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PROSOSED le 50 7 Marvin I. Lewis

s 6504 Bradford T
(6 #R 1166 ¢) PBIla. PA 19189
3.6=8

Decomnissiening Program Manager
glvilien of Engineering Standards
ffice ef Standards Development

Washington , D.C. 205595

Dear Sir;

Please accept the fellewing letter as uy cemments en the

Draft Generic Envirenmentsl Impact Statement en Decommissioning
¢ Nuclear Facilities, Nureg 0586 Jmnuary 1981.

“due date for the end of coments en this NUREG was not readily
“feund in the NHRBC. I had to wvaste time on a telephene call

te hbe NRC just to find out t hat the end %I the comment
peried was March22,1981, It sheuld have clearly stated on

"TEY"§y¢c~£1 what the epirastion date for commeats is.
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\2; This is & very extensive issue thatthis NHREG covers,
It depends heavily upon an entire bexful ef other NUREGS
7/The NURBGS t hat t his NURBC 0586 depends upen are

8 series ef NUREGS entitled "Technelegy , Safety an
Costs of Decommissioning a Refqrence *+*¢fcccc.. ™
The ®#8888..ccccew= refer to various nuclear fuel facilities,

This '.ri"’.r'siu;ndc of Decemmissfening a Referencessss.... %

is very flawved. ther , this series is not complete anml
the NURBG *7,.85,andC of Decommissfsning a reference llw
Burial Greund®™ has enly been delivered in thisz last veek.
or S, and C ef Decommissiening a Referemce Multireacter
Pevew Statien?¥21l]l has net been fssued,

Thereisre Cemments are being solicited en s NURBG 0568
which rests upes & series of NUREGS which are net cempleted
por issued. Purther, that part eof tl. series which has
been issued is r1-v.£ in underestimating volume, Curie,

and daner ef the wastes., (Peter Skinner NY Law Dept at

a2 Radwaste Planning Sessienfos State Officials put en

by the NRC in Phkla.PA)(Alse see Resnikef in 'Net Man

Apart ' newsletter, aseries én transpo:rtatien ef radwaste,)

3. This NUREG is intermally flawed as well =s resting

upen flaved references. Inetherwords, statements in this
NUREG,which d4¢ net depend upen a reference , are alse
incerrect, Per instance en Page 0-8,

*In any given year the quantity ef ti’s waste generated by
decemmissioning will be sonsiderably .»ses than tnat generated b
by eperating nuclear facilities.®™
Well, that statement may have been true in the past. The reason
that the waste from decommissioning in the past was less IXxx
than generatéd by opersating nuclear facilitles was dependent
uren several factors:

A. Nuclear power is a 'new ' tec™nology and most plants

had not reacred trelir retirement aze.
B. Nuclear facilities whi:z! were due tC reotirement for

YRrioys Tessons had tieir retirements deffred.
(West Va'ley, Barnwell, “anford, Al!!juiprn.)
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3, C.There has only been one Class 9 acciden to date.
That was at TMI#2. It happened on March 29,1577
ard is continuing to tris date and probably bevend.,
Drs Rasmuscen, W.H.Jordan and ‘he Advisory Committee )
on Reactor Safegaurds have al) gone en record that
ve mw7 expect 8 TMI#2 type atcident every L te §
years, (Dr Rasmussea ei Phila radioc 4im May follewing
the TMI#2 accident.Dr Walter H. Jordan in his recent
beck with S. Glasstone on Nuclear Safety . ACRS
{n a statement by a member quoting & German study.)

In light of the above information tre statement, *In any

given year the quantity of this waste generatdd by decommission
ing is considerably less thran that generated by

operating nuclear facilities.® £s indefensidle speculatien.

b, Page O-8 "Assurance of this availabilityef (decemmissioning)
funds is necessary to ensure that a realth and safty problwvm #x |
does not result because of undue delay in performing the !
required deccenmissicning.* That statemﬁd?ia one trat I

can agree with, FHewever, that has net been the regulatory
stance of the ¥RC. The regulatory stance of the NRC

has been to deal without sufficient specificity con

¢inancial matters..

wpresent regulatory guidnace is not specific enough on required
particulars needed to deal properly with financial

ascurance condiderativa.® Page O Paragraph 0.2.6.1.

Nothing in this !UREC‘Kequires a change of regulatory stance )
to one of proper assumce of funds for decomkissiong to

pretect tre health and safety of the public. Without
a chaage of regulatory stance which would require preper |
assurance ef timely availability of decommissiening funds,

this KURSG is worthless. Regulatery requirements for

timely availadilty of decommissiening funds must Dde set in

stone. Deecommissiening fundé must net be a matter of

confecture. Txmiyx These funds must be whelely awsi.able

at any time in a reacters lifetime. The sccident at TMI#?
demonstrated that a reacter can need its decemmissioning

funds leng befere the screduled date ef retirement.

S—

Availsbilty ef decomnissiening famds {s one of the mest
{mpertant points in decomnissioning., This fumding is
gressly and inadequately handled in this NUREG fer the
reasens stated above.

5, Residusl Radiecactivity Levels tor Release of 2

Facility te Unrestricted use.

Well, this is really up in the air, Epa was supposed tc
do tris but hasndt yet. NRC has presented its views.

Whers , when, and whe 1s going to make the decision.
Meaavhile , this nureg was sent out te get comments

when tre most esceptial ftmm in it is still in limbe,

Hev can I comment on comething that 18 net even there yet?

Take this Draft back until such time as hearings and
publie cemment has been incorporated by EPA 1into a
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dose le¥el for release of a faeility for unrestriceed use,
Until tris doee level has ben ascertained, cemmenting
upon this NURBG 1= futile.

6. There are toe many assumptiens in this repert thet
de net bear en past perfermance ner commen senge, Fow
instance,

®1t 48 assumed that geod heusekeeping...* Page 2-13.
Even after the accident at TMI#2 add an inspectien

by a specail team at the TMI#2 site housekeeping
remabed a preblem tntil the NRC enlisted the cooperatien
of §§' top MetEd efficer en the site for that specific
problem.

Recently, the Phila Dailg News carried a story about
radicactive mouse feces being found on the TMI site,
The assumptien conceraing housekeeping bears ne
relatéenship to reality. Many assumptions , implicit
ad ecexplieit , do net bear any relaticnship to reality
in this NUREG.

Peor assumptiens flaw this NUREG beyend redemption.
Thegew it out and hepe that yeu can do a better Jjob
the second time around.

7« l]%gi‘jﬂlni I nave net had the time or the inclinatien
teo critique all the many flaws, errers, and just plain
dumbness in this NUREG. flease do net construe my silence
en any point as sn endorsement of tiis repert, NUREG 0986,

Respectfully submitted,

Marvin 1. Lewis =7 1/
650 Bradbrd Terrace . / / /

Phila . PK 19189 S
(215) CU 9 596k,
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