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341 Nortu west End Ave.
Lancaster Pa..7603
Sept. 30, 1920

U.S. Nueclear Regulatory Commission
Ofrice of luclear Keactor segulation
washington, D.C. 20555

Subiject: Draft EIS on TMI July 1980 LWUKES 0683
Docket No. 50-320
Public Comment

gentlemen:

The following are comments on the draft rI° on Thl.
Overall,the long complex document is very disappointing, Cn
rost of the issues which directlv affect those of us who live
near tne sccident site, determinations are put off, incomplete,
cannot be presently solved in a satisfactory manner or are un-
known, The conclusion after reading it must be thut the NRO intencs
to treat the cleanup as only slizhtly more involved thuan previous
ac:idents, to utilize past nethoas of acecontamination although the
scale is vastly larger and loncer and to ignore tneir own conclu=-
sion that the island is completely inaporopricte as a waste site,
even a temporary one. There is no attached estim.te of costs
which imnores the erucial point: is this metiod of electricai o
naration for commercial purposes rational? The potential health
efiects are segmented into unrelsted piecces, so as to minimize
their effects when trulv estimsted over un srea's total impact.
[astly, a refusail to deal with the re-openingz of Unit Une as re-
lated, and the question of the goal: decumis ioning or rectart,
swaxes the cocument pointiess and appear to be one long exercise
in resulatory obstruction,

Cranjt s vas
\_}l‘ Cill aCo,

1. Although continually the cocument strtes trnat t.g eite ic not
appreorizte Tor a waste site, it will continue to be one for
en unknown amount of time.
Fxsmole: pe 3-32 Sec 3.2.3. , D. <=2 Cce 2.0 among others
too nurarous to quote.

The Lis hos continued to operszte these plunts without a solution
to the waste isuue, According to this aocument it will now operate
a te por.ry waste facilitv in violution of its own regulstions.
Tuis _ite conteins, and will cuntuzin in ever-increasing cronts

.¢ ke resins accumulate from E2iCUx I, II und the SUS systems

uni ue medium level and high level wiste which cannot be accepted
by any duwp now operable.



On p. 2-17 Sec 2.2.3. the special nature of the wastes is noted
and we who live near it are told:

" special measures may huve to be taken"

what me.sures? when? under what guidelines? to wnere? who jays for
it?

D.Z-IL Sec 202020:

Accordingly, the wastes resulting from Til-2 eicanup will huave
to be reviewed on a case-by-case basis,.."

and how will we who live under their threst respond? do we roview
each cuse? how will we know what is going on? if the decisions

} " «eelt was never unticipated thut such wastes would be cre.ted.
are beinz influenced by cost consider.tions, kow can th.t be stoppec

If the NRC feels thut this type of vroposal is = full environmont«l
impact statement of how to cleun up Three iile Islind, T am apyallec
What we are being asked to accept is a blind faitn judsement tiut
somecay in the future, someone will decide on a1 cuse by cuse busis
what to do with the wiste. Trust them,

2. While we are waiting for this decision and the woney to fin.nce
it and a location to which to take it, the resins, to pick one is ue
as an example, will be stored on the islind, in the current de-
silting basin region. p. 10-19,20, Sec. 10.5
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The document then discusses a PiF or prob.ble maximum flood, deter
mined in some unsuecified way but assumedly from the /gnes storn o
1972. A description of the casing of tne containers, lias ete. encu
with estim.tes of how de p tie water wili be &na for now long.

It is confidently concluded thot leakae is not possible in any
major way because; '

-

".ss the PiF would top the station dike for only four days..."
- D.lC-iO SQCo 1005030

and

| "..esThere is no driving force for release of radionuclides

| except diffusion in water, ana that woula begin only when a
| cont inuous water path were available,,.”

l De 10*20 SﬁCo 10-5030
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3.

For the NRC to base its storage planning on a tueoreftical oro-
icetion that any flood in the cusquahsnna River will onlv cover
the resins for four davs is incomprebensible. To then state th.t the
only way leakage will oc.ur is if they ere wrong, and = bigrer floo
happens end provides the "eontinuous water palh™ bogsles the mind.
If NKC has assur=nces from the forces which detersine wesnther cyele.
thut no bigrer flood will occur betwern now «nd when the wustes are
stored in a "permsnent aeep geologiw repositorv", thev should so
docunent, £11 availsble data from otrer sources such as the
Lational Flood Insur.nce srogrem is exactly contrarv. The Cusqua-
hanna River is projected to be subjeet to greater sna inercasing
floodinz problems in the future, cue to incrq@os in impermeable
surfaces such as parking area construetion due to gre.ter develon-
mental density in the region, [anc:.ter Gountv hes numerous wat rshe
studies underway now to diminjsh the floodine problems already
related to growth, if it i. rct ‘pue thet the rives s Plocding, vi-
eme are on the incrcase, ther why cid the Jennsylvania tute o0
lature pass last session Zet 282 specifieally demanaing each county
develop storm water menagenent regul-tions to dexl with the is. uct
Are they to be designated as "rhobic", or unduly concerned with tie
"what ifs" instead of the roalities of situation, as the docun nt
refers to those who continue to show signs of stress releted to
¢lennup?

To store wistes of this nstur: ui tuis site at all involves jeopar-
dizing the safety of the largest fresh water estuary on the Factern
seaboard. It is unconscionable, and stould be rejected by the
Commission outright, Unfortunstelv, cue to previous Zr1evous eriors
in judzement by the same Commission, thev are between the devil ¢ ud
& hard place. They have developca tis inaustry without planning toi
the waste, Thev have no where to «ut it. This LIS now coouronts this
for all time if that were really ne ceq,

3. Cumulutive heulth efrects, Because of two factors, there is no
easily comprehensible way to aeal with this date as :resented in the
EIS. A1l the numbers are projections, not measurements, and these
are currently under challenize by the neicelberg de,ort znd other
studies, as well as serious questions about the "safety" of the
current standards, Funding for rese.reh is 80 poor that health

date on the effects of tritium, for one, do not exist. Constant
demands for nore resesrch on low level radiation by such paople as
Dr, Arthur C. Upton of Nation.l Cancer Institute have fallen on

a deaf Congress, pressured bv the nuclear lobby to proceed with

the business ofkgroféaAble oper..ion., In the XIS, the definition
of "netural background™ clearly reve.ls the shabby :tute of



affuirs,

" 'Naturel Back;round' should be int:rureted to mein normal
Backsrouna, incluaing the effects of fallout from pzst nuelc
weapons aetonations and the nuclear fuel evele.."

D. 3-15 Sec. 3.1.4.3.

To begin one's me.surenents of health effects in an alresdy "airty"
svstem by stating that "dirtv" is clean stretches the mind's credy-
lity, would it not be more valia to as:ume the approach thst

BECAUST irreversible damage haa already been done, MOKE care

and smaller i?romunts are necded to be deposited into the environ-
rent? The EIS looks at each proposed increase in environmental load
separaytely, one at a time: speaks of its compliance with the
stanaard as if there was no contamifYed bottom line but a bald slatr
ignored are other sources of pollution, other radiation producers
such as hospitals, other plants und facilities on the same river.
The fact is stetea thait tﬁe river is already out of compliunce with
safety standards in iron end sulfur content frequentlv: how does
G134k €137 bind to these constituents? Why does the NRC believe it
operates in a vacuum: that the same individual down river whose syst
is alreudy insulted bv a viriety of other burdens cen without effect
absorb more? Based on what thirty year data are such estimates boing
nade? Where are these "funny numbers" coming from? Some disintereste
qualified academic center with inde;endent funding or Arconne
Laboratories?

The fragile cgreement reached by the uity of iancaster with I'Kk.
is shredded by an infinity of "if avproved" phrases concerning the
eventual aisposal of the partially filtered weter into the river.
we will rapidly be drinking huge amounts of Tritium, and other
isotopes or pay for our own replacement sources. Chesapeake Bay
will be the cesspool of the ecleanup by regulation,

“his ES is a depressing illemal purody of the intention of the

law which required its development. It is to be hoped it will be
summarily rejected by the NiC, and those who developed it removed f:
the starf. If it is accepted, let the Commission members know

that the families of those who'live neur this plant will someday ca
them to account for their actions.

Sincerely yours N
fl% Ll :'/';ii'. v & 4
Walden 8, Rendall
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