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-~ To the Director of the Division of Licensing
' U.S. lluclear Reguiatory Commission
{ )aghington, D.C. 20555
JUL2398C»
V. &, Meciesr Buguitiery TTIAOMT NS e o Bl Lalinnbanl AN LI PR ITM AT L T MM e (o)
vin SOR IS D e b daicdd J;.-ua.s Jib adeiu oM LA SV ARGW SN AN QLALSSall D )
N related to PRIDMARY COOLING 3YSTEM CHEMICAL DECONTAMITGTION
T DRESDEN WOUCILE:iR P2WER STATIONN UNIT o, 1, CCGLIONWEALTH
Lol ZOLISON COPANY, MAY 1980.
The chemicel decontamination of Dresden 1 is viewed as a hizhly orofitable venture
br Comonwea_tih Idison, rerresenting 200 =million dollars of power over the remain-
ing 15 years that the Drescen license wou-d be in affect. To the IRC it seems an
4 -
axcellant otportwrity £0 opovs that axcessively "hot" reactors can be returned to
serrice. 4s noted on page - = following Table 3, a »droject 3z0al is to "Develop and
orove technijues usable on other reactors.”

DRESDEN DECUTAMIIATION NIOT AN T[ZPERIMENT?

The 1IRC, in their response to Tuestion 3, rage 4, arvendix i, asserts that "The
Ore3den decontaminatici is not an axperixzent, it represents the application of a
sroven method of decontamination that nas veen specifically develoned and tested
tefore being used on the Dresden Unit 1 primary cooling system." ‘/hile the use of
JiS-1 may be a proven method of decontamination on a laboratory scale, the results
of a fullescale flushing out of miles of primary cooling system may not be one and
the same thing, and the results unknown until the flushing-out and post-cleaning
surveillance program have Leen completed. In this sense it is a1 experiment. Par-
ticularly with Dresden 1 where some inservice inspection requirements were waived
for a considerabla period of time,

Can it be said with gertainty that ons flushing (of avproximately 100

hours) will do the job?

Or how long occupational exposure levels may be reduced to "acceptable"

levels?

Or that the integrity of the orimary cooling system will not be affected?
The !RC, in their response to Juestion 6, page 15, Apvendix A, says that "there is
no anticipated accelsration in the buildup of crud" after the cleaning, but notes
in the same response that "in the future it is guite possible that, following the

et
strong decontamination sclution the utility may elect to use i1 weaker but more I{re-
juent decontamination process on lir hat is currently being develoved under ZPRI

-~

sponsorship by Battelle llorthwest." This statement is indicative of the uncertaine
ties surrounding the Dresden 1 decontamination experinent.

<P 6
Ce% 10

THIS DOCUMENT-TONTAINS
8008040 N - L POOR QUAGTY. BAGES . .. J." 4 1596
o) 13884




i)

e o -y T
g4 F J.-J&o ..\B‘L'-o ST u-.ﬁu-u..

Crelaves cave the capacity to form sirong complexes ith radsnuslides =
markedly, the adsorption caracity of s0il and rock S5+ radisnuclides; =o
acusdus transport of radiomuciides in the ground; and are axtrenely ‘eraisiexn
the natural enviromment. [he nigration potential of cielated radiorueslzes ay e
decreased wnen claced in a solid Jaste nabtrix and disposed of in a zedi-srii iis-
posal site tut the fagt remains that it is a daager-us 12 ot unacsertabla :rzotise
to twry radioactive wastes bound %o chelates tha: zre not bisdesradabla.

IS ovn WY T TMme - i . o S g
~iin STABILITY OF 3E.TTY, (EVaDa ‘x..—D/-Js AANFORD, RSEIUCTON?

...s sither Seatty, llevada, or Hanford, liashington accented restonsibility Zar %he
isvosal of the Dresden 1 decontamination westes? ‘hy was this not fina—ized “efore

issuance 57 the C&ES?

i% 1is sssential to know the langth of tize that sadizactive wactes zzzsciasted with

%2 Dresden ~ec:>m "“:u.-.:i::: st e igsclated {x»om <he 2nwirommernt in —azms 2 the

stability of the waste Zisnosel szite. The 133 stazes 13- zbout 350 22 t-e radio-

activity expected will e in the Iorm of cobalt izo%snes with Jobalzesd 1ith & hald

-

=ife of 5.3 years the isotorve of sreatest concarx.

The ~ues‘c..on about th ':ossi‘:i.’.:‘.‘;:' of transurenice was answered on tage J, aspendix A,
0 the effect that Com Id was committed to ~easursters £
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@ tave neard, nowever, that llickel-63 with 2 1alf 1ifs ;!

Se cresent
in the oxide layer and this is not mentiocned in <he 223, _s it sxmeecsed, and if 30
to what extent?
Tnere ia a question of ,“3:'.37".: instandisteyr at Lota s Jeatsy and Janfard sites,
danford is about 120 milss “rom (3. Su, Helang nd sonsioerabla movement 42 the
garth's cmst,‘gnaencsd in 2armaguekes and volcanic eruptions. The Fanford ait

nas also been subject %o considerabls disturbance Imm e oractice of "yater mound-

ing' which added to the oroblsm of the"#scase" of large quantities of liquid radio-
tive wastes into the gsround, particulsrly sincs ?‘.ut,e'u."" nad been comnlexed

with 2 wetting agent in some instances which sromotes its movement throuch the soil.

“r. Clave anderson, testifying before tie House ach:)".:."‘.‘.‘:tee on Snvirorment, Zrergy,
and Jatural Resources on muclear waste disndsal (1977) zaid that o’re* 2000 wells
had been drilled with more budgeted to determine where the radiocactivity that had
#scaved to jround had migrated in the zpound water. The drainaze channels Slow Yo-
ward the Columbia 3iver.

Sresden 1 wastes are %o bte 30lldified Sut they can be affscted Ly moisture and it is
not difficult to imagine scerarios where chelated wastes 1izht be wvulnerable o
dissemination while still toxis.

Seatty, llevada is rear a seismically active area, and iy 37 miles Srom the llevads
atomic bomb testing zrounds. The -ea.t',", Yevada site Tas hed mumerous sroblems with
Jovernor List supnosedly fed up with the dangers 5% radiocactive wastes,

the LGurden of taking care of otier -eonla's oroblams, z2nd =he lack o ad nuate in-
svection by the Federsl Jovermment.

IS ORESDEN 1 RE.LLY 1EEDED?

Oresden 1 was not desizmed to limit"% "§ccurasisnal exposure of workers
tc vnat is termed AL34, &3 or required inservice insvections as radiation levels



rose and the .lant aged. It is a scor candidate for a decontamination experiment

~

with the many uncertainties surrounding its clsan-up.

The DES does not address sufficiemtly alternatives to the decontamination which would
snzble Com 24 to shutdown and decommission Dresden 1 immediately. ‘e ask that this
be dore in the Final EIS with a discussion of Com Ed facilitiss, both muclesar and
others {(coal, cil, natural zas etc) and how they can be used effectively tq com-
persate for the decommissioning of Dresden 1. llatural zas seems %o offer,excestional
low=risk <iternative to muclear power at this time and far into the future whils
s0ft enerzy alternatives are teing desveloped.
Qur Society would appreciate a cooy of the Final EIS when issued.
Tours sincerely,. __
P Aodiveet T it
Mrs. David G. Trey
Znergy Policy Comaltiee,
Sassafras iudubon Socistiy
2625 3. Smith Road
Bloomington, Indiana 47401
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