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In the Matter of )
)
TEXAS UTILITIES GENERA. G ) Docket Nos. 50-445
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Pursuant to 10. C.F.R. Scction 2.740(b), Citizens for Fair Utility ) A
Regulation; "CFUR" hereby submit their answers to "Applicant's” Fourth'W
of Interrogatories and Request 1o Produce dated October 2, 1981,
ANSWERS
=4 Yes. Yoes. The methodology, information, data and analyses in the Final
Environmental Statement, "FES", for Comanche Peak, for purposes of
Contention %,addresses only average conditions based upon random releases
of radicactive gases yet Applicant has the capacity to control its releases
s0 as to minimize the exposure of the gencral public to such radioactive
material.
Therefore CFUR's specific objection to such information is that it is
not sufficient to comply with 10 CFR Part. 20.1(¢c).
2 - 4 At the time CFUR responded to Applicant's Interrogatory 93-3 CFUR

understood that Applicant's position was that there would be no planned
releases from Comanche Peak. Applicant has since taken the position that
there will be anywhere from twelve to eighty planned releases per year

On an average inoits letter of 9/25/81 from Homer C. Schmidt. ldentification
of sources of such leakages or creditable compromise are thercfore moot at
this time in that Contention 9 deals with the manner in which those releases
should be made, not where they are coming from.

3= 4  As stated in answer to 2 - 4 hereof Applicant admits that it will make planned
releases of radioactive materials, Contention 9 as defined earlier by CFUR
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relates to how those releases are conducted. The Applicant is required
to know what radiouctive clements are capable of being released in gascous
form and the source of its releasce.

CFUR expuects the Applicant to comply with all NRC regulations concerning
containable transients and /or accidents.

Table 5.7 of the FES indicates average atmospheric disbusions factors .nd
deposition values for maximum sight boundary and receptor lecations neur
CPSES. CFUR contends that the Applicant is obligated to minimize

cumulative person-rem cxposure by choosing optimum meterological conditiv.. s
which affect the particular subject area. In choosing such optimur metero-
logical conditions the mothodology should include the factor that the Applicant
can purposcfully time such planned releases.

CFUR Contention 9 is con:erned with cumulative person-rem exXpos:..c¢
rather than maximum individuul dose conunitments.

Applicants have control over timing of releases so as to take into consideration
the direction of the wind and other meterological factors. Therciore, for
instance, usce of mean directional wind calculations is improper methodology.
That geographical region which corresponds to and contains ninety-five
percent (95%) of the total body person-rem and person thyroid-rom exposures
from radioactive material releases at Comanche Peak.

Respectfully submitted,

J.IMARSH
CFUR

1060 W. Pipeline Road
Hurst, TX 76053
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