UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

MAR . 1530

Docket lo. 50-320

Mr. David Burgess
1428 A Ravine Way
Arnold, Maryland 21012

Dear Mr., Burgess:

Thank you for your February 15, 1980, letter providing comments for the
programmatic environmental impact statement on the decontamination and
disposal of radioactive wastes resulting from the March 28, 1979, accident
at Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 2. Your comments are being
considered in preparation of the statement.

We have added your name to the mailing list for the statement when it is
completed.

Sincerely,

Dov/a[l?é. 443. Acting Chief

Environmental Projects Branch 2
Division of Site Safety and
Environmental Analysis
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Daniel R, Muller -- Acting Director fo
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Regulatory Comzissicn, Washington D,C.
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The NAC has stated that, at the time of the accident, it had rated all she
nuclear mower plants in terms of safety,zaintenence, and good operating
procedures, and TMI was just about in the middle o the 1list,

This meansthere must be about 30 or so plants with a greater potential than
T™I foe accidents, and short of imvosing fines Jor non=-ccmnliance , the NRC
considers this acceptable, This , 400, is araflection ©f the trouble in the
Hide

The releases of rasses from TMI durinz the accident have been described as
"harmlesa® and Mnart? , This sunnoesdly means they don't aomkine with othar
elements that could find their way into people. However, a publication from
the AZC, " Understanding the Atcam" features a cover nhotcmicrogranh of
zencn-tetraflouride - that i3, redicactive zenon combined with flouride.
Now, flouride i3 found in the envirorment in connection with coal = such as
aining coal or burning 4t in a power plant, No mentiom has besen =ade by the
utility of this possible dangerous chemical combination,.

In @ald 1579, the report "Radicecological Assesszent of the dyle liuclear
Powsr Plant® was translated from the ZJerman by the NRC, Conducted by a
hizhly respected zroup of sclentists and enginerrs at the University of
Heidleburz, the study was the first to research and challange assumptions
and formulae and mathematical models demployed by the AEQ in the 1950's and
60's in the devalorment of safe standards for radicactive emissions from
power plants, These standards reflect prevailing theories o0f the possible

io-accunulation and other food chain effects of radionuclides locss in the
environzent., According to the Heldleburz scientists, the NRC - Aec stab dards
are from 100 to 1,000 times off, and are pa:iticularly inaccurate in relation
to suscentible individuals in the population, Murther, it stated that dangerous
levels of radionuzlides from Power plants could be.sxvected 4o be found in
many foods such as milk, venison, strawberries, grapes, wheat, scybeans atec,.
Iriefly, the study Suzgests that the exveriments Sy which surrent ideas o
whats safe and what isn't are based on fradulant research.

The peopls o# Harrisburz end Central Pennsylvania and the Susquehanna
Alver Valley have bean made <o fear for their lives, the lives of their.child-
ren, and and the inteerity of their zonetic material as a result of TMI .
Can Met 2d claim no responsibility for cancers and lukemias caussd by TMI
that show up 10 to 30 years later? Remember that military men and others 8XPOS=
od %o radiation in the 40's and 50's are Just now banding together to find
out 1f their exposure is related to later cancer, lukemia, and genetic
defeacts, Whers do Harrisburg residents thas develop these disorders report
for their compensation in 16559 1

I also question the utility and NRC commitaent %o safely as evidenced by
the occurational exposures workers are assimed, Have these workers and their
supervisors been educated as to the protable effects of long term exposure
to low level radiation ? When an acclent occurs, how well informed are the
pecple sent intc the ™ot area"f I believe 4hat nothing approaching the fullest
practicable use of robots abd other remote handling technologies has been
attempted at TMI for one reason alone ¢ expense, In he context of potential
dazage to future generations, this is reprehensible.

There is currently some controversy about the risks of tritium, I wish
to rezind the meeting tonight that the lack of environmental studies confirm-
ing tritium's harmfulness is in no way en indication that it 13 safe.
The people of Maryland ars totally and unalterably opposed to the dumping of
any radicactive or tritius bearing materials into tre 3usqushanna and the

Chesapeaks Zay,
-CZ-;J EL~3M41.



