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Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station Operation, Units 1 and 2 2l

Somervell County

U:S.

Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Pursuant to the Nat{onal Environmental Policy Act of 1969, Office of Management and
Budget Circular A-95, and the Texas Policy for the Enviromment (1975), the Governor's
Budget and Planning Office is responsible for securing the comments and views of local
and State agencies during the environmental lmpact statement review process.

[n most instances, the NRC has forwarded this document directly to your agency. This
office requests that for any comments forwarded to the NRC pric: to this memorandum,
an information copy of the comments be provided to this office,

For questions on this project, contact Ward Coessling at (512) 475-2427

Mr. Paul T. Wrotenbery, Director
Governor's Budget and Planning Office
Attention: CGeneral Government Section
P.0. Box 12428

Austin, Texas 78711

Please address your agency's formal comments to:

SAM HOUSTON BUILDING « P O BOX 12428 APITOL STATION « AUSTIN TEXAS 7HZ1



Suggested Questions to be Considered by Reviewing Agencies:

1. Does the propose’ pProject impact upon and is {1t consistent with the plans, programs
and statutory responsibilities of your acency?

2. What additional specific effects should be assessed?
3. What additional alternatives should be considered?

4. What better or more appropriate measures and stand
environmental effects?

ards should be used to evaluate
5. What additional control measures shou

effects or to avoid or minimize the {
resources’?

1d be applied to reduce adverse environmental
rreversible or irretrievable commitment of

6. How serious would the enviroamental dam

age from this project be, using the best
alternative and control measures?

7. What specific issues require further discussion or resolution?

8. Does your agency concur with the implementation of this project?

As a part of the environmental impact statement review process, the Budget and
Planning Office forwards to the originating agency all substantive comments which

are formally submitted. [f, after analyzing this document, you conclude that
substantive comments are unnecessary, you may wish to so indicate by checking the

box below inJ forwarding the form to this office. This type of response will indicate
receipt of this document by your agency and that no formal response will be prepared.

mO Comment ., " v bs %‘{Z‘gf)j’/[['ﬂ/

_Name and/ Tifle ot Revieyiph.0fficial

Yk g,(/)’(c__;ub o
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Agency
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Chairman. Fort Worth
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4200 S th School Road
Austin Texns 78744

July 14, 1981

Mr. Paul T. Wrotenbery, Director
Coverror's Budget and Planning Office
P.0, Box 12561

Austin, Texas 78711

Re: Draft Environmental Statement, Comanche
Peak Electric Station, Unit No. 1 and 2

Dear Mr, Wrotenbery:

This ageacy has reviewed the above referenced project and offers the
following comments,

Page 4-23, Section 4.3.6.2, Recreational Uses:

A sentence in the first paragraph states that the Squaw Creek Reservoir

(SCR) is a desirable recreational resource. The second paragraph states

the ". . . recreational plans for SCR have not been finalized." 1In order

to adequately address recreation, additional information is needed concerning
public access to the lake and other project lands. Additionally, information
is needed concerning recreational use of consumptive and non-consumptive
wildliferesources by the public. This section is incomplete without

this 12formation., Recreational needs of the area can be obtained from

the 1980 Texas Outdoor Recreation Plan,

Paragraph two also states that ", , ., the eastern shore. o of the reservoir
will be made available to a governmental or regulatory age.. for development
into a public recreational facility." While this agency talked with the
applicant in the past concerning this mattar, no discussions have trangpired
.ecently, Should the applicant wish to discuss this matter further,

my staff woul, be happy to meet with them. However, it should be noted

that before this Department can accept any land for management, formal
approval would be needed by the Texas Parks and Wildlife Commission.

I appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on this project,
Siprerely,

rb ) v

Charles ravis
Executive Director

CDT:RWS:cecr
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Suggested (uestions to he Considered by Reviewing Agencies:

1. Does the proposed project impact upon and is it consistent with the plans, programs
and statutory respunsibiliries of your agency?

2. What additicnal specific effects should be assessed?
3. What additional alternatives sliould be considered?

4. What better or more appropriate measures and standards should be used to evaluate
environmental effects”

5. What additional control measures should be applied to reduce adverse environmental

effects or to avoid or minimize the irreversible or irretrievable commitment of
resources”?

6. How serious would the environmental damage from this project be, using the best
alternative and control measures?

7. What specific issues require further discussiun or resolution?

8. Does your agency concur with the implementation of this project?

As a part of the environmental impact statement review process, the Budget and
Planning Office forwards to the originating agency all substantive comments which

are formaily submitted. If, after analyzing this document, you conclude that
substantive comments are unnecessary, you may wish to so indicate by checking the

box below anJ forwarding the form to this office. This type of response will indicate
receipt of this document by your agency and that no formal response will be prepared.

E_u Comment AWached . Truett Latimer
Name and Title of Repiewing Official

Comanche Peak Steam Flectric
Station Operation, Units 1&2

EIS # 1-06-50-013 __Texas Historical Commission
July 10, 1981 Agency
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P O.BOX 12278
AUSTIN TEXAS %711

Mr. B.J. Youngblood, Chief
Licensing Branch No. 1

Division of Licensing

U.5. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Re: DEIS - Comanche Peak Steam
Electric Station, Units 1 & 2

Dear Mr. Youngblood:

We have received and reviewed the document referenced above. Pursuant to
Section 102(02)(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1960

the above referenced document does not contain a sufficient level of
information to allow review of the cultural resources. QOur office does not
have copies of the archeological investigations mentioned on 4/21/81.

We request copies of reports concerning the cultural resources of the project
area so we can complete review.

-

Sincerely,

Truett Latimer
State Historic Preservation Officer

by
&WJMW
LaVerne Herrington, Ph.D.

Director

Resource Conservation
PEP/LH/1f¢t

5
!

/

The SLiate )ﬁy&nffc/ﬁr.7b£u%vvb’73$uerv1uﬂbn




’
Texas Department of Health
Robert Bernstein MDD FACP 1100 Weest 449th Street Robert A. Maclean, M.D.
Commssioner Austin, Texas 78756 Deputy Commissioner

(512) 4587111

July 7, 1981

Mr. Paul T. Wrotenbery, Director
Governor's Pudget and Planning Office

P. U, Bax 1".';(\], (‘.nla:[nl Station RECE,‘/ED
Austin, Texas 7871)

ATTENTION: Ceneral Covernment Section \".". 13 ’93'

SUBJECT: Comanche Peak (Nuclear) Steam
Electric Station BUdget/P!anning
Units 1 and 2 - 3

Somervel

r

~‘mmly

Draft Fnvironmental Tmpact Statement
Us S, Huclear Pegulatory Commission
locket Numbers 50-445 and 50-446
HURFC - 07275

Dear Mr, Wrotenbery:

The Draft Environmental Tupact Statement (F1S) relatcd vo the operation
of the Comanche Peak (Nuclear) Steam Electri Station, Units 1 and

2, has been reviewed for its public aid environmental heal:ci
implications. The Statemer. was pri, ured by the U, &, Nuclear
Fegulatory Commission and is dated May, 1981. The proposed action

is the issuance of operating licenses to the Texas Utilities Cenerating
Company for the startup and operation of Units 1 and 2 of the facility
located approximately 7 km north-northeast of Glen Rose, Texas.

The Texas Department of Health presently has an active environmental
radiation monitoring program in the vicinity of the Comanche Peak
(Nuclear) Power Plant Site.

A disappointing aspect of the otherwise adequate EIS is the titling
of the subject report. The omission of the term "Nuc lear" from the
title could be interpreted by those who wish to do so a5 an attenmpt to

mislead the reader. A person doing research or reading through lists
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Mr. Faul T. Wrotenbery
Page Two
July 7, 1981}

of titles for such projects would not recognize the true subject as
being a proposal to operate a nuclear power plant. It is the policy of
this Department to po on record objecting to the use of non-descriptive
tities for projects as important aud sensitive as the Comanche Peak
facility. Also, it is noted that the location {(Somervell County) of
the proposal is omitted from the title of the report; it is felt that

this further obfuscates the natture of the proposal.

We appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft E1S
for the projposed Comanche Peak Nuclear Power Plant.

d i

Uit b D

/ Bavid M. Cochraw, F.E.

Deputy Commissfoner for Environmenial
and Consumer Health Protection

DL/ re

ces:  Nureau of PRadiation Contrel, TDH
Public Health Region 5, TDH
Program Budgetary Services, TDH
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Budget/gp,

ICE OF THE GOVERNOR
WILLIAM P, CLEMENTS, JR.
GOVERNOR June 24, 1981

TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM

TO: Review Partic.pants DATE COMMENTS DUE TO
BUDGET AND PLANNING OFFICE: 7/9/81

_ Aeronautics Commission X Industrial Commission

X Air Control Board X Parks and Wildlife Department
Animzl Heaith Commission X Public Utilities Commission
Bureau of Fconomic Geology W¥Railroad Commission

_ Coastal and Marine Council X Soil and Water Conservation Board,
Department of Agriculture X Texas Energy and Natural Resources

X Department of Health Advisory Council

X Department of Highways and Public _ Governor's Otfice of Regional

Transportation Development
X Department of Water Resources X Office of Attorney General

X Texas Forest Service
General Land Office
X Historical Commission

[x] prafe EI1s  [] other EIS Number  1-06--50-013

Project Title Comqnche Peak Steam Electric Station Operation, Units 1 and 2

Somervell County

Originating Agency _U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, Office of Management and
Budget Circular A-95, and the Texas Policy for the Environment (1975), the Covernor's
Budget and "lanning Office is responsible for securing the comments and views of local
and State agencies during the environmental impact starement review process.

Enclosed for your review and comment is a copy of the above cited document. This

Office solicits your comments and asks that they be returned on or before the above

due date. You may find the questions, listed on the reverse side, useful in formulating
your comments.

For questions on this project, contact Warc Goessling at (512) 475- 2427 .

Please address your agency's formal comments to: Mr. Paul T. Wrotenbery, Director
Governor's Budget and Planning Office

Attention: General Government Section
P.O. Box 12428

Austin, Texas 7871

SAM HOUSTON BUILDING s P O BOX 12428 . APITOL STATION « AUSTIN TEXAS 76711




Suggested Questions to be Considered by Reviewing Agencies:
1. Does the proposed project impact upon and {s it consistent with the plans, programs
and statutory responsibilities of your agency?

2. What additional specific effects should ve assessed?
3. What additional alternatives should be considered”

4. What better or more appropriate measures and standards should be used to evaluate
environmental effects?

5. What additional control measures should be applied to reduce ..crse environmental
effects or to avoid or minimize the irreversible or irretriev.sle commitment of
resources”’

6. How serious would the environmental damage from this project be, using the best
alternative and control measures? .

7. What specific issues require further discussion or resolution?

8. Does your agency concur with the implementation of this project?

As a part of the environmental impact - .atement review process, the Budget and
Planning Office {orwards to the veiginating agency all substantive comments which

are formally submitted. 1If, after analyzing this document, you conclude that
substantive comments are unnecessary, you may wish to so indicate by checking the

box below inl forrwarding the form to this office. This “,pe of response will indicate
receipt of thie document by your agency and that no formal response will be ?repared.

. O3 o

Wand Title of Reviewing Official

Jim B. Cloudt, Gas Utilities Division
Railroad Commission of Texas

Agency
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Budget/Planning

DATE CC:IMENTS DUE TO
BUDGET AND PLANNING OFFICE:_7/9/81

I

_ Aeronautics Commission
X Air Control Board
Animal Health Commission
_ Bureau of Economie Geology
. Coastal and Marine Council
_ Department of Agriculture
X Department of Health
X Department of Highways and Public
Transportation
X Department of Water Resources
X Texas Forest Service
_ General Land Gffice
X Historical Commission

X Industrial Commission
X Parks and Wildlife Department
X Public Utilities Commission
X Railroad Cowmission
X Soll and Water Conservation Board -
(rTexas Energy and Natural Resources
Advisory Council
.. Governor's Office of Regional
Development

X Office of Attorney General

[X] brafe E1s  [] other

EIS Number 1-06-50-013

Project Title

Comanche Peak Steam Electric St

ation Operation, Units 1 and 2

Somervell County

Originating Agency

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Pursuant to the National Environmental Poltey Acc of 1969,
Hadget Circular A-95, and the Texas Policy for the Environment (1975),
sudget and Planning Office is responsible for securing the

and State agencies during the environmental impact statement review process.

In most instances, the NRC has forwarded this document directly to your agency.

olitice requests that for any comments forwarded to the NRC prior to t
an infdrmation copy of the comments be provided to this office.

For questions on this project, contact

Ward Goessling

Please address your agency's formal commeats to:

SAM HOUSTON BUILDING

P O 80X 12474 C/P1TOL STATION .

Office of Management and
the Covernor's
comments and views of local

nls memorandum,

at (512) 475-2427

Mr. Paul T. Wrotenbery, Director

o~ —

Governor's Budget and Planning Office

Attention:

P.0O, Box 12428
Austin, Texas 78711

AUSTIN TEXAS 78711

General Covernment Section



Suggested Questions to he Considered | by Reviewing Agencies:

1. Loes the proposed project impact upon and is it consistent with the plans, programs
and statutory responsibilities of vour agency?

2. What additional specific effects should be assessed?
3. What additional alternatives should be considered?

4. What better or more appropriate measures and standards should be used to evaluate
environmental effects?

5. What additional control measures should be applied to reduce adverse environmental
effects or to avoid or minimize the irreversible or irretrievable commitment of
resources’?

6. How serious would the environmental damage from this project be, using the best
alternative and control measures?

7. What specific issues require fu.ther discussion or resolution?

8. Does your agency concur with the fmplementation of this project?

As a part of the environm:ntal Impact statement review process, the Budget and
Planning Office fcrwards (o the originating agency all substantive comments which

are formally submitted. I[f, after analyzing this document, you conciude that
substantive comments are unnecessary, you may wish to so indicate by checking the

box below anJ forwarding the form to this office. This type of responsc will indicate
receipt of this document by your agency and that no f

m No Comment. f b
' Name




TEXAS AIR CONTROL BOARD

6330 HWY. 290 EAST
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78723

512/451.511

JOHN L. BLAIR WILLIAM N ALLAN

Chairman VITTORIO K. ARGENTO, P. E.
CHARLES R JAYNES FRED HARTMAN
Vice Chairman

C. JACK KILIAN, M. D,
OTTO R. KUNZE,Ph. D, P. E.

RECFIVED wiliawo eansw

JUL 9 193

BILL STEWART.P ¥
Executive Durector

July 8, 1981
Budzet/Pia ning

Mr. Paul T. Wrotenbery, Director
Governor's Budget and Planning
Office .
Attn: Intergovernmental Section
P. 0. Box 12428
Austin, Texas 78711

Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed
Comanche Peak Steum Electric Station Operation,
Units 1 and 2, Glen Rose, Somervell County, Texas;
EIS Number 1-06-50-013

Dear Mr. Wrotenbery:

The proposed installation of four 9-megawatt diesel generators
for use in emergencies at this facility has been exempted from
Fexas Air Control Board permit procedures. ve, therefore,
have no objections to the cited application.

The project, as described, is consistent with the Texas Air
Pollution Control Implementation Plan.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this document. [f we
can be of further assistance, please contact me,

Sincerely,

¥

(q)f'.

.
o (oWl

R

Roger R. Wallis, Deputy D;%ector
Standards and Regulations Program

€c: Mr. Melvin Lewis, Regional Supervisor, Fort Worth



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF WATER RISOURCES

1700 N, Congress Avenue

Austiu, Texas
’\-ﬁr“'a}.
TEXAS WATER DEVELOPMENT BOARD :t'": § {,‘3}.‘ TEXAS WATER COMMISSION
Louis A, Beechetl, Jr., Chairman :E; (*.o.:‘:': Felix McDonald, Chawman
John H, Garrett, Vice Chairman “.,'. rf l.;,- Dersey B Hurdeman
George W, McCleskey b Joe R, Carroll
Glen E. Roney Harvey Davis
W. 0. Bankston Execntive Divcton

Lonnie A, **Bo” Pilgrin July 3, 1981 R E C [ I V E D

Jui T e
'r. Paul T. lUrotenbery, Director )
Governor's Budget ard Planning Office nn
P.0. Box 13561, Capitol Station Budgeupbh g
Austin, Texas 78711

Dear iir. Urotenbery:

Re: U. S. Wuclear Regulatory Commission, Office of lluclear Reactor Regulation
(USHRC-0iRR)-=Draft Environmental Statement (DES) Relative to the Proposed
Issuance of Facility Operating Licenses to Texas Utilities Generating
Company, et al, for Units 1 and 2 of the Comanche Peak Steam Llectric
Station (CPSES), Vicinity of Glen Rose, Somervell County, Texas. (Report
o. IUREG-0775, May 1981.) State File Reference: EIS-1-06-50-C13, June
24, 1981,

The Texas Department of Water Resources (TDUR) staff has reviewed the referenced
DES, prepared by USIIRC-0iRR, in connection with the latter's current considera-
tion of an application filed in January 1979, by the Texas Utilities Generating
Company, et al, for Facility Operating Licenses for the start-up and operation
of Units 1 and 2 of the CPSES, located on Squaw Creek, a tributary of the Paluxy
River, in turn a tributary of the Brazos River, approximately seven kilometers
northeast of the City of Glen Rose, Somervell County, Texas. As of December 31,
1980, construction of Units 1 and 2 was 87 percent and 50 percent complete, re-
spectively; and, the target dates for fuel-loading (construction completion)

for Un;ts 1 and 2 were December 1982 and December 1964, respectively. (DES,

B ¥11).

From the standpoint of our water-related responsibilities and interests under
the Texas llater Code, we concur in principle with the referenced DS, based on
the following specific reasons and assumptions:

1. The referenced DES, relative to the Operating Licensing Stage,
incorporates and supplements the entire Final Environmental
Statement--Construction Phase (June 1974), pursuant to the "EIS-
tiering and consolidation" guidelines in Sectio's 1570 (1), 1502.4,
1506.4, and 1508.26 of the Council on Environmental Quality
regulations, 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508, and the "CIS-supplementing”

Py 3 PIWT Capited Srarion @ A { R7ii & A PR LY R






Mr. Paul T. Wrotenbery, Director
Page 3
July 3, 1981

water demineralizing facility, or increasing the presently-planned
capacity of the demineralized water storage tank (Fig. 3.3.1,

p., C-42). Aside from the enhanced reliability afforded by an
increased on-site water supply reserve, these increased facility
capacities might result in benefits due to economies of scale, if

accomplished prior to the completion of the current construction
rontyacts.

3. Reference is made to the water quality assessments presented
in items 5d, e, f, j, and 9b of the Summary and Conclusions,
and in Sections 5.3.3, 5.3, 5.4, 5.5.2, and 5.11.3 of the DES.
We feel that the potentially adverse effects of water and wastewater
releases from Squaw Creek Reservoir to Lake Granbury can be detected,
averted, and/or minimized by proper observance and enforcement of the
specific conditions contained in: (a) State of Texas later Rights
Permits granted by the Texas Water Commission to t.e applicant on
June 26, 1973 and August 29, 1977; (b) HPDES Permit iio. TX0065854
granted by the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency to the applicant on
January 16, 1979; (c) State of Texas Waste Disposal Permit No.
01854 (corresponding to WPDES Permit iio. 0065854), granted by the
Texas Water Commission to the applicant on April 2, 1979; and, (d)
the condition now being considered for inclusion in the pending
Facility Operating Licenses which provides that "if harmful effects
or evidence of irreversible damage are detected during the opera-
ting 1ife of the station, the applicant shall provide the staff
(of USNRC-0iRR) with an analysis of the problem and a proposed
course of action to alleviate it." (p. vi.)

TOWR appreciated the opportunity of reviewing the referenced DES. Please advise
if we can be of further assistance.

Sincerely yours,

S

’L/Hariey Davis
Executive Director
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TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM

T0: Review Particlpants DATE COMMENTS DUE TO

BUDGET AND PLANNING OFFICE:_7/9/81

_ Aeronautics Commisgsion X Industrial Commission
X Alr Control Board

£ Parks and Witdlife Uepartment
animal Mealth Comnission X Public Utilities Commission
_ bureau of Feonomic Geology

A Radlroad Cownission
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_ General Land Office D o o
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Project Title _

_F15 Number 1-06-50-013

Comanche Feak Steaw Electric Station Operation, Units 1 and 2

Somervell County N

Originating Agency U.S, Huclear Regulatory Commission

Pursuant to the Natfonal Environmental Policy Act of 19649, Otfice of Management and
budget Circalar A=95, .aud the Texas Paolicy for the Environment (1975), the Covernur's
budget and Pluaning vffice is fesponsible tor securlag the comments and views ot local
and State agencies during the environmental lmpact statement review process.

In most instances, the NKC has forwarded this document directly to your apency. This
.!( orfice requests that for any comments lorwarded to the NRC prior to this emorandum,
an information copy of the comments be provided to this office.

For questions on this project, contact Ward Goessling at (512) 475~ 2427

Please address your agency's formal comments to: Mr., Paul T. Wrotenbery, Director

Governor's Budget and Planning Office
' Attention: General Government Sectfon

P.0, Box 12428

Austin, Texas 78711
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‘Suggested Questions to be Considered by Reviewing Agencies:

1.

8.

As a part of the environmental impact statement review process, the Budget and
Planning Office forwards to the originating agency all substantive comments which
If, after analyzing this document, you conclude that
substantive comments are unnecessary, you may wish to so indicate by checking the
box below anJ forwarding the form to this office.
receipt of this document by your agency and that no formal response will be prepared.

are formally submitted.

Does the proposed project impact upon and i{s it consistent with the plans, programs

and statutory responsibilities of your agency?
What additional specific effects should be assessed?

What additional alternatives should be considered?

What better or more appropriate measures and standards should be used to evaluate

environmental cftects?

What additional control measures should be applied to reduce adverse environmental
effects or to avoid or minimize the irreversible or irretrievable commitment of

resources’

How serious would the environmental damage from this project be, using the best

alternative and control measures?
What specific issues require further discussion or resolution?

Does your agency concur with the implementation of this project?

[:] No Comment. Mason C. Cloud, Head, Forest Environment Dept

This type of response will indicate

Name and Title of Reviewing Ofticial

Texas Forest Servic:

Agency

We have no shjection to the implementation of the project.




