
Paul M. Blanch
I:nergy Consultant

February 28. 1995

John A. Zwolinski,
Deputy Director
Division of Reactor Projects -I/II
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Washington DC.

Subject: Mr. Joseph Shea letter to Paul Blanch dated January 19,1995

Dear Mr. Zwolinski:

On January 26, 1995 I requested the following information:

"Section 5.2 of the draft safety evaluation states dose to the population
would be 8 x I06 personrem assuming the accident occurred 90 days after
sliutdown. Given this non-conservative assumption, please provide
exposure inforination for Iny review assuming the event occurs during
refiieling. I would like the dose rate (onsite and offsite) Pom direct and
indirect shinePom the exposedfiiel and also the calculated site boundary
doses and dose rates due to the release ofshort and long lived
radioisotopes. It should be assumed that the reactor is near the end ofits
40 year life and a fullcore offload is in the spent fiielpool. I also request
that these calculations receive independent verification similar to design
calculations conducted by utilities."

Given this exposure data from the SER and the potential releases from the
spent fuel pool I am concerned about the long term effects of this
postulated accident and would like to clarify my previous request. Please
provide a response to the following questions.

1. With this event, (uncovery of the spent fuel) is the licensee still in
compliance with 10 CFR Part 100 limits. This must be considered a
credible event as discussed in Part 100. Further, there have been at least
three precursors to this event over the past ten years and two in the past 13
months.

2. What is the maximum dose and dose rate to an individual residing at
the site boundry assuming no evacuation?

3. What is the maximum dose and dose rate on the site?
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4. NUREG-1353 estimates this event results in property damage in
excess of $ 20 Billion. Assu'ming a 50 mile radius, this equates to about
$20,000 per acre. While this may. reflect an approximate value of the land,
does it include homes, businesses and other personal property? Is this a
realistic assumption for an area such as that surrounding Indian Point or
Haddam Neck and are these sites bounded by the results of this NUREG?

5. For a plant such as Indian Point or Haddam Neck, has the impact
upon the local rivers and water supplies for downstream population been
considered in these property damage calculations?

6. Does the $20 Billion assume the property is uninhabitable for a finite
period of time or does this assume the property is permanently abandoned?
The property damage from hurricane Andrew was about $30 Billion and
was a much smaller and less populated area and did not result in the
abandonment of the land.

7. What is the total area effected by this event and how long is this
property contaminated before it can be returned to unrestricted use? A
plot of contaminated land area vs. time would be helpful to explain the .

potential impact of this event. This plot would show the rate at which
contaminated land is returned for unrestricted use.

Your prompt response will be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Paul M. Blanch
135 Hyde Rd.
West Hartford Ct. 06117


