
Docket Nos. 50*361 AUG18 197Z 

W. E. Browning, Jr., Team Leader 
San Onofre 2 & 3 Task Group 
Environmental Reports Project 
Oak Ridge National Laboratory 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830 

Dear Bill 

Enclosed is a copy of the "Cook Book for Transportation Portions of 
Environmental Statements", which I described to you in our phonecon of 
August 16th. The format for McGuire is suggested.  

As you know, the applicant has not specified the locations (a) from which 
new fuel will be shipped, (b) to which irradiated fuel will be sent for 
reprocessing, or (c) where rad-waste will be dumped. I have rechecked 
this point with Ken Baskin, and this situation has not changed. There
fore, I suggest that you use mileages (without specifying location) 
based on the following: 

1. New fuel-from Connecticut 
2. Irradiated fuel-to Illinois 
3. Rad-waste-to Nevada 

Obviously, either rail or truck shipment is feasible.  

Some improvement in the accidental criticality section (VI BI., fourth 
paragraph) is recommended, and I suggest that your team address itself 
to this problem. Specifically, the statement that "-persons within a 
radius of about 100 feet from the accident might receive a serious ex
posure but beyond that distance, no detectable radiation effects would 
be likely.", is technically incorrect, and cannot be supported. A re
vision of this statement (and the next sentence) to define radii for 
fatal, serious, moderate, slight, and insignificant exposure is suggested.  
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W.E. Browning, Jr., Team Leader -2

Your cooperation in preparing the transportation section for the San 
Onofre Nuclear Generating Stations 2 & 3 Draft Environmental Statement 
is appreciated.  

Very truly yours 

R. W. Froelich 
Environmental Project Manager 
Environental Projects Branch #3, L 

Enclosure: 
"Cook Book" 

Distribution: 
Docket File (Environ) 
EP-3 Reading 
EP-3 Ffte 
RP Reading 
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DISTRIBUION: 
EP File 

REP Reading 
A. Giambusso, REP 

MAR 2 2 12 REP A/D's (4) 
G. Dicker, REP 
G. Knighton, REP 
R. Wolfgang, REP 
B. J. Youngblood, REP 

Mr. Edward L. Struxness, Director M. J. Oestmann, REP 4/.  
Environmental Reports ProjectDo 
Oak Ridge National Laboratory 
P. 0. Box X 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830 

Dear Ed: 

As discussed during our meeting on March 16, 1972, the following 
is the revised schedule of review for the San Onofre 2 and 3, 
Peach Bottom 2 and 3, and North Anna 1, 2, 3, and 4 projects which 
were assigned to Oak Ridge National Laboratory by our letter of 
March 6, 1972.  

ORNL Preliminary ORNL 
Site Questions Statement Group 

Project Visit to REP to REP Leader 

San Onofre 2 & 3 4/5 4/12 6/1 Browning 

Peach Bottom 2 & 3 3/27 4/3 5/11 Sisman 

North Anna 1, 2, 3, & 4 4/5 4/12 5/10 Thoma 

I will discuss scheduling of the Indian Point 3 review at a later date.  

From our discussion, I understand that the foregoing target dates can 
be met without altering the review schedule of the other projects to 
which Oak Ridge National Laboratory is assigned.  

Sincerely, 

Original signed by 
D.R . Muller 
D. R. Muller, Assistant Director 

for Environmental Projects 
Division of Radiological and 

Environmental Protection 
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S.L'p"ON 

April 28, 1971 

Mr. R. F. Foster 
Associate Manager 
Battelle Memorial Institute 
Pacific Northwest Laboratory 
P. 0. Box 999 
Richland, Washington 99352 

Dear Dick: 

I have enclosed a copy of the applicant's, Southern California Edison 
Company, response to the Department of Interior comments on ban Onofre 
Units 2 and 3.  

We are trying to put the various and sundry meetings which we attended 
last week in writing for your information. This data should be sent 
out soon.  

Incidentally, the project described by the HID representative as having 
a long pipeline out to sea which in his opinion caused turbidity prob
lems, is Forked River. My list indicates that Forked River has been 

assigned to you for processing so please take his remarks under con

sideration when writing the Environmental Statement.  

Sincerely, 

%ene A. Blanc 

Gene A. Blanc, Assistant Director 
for Environmental Protection 
Division of Radiological and 
Environmental Protection 

Enclosure: a/s 
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