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41N f\ UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
U NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Docket No. S0-285
(Restar?)

METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY

(Three Mile Island Nuclear Station,
Unit No. 1)

REVISED CONTENTIONS OF THREE MILE ISLAND ALERT INC.

Pursuant to the Bcard's Mamorandum and Order dated September 21, 1379,
intervenors were directed to file revised contenticns by QOctober 42,1 379.
Accordingly, Three Mile Island Alert Inc. (TMIA) files the following contentions.

REVISED CONTENTION 1.

It s contended that the short term actions proposed by the licensee will nct
adequately protect the members of TMIA, whose mambers live within twenty (20)
miles of the ~'ant, from abnormal and unhealthy additional releases of radiaticn.

As a result of the accident at TMI Unit 42, radicactive gases in excess of permissible
limits were released into the atmosphere. These releases inclued

(a) 1-133, which was released cver a thirty-four (34) day pericd following the
accident in aracunts in excess of 26.84 CL;

(b) Krypton-88, which, during the first day cf the accident alcne, was

discharged into the atmcsphere in an amount of 5.1E + 4 Curles;
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(¢) Xenon releases of at least 10 million Curies, far in excess of NRC

C

regulations. For .xample: P f ’,' ”,/\ - '. , il n
(1) Xenonl33M: 170,000 Curies over a ten day pericd ok ﬁb ‘ “\
(4) Xenon 135: 1.3 million Curies cver a seven (7) day pericd
(44) Xeron 135M: 140,000 Cur‘es over a three (3) day period
Other radicactive gases released as a result ¢f the accident at 'nit #2 include
Ruthentuim - 103, - 106; Trittum; and Bromine -82, -83, -84, -85.
These releases will have long term health offects on the members of TMIA.
¥ TMI Unit i were 0 be recpened, the adverse heaith effects to the members of
TMIA would be magnified since Unit #1 will release additional amounts of radiaticn
into the environment. Since radiation affects the bedy in a cumulative manner,
the additioral releases from Unit #l will have a direct adverse health effect cn
the members of TMIA.
In additicn, the cleanup of Unit #2 will undoubtedly result in both planned
and unplanned discharges of radiation into the environment. Since the members of
TMIA have already received dosages of radiation far in excess of that which would
have been received had thers been nc accident,the cumulative effect as described
above may ultimately cause sickness o d Jeath 0 scme members of TMIA.
It is contended that the short term actions proposed by licensee do not

adequately deal with this problem.
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REVISED CONTENTION 2.

TMIA contends that the additional low-level radiclegical discharges from
Unit A, in addition to those high-level discharges that have and will te
discharged as a result of the TMI accident, will have a significant adverse
effect on the water quality in the Susquehanna. During decontaminaticn,
there exists the real pessibility of discharges of radicactive wastewater in®
the Susquenhanna. Even if decontamination is dene accerding to present plan,
the system, Epicore I, cannct remove radicactive tritium from the deccntaminated
water. This tritium will be discharged into the Susquehanna River. X Unit 4l
were to recpen while deccntamination of Unit #2 was continuing, additional
discharges of radiation into the Susquehanna will occur. Radlicactive releases
{nto the river as a result of the accident at TMI #2, have resulted in presently
ascertainacle damage to the fish and wildlife in and around the river, thereby
increasing the probability of radiation {n the focd chain. Therefore, it is
contendad that no consideration be given © reopening Unit # untll TMI Unit #2
is decontaminated to pre-March 28, 1379, levels, and the effects cf the accident
anc subsequent decontaminaticn on the water quality in the river have been

thoroughly analyzed.

REVISED CCNTENTION 3.

t is contended that £ Unit #£ (s reopened, fear of ancther Unit 42 type
accident will cause mental health probiems, in varying degrees, 'ic many pecple
living rear the plant. This fear will alsc adversely affect the eccnomy of th

regicn because amplcyees will be absent frcm werk due o mental anxiety, pecple
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will leave their jobs and move from the area, and new businesses will
refuse to locate in the area. [t is contendad, therefore that the health and
scoromic consequences trought about by the fear and anxiety which will
ceccur, and increase, i Unit #l is reopened, cutweigh the benefits that

will be obtained thereby.

REVISED CONTENTION 4.

It is contended that if Unit # | is recpened many people from ail over
the country will be fearful and angry. Jany of these pecpla wil come to
Middletown and attempt o keep Unit #l closed by using both viclent and
non-viclent means. As a result, considerable civil disruption will occur
in the area surrounding the plant. Lccal and State authorities are not presently
equipped t©c deal with the types of civil disruptions that may very well occur.
It is contendad that the additional costs which will haveto be incurred by the
State and the local municipalities involved, in order to deal with the civil
disruptions, have nct been evaluated at all. Furthermor. it is contended that
this disruption, added to a crippled #2 reactor that will be contaminated with
hig hly radicactive material for years o come, is an unreascnakle and unacceptable
cost not outweighed by the benefits of reopening Unit 41, The short term

actions proposed by the licensee do nct deal with this eventuality.
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REVISED CONTENTION S.

It is contended that Met-Ed has negligently and on occasicn, willfully viclated
NRC regulations concerning the safe operaticn of both Units 41 and 42, i{n that it
has deferred necessary maintenance and repairs in order tc minimize reactor
downtime, to the detriment of the integrity of the nuc! 2ar facility itself. The
lUcensee has, in the past, allowed work orders to go undene in order to aveid
shutting Unit  down %0 perform necessary maintenance. The licensee would allow
werk crders 0 ple up until refueling, at which time the licensee wculd attempt
o do all the work required. Just tc complete essential maintenance in the
short time available, employees were worked 0 a point where they were no longer
effective because cf fatigue. These actions, and actions of this type, reflect
negatively upon the ability of the licensee tc safely operate z nuclear facility.
Censequently, itis cont;ndod that Met-Ed (s incapable of safely cperating TMI 4

and that its operating licanse should e revcked permanently.

REVISED CONTENTION §.

It {s contended that Met-Ed dces not have the financial capability to:
(1) comply with technical changes that may be demanded as a
result of the accident at Unit 42, and
(2) comply with regulations of the NRC raquiring the expenditure of
additional sums cf mcney either fcr mandated design changes or

changes in the fnancial protecticn requirements of 10CFR Part 140.
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SBecause cf the licensee's problers with Unit #2, it has been unable '© meet
its energy obilgaticns o the PTM interccnnect. As a consequence, the licensee's
deferred energy balance owed PTM may very well exceed its : 'wort term debt by
February, 1980.f this occurs, the licensee's ability to borrow money will cease,
and thereis the real possibiiity of the licensee going bankrupt. It is contended,
therefore, that the licensee cdoes not presently, or for the foreseeable future,

have the financial requirements necessary to cperate a nuclear facility.

REVISED CONTENTION 7.

It is contended that the licensee will be unable 1 adequately deal with
a design basis accident of class one \hrcugh eight if one should cccur at
Unit #¢1  while decontamination continues at Unit #2. The Unit #2
containment building and vessel today house in excess of half a million gallons
of highly contaminated wastewat. =, and another 250,000 gallons are stored in
auxiliary storage buildings on the island. Presently, there is no approved
timetable for the safe decontaminaticn of Unit #2. It is contended that the
wastewater storage capability of Unit 4 if an accident were ' occur, weuld be
insufficient, since a large portion of this capacity may ultimately be committed
o the safe deccntaminaticn of Uit #2., Furthermore, even £ no accident
should cccur at Unit # there is a pessibility of an accident ccocurring at Unit
n during decontamination which would result in the diversicn of all Unit #

storage capacity o U~it #2, thereby leavingUnit #i unable ® cope with any



type of accident that would produce abnormal an.~unts of radicactive wastewater.
If an accident of the magnitude of that which occurred at Unit #2 were 10 occur

at Unit 81, wastewater storage facilitles at Unit #2 weuld have to be berrowed,
just as Unit # facilities have been borrowed 0 deal with the accident at

Unit #2. Since there is presently insufficient storage capacity on the island to
dea! with a Unit #2 accident at Unit #1 it is an unreasonakle and unacceptable
risk to the public health and safety t© reopen Unit 4 untid Unit 42 has teen
safely decontaminated. The shor® term actcns preposed by the Licensee do

not adequately deal with the scunarics descrited herein.

REVISED CONTENTION 8.

The inveolvement of the NRC in any decision to restart Unit # is critical.
The plant cannot recpen without NRC approval. There can be no reascnable
basis to deny that su.n ootions are covered by the National Environmental
Policy and it {s contended therefore, that a decisicn to recpen Unit | (s a
major federal acticn significantly affecting the quality of the human environment.
Accordingly, it is contended that an environmental impact statement must be

filed prior to restarting Unit M.
The FES must consider, among other things, the sccic-eccnemic costs of
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reopening tne plant versus the benefits; whether the plant is necessary ™0
the energy needs of the licensee's customers; and, fnally, the costs of

sonverting Unit No. | 1o a ccal-fired plant.

Respectfully submitted,

Three Mile Island Alert Inc.
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TRecdore A. Adler, "sqm."r
Widoff Reager Seikcwitz § Adler

Post Office Box 1347
Harrisburg, Pa. 17105
‘Felephone: (717) 763-1383
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CERTTICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that coples of Revised Contenticns of TMIA, INC.
dated 22 Ccwober 1979 have teen served upen the fcllowing by depesit in
the United States mail, postage prepaid, this 22nd day of Octcber, 1979:

Ivan W, Smith, Esquire Chief,
Chairman Docketing and Service
Atomic Safety and Licensing Secticn
Board Panel Office of the Secrtary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory - U.S. Nuclear Regulatwery
Commission Commission
Washington, D.C. 20855 Washington, D.C . 20855
Marcia E. Mulkey George F. Trowbridge, Esquire
Cffice of the Executive Shaw, Pirtnan, Petts & Trowbridg Q’l
Legal Directer 1800 M Street, N.W. i
U.S. Nuclear Regulatcry Washington, D.C. 2C006
Commission (hand delivered '0 representative
Washington, D.C. 205855 of licensee)
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