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Citizens For FA:Rr UtiLiTy ReeuLation (CFUR) :
&4

1668- 3 CARTER DRIVE
ARLI!« TON, TEXAS 76012
July 13, 1981

0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U.S, Nuclear Regulatory Commission
washington, D, C, 20555

Re: NUREG=0775
DEIS Comanche Peak

Dear Sir;

CFUR would like to take this opportunity to comment on the two
sectiuns of the DEIS that it has examined in detail.

PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THIS ACT ION
1) Table 2,3 presents Capacity Resources, Peak-Hour Demands, and Reserve
Margins for TUCS, The last paragraph on page 2-€ indicates that differing
_rowth exist, Nevertheless, the NRC Staff has chosen
to present outdated data in Table 2,3,

The following figuve presents a compilation of projected demands for
TUCS obta’ined by adding together the seperate demand projections of each
TUCS sister company from their most recent rate increase requests to the
Texas Public Utility Commission, £As can be noted, these combined demand

projections are consistently lower than that presented in the DZIS, By

projections of demanc

simply adding the saoperate projections, it is presumed that the individual
companies demand projections are coincident - a situation not necessarily
true and which tends to overstate the demand projections,

TUCS PZAK DEMAND PROJECTIONS (MW)

Yooy tEsco’ TP DRI’ TOTAI
1981 4280 5620 2850 12,750
1982 LLgs 5910 2950 13,355 1 - Docket 3250 June, 1980
1683 Lns 6220 3050 13,985 2 - Docket 3780 Mar,, 1981
1984 Lols 6560 3150 14,655 3 - Docket 3460 Sept.,, 1920
1985 5185 69L0 3250 15,375
1986 5435 7320 3350 16,105

Substitution of these demand projections in Table 2,3 yields the

following reserve margins (%),

WITH COMANCHE PEAX WITHOUT COMANCHE PHAK
19" Lo R Lo,8
1982 4,9 34
1983 35.3 27.9 Coo2
1984 35.0 20,9 5
1985 36,6 23.1 /
198¢ 33,3 20,5 1/0
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CFUR recommends that the NRC Staff obtain projections for TUCS made
in 1981 t»> include in the EIS published in 1981,

Z2) Table 2,2 presents the TUCS Projected Annual Fuel Coste through 1986,
The estimated increase in Fuel Price (3/106 HTU) from 1979 to 1986 is 178%
for 1ig ‘t~ and 96% for nuclear fuel, No substantiation for this projection
is supplied, lignite (and/or coal) is the more abundant fuel in the U,S.,
There is a great deal of uncertainty about the suoply of U,S, uranium
{(1ieberman, "U,S, Uranium Resources ~ An Analysis of Historical Data",
Science, April 30, 1976 and letters in Science, Mar 6, 1976), Some measure
of independent substantiati-n would seem tou be in order,

On page 2-2, the following appears: "The applicant states that by 1990
it will have fully exnloited the lignite deposits of central and eastern
Taxas,’’*Purthur fossil-fue]l expansion beyond 1950 will have to be hased
on coal," Yet the appnlicant has attemnted to sell a lignite facility to
Houston Iighting and Power and has just succeeded in selling water from
Lake Fork in FHast Texas (impounded for the purpose of constructing a lignite
facility) to the City of Dallas while retaining future ontions on part of
the water rights,

The applicant has purchased a large quantity of coal deposits in New
Mexico and has announced preliminary plans for a large coal facility located
in Texas near the New Mexico border, In addition, the applicant is engaged
in a vigorous developmant program in an attemnt to utilize gas produced in
deep=basin lignite deposits in central and eastern Texas,

For these reasons, it appears unreasonable for the staff to conclude
that the replacement of any energy not produced by CPSES Units 1 and 2
through 1990 would have to come from lignite and gas in ahout a 50:50 propnortion,
If there is any hasis for this conclusion, it has materialized throuvh default
of alternatives unti)l such time that a remedy is not practical - not because

of any overriding nee? to construct Comanche Peak,

PROBABALISTIC ASSSSSMENT OF SEVERZACCIDENTS and DOSE AND HWAITH IMPACTS
1) Table 5,20 presents a Summary of Znvironmental Imnacts and Probabilities,
Footnote {a) states that there is only a 30-year period over which Jatent Cancer
Fatalities might occur, It is not clear from the text whether this 30-year
period is an age or disease related period or whether it is the expected
period of operation of Comanche Peak(the 1icense request is for 40 years),
Clarification would be helpful,
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2) Table 5,20 indicates that 2,800/2,800 latent Cancer fatalities occur

at the 10'8 probability level, Footnote(b) states that this number (2,800)

is related to thyroid cancer fatalities only and that cancer fatalities of

all other organs do not contribute. An examination of Figure 5.6 (upon which
the table relies) indicates that the graph for latent Cahcer Fatalities
exclucding Tayroid has not beer extended to intersect with the 10‘8‘probability
coordinate, CFUR is not aware of any physical phenomena which prohibits this
from being done, It appears to CFUR that the conclusion that only latent
Thyroid Cancer Fatalities exist at the 10'8 probability level is not correct

and should be corrected,

3) CFUR has additional reservations concerning this section but will rely

on the interveniion process to resolve them,

Sincerely,

N REWA

Richard I, Fouke



