be adv-iely bpacted by -=- from FIGC are pmvided w i t h  a mter supply which 
isfreeof-. 

(e.q. uranium) fran the FMPC. 
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