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Jdesr 3ir:

I would llkze to state below my ccntentions against the licensing
of the Allens Creelz Nuclear Zenerating 3Stztion.

I contend that the present site is unsultable for the placeaent

of a nuclear powe™ plent--No. 1. It would seem to =e with tae
sreat grovirg populatlon taking place alonzg Interstzte 10, Hizhway
1093, Zighway 359, and ofcourse the 2ichrmond-Rosenbers area--
locating the Allens Creekx Nuclear Plant at Jalllis 1s a bad 1des.
Zven by your own estimateeg there will be 4,530,000 people living
within 30 3lles of the plant--surely tasre 1s a better l2ss popu-
lated area avallable: Resldentlal area's in Houston are spreading
iest at a very {ast perhaps surprising pace. In the 1270 census,
the Rchzond-Iosendsrg area had a population of 17,335 wnile today
the Rosenberz lhazber of Coamerce estizates that there are 27,200
persons in the citiy., The Area Council of Houston estimates 7t.
3end County will have 230,468 pecple by the year 2000. Your lov-
eaber 1378 Final EZnvironazental Statezent listed 145,000 in tae
J-20miles from site for the year 2020. Your figzure for the year
2020 1n the 0-2C alles area froa site was 202,000. It s2ems to

me that there 1s Justlficatlon to totally reevaluate the fez ibility
of the present site.

I contend that the present locatlon of the 3ay City luclear

S5lte 1ls the prover place to put one additional 1200MW nuclear

plant reactor lf one zore 1s to be su'lt. The ares hss already

Decoze an Industrlial location of so~ts; the area around Wallls

has not and 1s aalnly residential, rancains and zsriculture. This

cholce of locatlions does zore to preserve the overall enviorn:ent

By contalning nuclear developaent. Usinz th2 present location

a% 3ay Clty would free the vast acreaze in Wallls held oy 3. L. & P.

for aore acceptabie use also deins better for tae ~enviorn:ient.

The populatlon density in Matzgzorda county Ls estinated to se

53,427 1n the year 2000 b5y the area Jouncil of Zouszton zontrasted

with Ft. Send estimating 230,498, The coolinzg lake at the 3ay

Sity site could handle this zdditional reactor and spare the

Srazos of further depletion. Good drinxing water 1s a valued

coamodlity 1in thne Houston ares and this should b Siven full T

value.(Conteztion N. 2) o / .

I contend that as yet tials cou try has noc szafe.disodcsal site for

nigh-level radloactive zateria.s and having according..to the Texas

Znersy advisory Souncll (Volume 4, Nuzber 57, august 3, 1373)

vens of :x1lllons of zallons of aigh-level waste alresdy stored

on governient reservatlions such as xicaland, Jasninzton and
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Alzlen, 3South Caroling--there should be no zore peraits 1ssuad
untll thls natter 1s resolvaed. It seexzs fron the various naws
nedla reports that the temporary facilities are plazued Yy laaks
which concelvebly endanger the local citizens. I contend that
thils paralit be denled beceuse of the coamplete lack of peraanent
storaze locatlions.(lontentioa Yo. 3)
I contead with more emphasis on conservation it is rossible to
do without nuclezr power as an energy sourcs. It should be
regarded as the energy of last resort. The ¥. R. 8. shoul’
promote tax breaxs for consumer insulatlion, higher utility rates
for commerclal users(this has the additional benefit of sncouraging
them to beccue enersy independent, peax hour rates, inter-comnected
pPipelines between H, L. & P. and other utility systems and consuxmer
educatlon whensver possidle. (CJontentlion M. 4)

radlation
I contend that low-level/usually dismissed by so many rnucleza»r
proponents as of little or no concern i3 possidbly quite s
serious health hazard. I favor a bar on the licensing of new
nuclear plants until a concensus cean be reached ancag our avall-
able supply of experts on the subject. The BIER report concluded
that a concensus was not awailable at this tize.(Texas Znergy
advisory Council Voluame 4, Nuaver S7, Auzust 2, 1379)
(Contention No. 3)

I contend that solar ererzy is zuch preferred and should be ziven
full support. Solar enersy deserves to shcre a srezter portion

-

of the resssrch zomey nade avalilable for enargy. Contention Yo. 95)

Slncerely,
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