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6504 3rad-Oo~terrace ____ 

3Ag7 phila. PA 19149 
4-27-31.  

2. mctor ,Division of Licensing 

U fice - N.uclear zegulation RCEvED 

Dear 7I; A iA 9 51 
?lease accept the following comments as my comments on both the 

Supplement 2 NUREG 0564 Supplement to DES Susquehanna Unti.;a anZG.  

and also NUREG 0490 Supplement to DES San Onofre Units 2 aa'r3.ECTION 
30th sof these NUREGS are very , very similar . In fact , they 

are exactly the same page for page. Except for using the number 

7 in NUREG 0490 and the number 6 in N1ureg 0564 , they both have 

identical Table of Contents.  

The use of lmxxxa boilerplate ( identical forms and wording ) 
is -acceptable in many instances. I do not believe that boilerplate 

shows reasonable care where human lives and the safety of the 

public is at stake. Boilerplate can too easily hide the reality 

of inadequate care and attention to detail. There is no way to 

see beyond te 'boilerplie' to verify the correctness of the prose 
and tech nical details.  
Paragrap 7.l.l, (NUREGXX32U 0490 ) 6.1.3.1 (NUREG 0564>. 41.  
Thisparagraph in-their respective-NURs refer to.mitigative 

measures included in the Design Features. Several of the 

design features discussed to mitigate accidents do not appear t' 

be ZSF, engineeddd safety features , which have fulfilled all 

the GDC, General Design Criteria . For a feature to be ESF 

and for that feature to be considered a mitigative feature 

in an accident , that feature must meet all applicable General 

Design Criteria. In both nuregs , mitigative features discussed 

in the caragraph Design Features have not all passed XII applicable 
General Design Criteria.  

Apparently, some mitigative value is attached to non-ESF systems 

This is in direct conflict withz GDC requirements and the 

Atomnic Energy Act.  

Althoug.h there are many extremely misleading and error-Tilled 

sections in this xzrhx report, I shall limit my comments to 

the very worst and most misleading paragraphs in these NUREGS: /0 
6.1,1. (NUREG 0564) and 7.1.1.3 (UREG 0490) 
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ancuso and Brous have 6otten their funding cut off. Dr sternages 

.as been the object of slurs and vituperation. Dr xkgx ebb has s 

had difficulty finding em-ployment despite unique credentials.  

:uch csood recearch has cone from across the sea only to be iinorcd 

boy the tomic tablishment. (H4eielbcrg report 197S 0 Translation 

520 TI* 520) 

-qually good research has been done in America and consistently 

ig~nored by the Atomic Zstablishnent.  

Dixon Anvil Preen 1979.  

RALIATION STANDARDS ADN PUBLIC HIEZ-ALTH Proceedings of a 6cond 

Congreesional Seminar on Low Level Radiation 2-10-78 Lib of Congress.  

Truly excellent and telling research has been accomplished in the, 

USSR on the fauna and flora exposed to nuclear radiation in the A 

release ata place called lyshtym. How this release happened and 

how th research the data in the literattre is detailed in an 

interesting book by Zhores A. Medvedev entitled NUCLEAR LISASTE R 

IN TAE UP.ALS.(Vantage 1980 ) 
All of these source s have been consistently ignored because 

the data show clearly that the effect of low level wadiation is 

higher by orders cf magnitude than that which the NRC used .  

The remainder 6f the paragraph or section is as flawed as the 

opening sentence.  
"10 th 500 ETRRxx Xila potential cancer deaths 

per million person-rem" 
In order to be"conservative, " the highest number of deaths must 

be used in the calculations. The choice of"150"ik not conservativel 

The same argument is valid for using 260 Genetic changes per million 

-person-rems instead of 220.  

Zisclaimer: I have neither the time nor inclination to comment 

upon all the insufficiencies, errors, knd just plain lies in these 

VURBG3 This is a farce that will eventuall y take the live of 

American Citizens just as surely as kazr War.  

Zay God forgive this Great Evil of Nuclear 'ower for I do not 

have it in me to forgive this trespass against Mankind.  

If anyone wishes to contact me confidentially, my number is 

RRxttx59Etz 215 CU 9 5964. You need not give your name and 

all information will be used without giving the source.  

For a better tomorrow, 

darvin I . Lewis.
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