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July 13, 1980C

Director, Division of Licensing
Ue3e lluclear Regulatory Zommission
Washington, DC 20535

Dear Licensing Dirsctor:

Please accert my comments on IRC's Draft invironmental Statement for Decon-
tamination of Dresden I Nuclear Pawer Station, It reads more like a oromo=-
tional from the utility than a dispassicnate appraisal by a reutral government
agency., There appears throughout enthusiastic, uncritical acceptarce of =sac
of the utility's claims, "tests” and xromises,

An outstanding example is the repeated assurances that the waste Srom the
sc-called decontamination process would be safsly buried at Adanford, Wasning-
ton, cr 3eatty, lNevada., 3ince roth states in the rascent past have refussi o
iccept radimactive wastes from Commonwealth Zdisen because of its poor safety
recerd in shipping, now zan MBC be so surse they will accept these wastes

if not, what then?

on page 2 of Appendix ., a statement is made that ne migration of radicrnuclides
had been observed at sither Zeatty or Hanford., Has not migration of plutonium
been reported from the Hanford site, causing coacern about pollution of th
Columbia River?

The details of the extremely hazardous waste disposal methods which were rer-
mitted at Cak Ridge do not inpart a feeling of confidence in the regulating
igencies, As a former resident of Oak fidge, I am appalled at what was allowed
%2 occur in that beautiful part of owr country by such sloppy disposal of
vadicactive materials, iluch may be learned afterwards by such disasters about
mrecautions which should have been taker, I+ is time we stopped proc2eding
to inject this dangerous material into the eavironment until we have proven
evidence that it can be safely contained over the iong pericds that it remains
a threat,

Your assumiion on page 4-5 that the additional radiation exposure tc werkers
involved in the decontamination srocess is negligible is bvased on u 7L study.
Should you not at least acknowledze several later studies (such as -hat by
Mancuso) that any additional amount of radiation is harmful to human healih?

Highly questionable is the ZIS assumption that clesing Dresden I would necessi-
tate a 3300 million expense for purchase of replacement fuel sver a L5-year-
period. Such a conclusion ignores the excess generating capacity of Comzd
which renders replacement of Dresde. I output unnecessary.,

further attention shou’u “e given to the advisadility of shutting down Dresden I,

Sincerely, 00,)/ 0
Qo
Cecile Meyer

M AT A
‘-cve‘

8008050037



