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Dear Sir:
Attached are 7 couments on NUREG-OSQ&,
Skaiit/Hanford DES,
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FOR THE SKAGIT/HANFOR NUCL=ZAR PROJECT, DOCKET NO, STN 50-t522 & 523

I'ne Gulf Coast cnvironmental Defense Foundation Inc.,
of 4%27 Alconbury Lane, Houston, Texas 77021, incorporated
under the laws of the OState of Texas, comment as follows
on the DES;

GCsDF COMMENT 1

Site suitability for the several candidate sites in
Section 3.2 of the DRAFT may be influenced by further ac-
tivity of Mt. St. lielans voicano through ash deposition
on ecooling water sources and cooling towers. The DES
should consider this factor by considering sites where
nast activity have had no influence and comparing them

with those that have been oreviously effected by such ash.

GCEDF COMMENT 2

The DI is inadequate because it does not deal with an
item on .. I=-20 of the subject document, which is part of
a DOL dseument on the Land Sale of Hanford Reservation prop-
ertvy to Luret JSound rower and Lirht. There, it states,

nased on evaluations made for the WPPSS reactors, it is
unlikely that olant construction or operation at the ref-
erence site would afrect buried radioactive wastes on the
ianford site." (Emnhasis supplied) Section 4.,2.3%.1 of
the DES does not mention any effect on buried waste at Han=-
fard throu;h hydrolory, but all the Anceudix I DOE Revport
-ives for -uidance is that it is "unlikely", which could
mean a broad range of things in probability terms. The FES
shsuld diseuss thig DOE brought up possibility, and give
hpe npesise probability terms or explain why it can be

no more orecise than the DOE report.



GCED? Inc. Comments -

GCEDF_Comment 2

In Anpendix C, the folloving statement (p. C=6) occurs:
"To illustrate: A single model 1000-lWe LWR operating at an
Q). cavacity factor for 20 years would be predicted to
induce Hetween 3.3 aad 5.7 cancer fatalities in 100 years,
5,7 and 17 in 500 years, and 36 and 60 in 1000 years as a
result of releases of radon=222. To this fuel cycle imnact
deseription, the following other impacts should be determined
and added:

A) The ranre of numbey of fatal hirth defects induced by
fuel cvele radon-222, {or éach Skarit/Hanford unit at its
nrojected capacity ractor and for the licensing period under
shnsideration when construction is completed (i.e. 40 years)
for 700, 500, and 1,000 years.

B) The rance of number of non-fatal birth defects induced by
fuel cycle radon-222, for each Ska~it/Hanford unit at its
srayjected canacity factor and for the licensing period under

ronsideration when construction is completed (i.e., 40 years)
for 100, 00 and 1,000 years.

¢) The range of numoer of non-fatal cancers induced by fuel
cvele radon-{22, for each Skazit/llanford unit at its pro-
jected cavnacity factor and for the licensing period under

~onciderstion when construction is completed (i.e., 40 years)
for 100, <00 and 1,000 years.

GCLDF COMMENT &

IN A~pendix E of the DRAFT, the Staff points out (p. E=1)
that the use of of the MARCH and CORRAL code oroduced lower
estimates of predicted iodine for many of the dominant accident
senuences. The DES is inadequate with regard to this use of
MARCH hecause it does not say there are rreat reservations on

the use of MARCH code. In the minutes of the ACRS Class 9
Aceidents Subconmittee rieeting of May 21=-22, 1981 (NRC Accession
Hunher 3108280372) several members pointed out these deficiencies.
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