February 4, 1932

HMr. Wallace R. Kornack
Office of Nuclear Reactor Programs
Uffice of the Assistant Secretary

for Nuclear Etnergy

J. 5. Uepartment of Energy

Washington, U.C.
Dear Mr. Kornack:

Pursuant to your request published in the Federal

20545

%ggjster on iovember

2, 1981, enclosed are comments on JUE's draft supplement to the Environ-
mental Impact Statement on the Liguid Metal Fast Breeder Reactor Programs.

If further comments are received from our reviewers, they will be forwarded

to you fumediately.
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196 para. 2: It was assumed that the corcentration of TRU in
food resulting from LMFBR releases will be 1 percent of the
concentration in the top 20 cm of soil. What is the range of
uncertainty in this estimate?

200- The comparisons of estimated exposures from other sources in

FAR| Table 8 are very useful as is tne discussion of uncertainties
in health effects estimates which follow.

207 para. 1: What is the basis for the assumed AMAD of 0.3 um?

209 first full paragraph: How would the possible 10-fold variation

in the quantity of TRU inhaled affect the estimates of doses
to the population?

214 The relative environmental impacts of alternative technologies
are not supported in the text. For example, there is no basis
for the different acreages reported for transmission lines.
Water use for QTEC is reportedly very large and yet there is
probably 1ittle or no actual consumption, as compared to, say,
LMFBR cooling towers. The table is misleading.

D-1 para. 4: Evidence, or a reference, should be cited to show
the conservatism of the soil-plant-man pathway mentioned here.

D-5 para. 2: What is the basis for the statement that the 50-year
exposure period will overestimate actual exposure?

F-6 Second paragraph, third sentence - Apparent typo - Sentence
("In 1980, coal... using 0il.") does not make sense in its
current form.

F-7 Type - bottom of page "3.3$" should be 3.3%,’



