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1 am pleased that the "7 has addresse! tte issue of Jlecomaissioning.
I 14ve nesr the stut-dowm Mumboldt Tav "walear Mower Plant. This plant
appears to he the prime candidate for the country's first experiment

v

in commercial reactor decomnicsioning, mo I read your report with great interest.

I am plessed that you are recomiending that lecommissioning “e huilt into
new reactors, and advance concern ‘o plven to health and safety and
scononics Lafore a2 utility vrrcnivas a Ticonne, Dut this

is the main weal point of the TI%. Overall, yvou are addressing
facilitiee that Yave not 'wen Ticenen! and not fully lookine

Into vhat to Yo with vlat ve ‘ave. ™oere ere very few reactors

that are stil) bedine Yuilt, And, none on order, The ¥I§ glosees

over this fact, It males no concrete proposals about how to teal

with plans for decommisafoning that are made just prior to, or after
facility shutdowm,

Firet,heing specifle, 7 vould 1i'e ta address "returning the site to
unrestttcted accees’. Mils 1g suppose’ly 'ased on "realistic" agsesnents,
vherp occupancy ie lese flian full tiue., Tater dinthe "T0 there {e mention
of Wilding Youses on former muclear sites, THie fs5 inconsfstent.

People ldive n touses full time, There 1le no mention of sndeifics

on tow proper elilelding could “e dene or 17 it las Yeen done. As far as

T can find out, no decormiretone! ranctor has vet “een oben to uarestricted
access, The TTG5 only taes inte consideration the human species.

fince most reactors, Including Yumboldt, are not *wilt 4in the middle

of citiep, you muet also consiler otler epecles (coclroachee don't count).
Mumbollt 1 o exlt nare’ vhere many wil) anfza'e tave refuge. Vhat will
these unghielded animals do?

it 1s mentioned, withouvt explaration, t'at decormissioning vwill tave

a positive . environnentel imracr. Yell, 1 an sure you are rd&ﬁﬁng aliout
long~term environmental effects, 1 oucstion tlat too, hut ghort ternm
effectes are also important. lspecially for the people who 1live

near the facilities. There will be employment effecty,land effects
and cconodke effects. A small amount of land” will be committed for
waste storage , but effects that the "small amount of land" will have
on surrounding communities, is not mentioned.



Els eritique page 2

It is stated on page 0-42 that cost-benefit considerations are not expected
to have a major impact. That is contradictsd in the entire arpument

over planned costs and funding of decommissiongng- each rem will cost

x amount to clean up, And the LIS talls of a certain cut’ off point
implicit in ALARA where it 1is no longer cost effective to clean it up

any further. This argument bothers me the most. Tor one, it appears that
the ratepayer or taxpayer will pay and we doserve to have a "clean"
environment, not one to lOmrem more than what was there before. So 1'm an
idealist, but it was expected when these thingg were built. that the land
would be returned to the way it onee vas, not)5 or lOmrem more radiation,

1 am happy to see concern over financlal assurances, The options

are well laid out. Dut, T missed any specific method in which

the NRC plans to work with state PUCs on this dssue. Will regulations
requiring financial assurance automatically mean each state must
immediately deal with 1t? This needs to be snelled out,

Under policy considerations the LIS addresses the technolog ical
capability in decmmmissioning, There is no mention of what we all
knovw to be the human error factor. Maybe one doesn't address it in
such a report. Dut it does exist, has ™1 #2 has shown. There
should be some way of dealing with it, since it is a real factor,
instead of iganoring it.

Thank you for your attention to these matters,

. JoA, Sayhge



