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T'. d "rnf t %commire f oninr, Report
" car r"C rtaff:

1 am pleased that the W bas adtrenne! tie lenue of Jeco airsioning.
I live near the stu t Om T' Puubo.' d t "av "uulcar Power P7 ant. This plant
oppears to be the prine candidate for t he country's first experiment
in cov.ercial reactor & comminnioninn, no I read your rcpert uith great interent.

I am pleased that you are reconaem'ing t hat lecommissioning ke built into
nov reactorn, and advance concern 'e g!ven to bealth and nafetv and
econo tic s ',e' ore a ut 111 t v "n a licenre. Ent thin"

in the uain " eat point or t! e rT". overall, you are addrecstng
fac!'itter that lave not ' r+ n l i c er r l ' a v' not f u l l y l oo'; t.n ,"
into etat to % uit b ' ' at ac * ave. '''ere ere very fe' reactorn
that cre ctill beiro 1uilt. An <' , none on order. The CIS glorren
over thin fact. It maten no concrete propocals alout how to deal
uitti plann f or decommisnioning that are made junt prior to, or after
f ac ili t y n',u t d oen .

Tirst,he 'ng npocific , I "ould ifle to addrerr " returning tha rite to.

unre nt ite t er' accens'. "5tn i n nupponer'l y ' aced on " realistic' accermentag
ubert cccupancy in lesr than full tine. Tater inthe PTS t'tcre In mention
of bu fldirc l auren on former nuclear niten. .Tlie la inconnint ent. j
Peepic Jive in Lounca full tiae. "Scre it no nention of npdelfics '

on bou proper ehiciding could 'e drne or 1" it las 'een done. An far as
i

i can find out, no decotr. inn 4cne ! reactor has yet keen oben to untentricted |
vecenn. "'be "T3 only t a' es Inte consiferation t!c buman species.

|Pince mont reactors, incluMur Pum' oli t , are not buil t in the middle ''

of citier, you nurt alro conni 'er orl er spec tes (cochroaches don' t count) . |
Pira! al 't ir a nr.i t . ta rch etere vin , vi' ' nni .A c ta' c ref unc. Gat will

'

thene unshielded animals do?

It in mentioned, without enplarnt!cn, that deconminnienin~, vill l ave

a posit ive .cuviront :ent e 1 inrae r . ' Jell,1 nn curc you are tN)l\ing alout
long-term environmcotal effects. I eurntion tlat too, but cbort term
ef fcetn are also important. rspec.ially for the people who live
near the facilitics. There will be craployment ef fectg, land ef fects -

hand econdJi< -ef fects , A small amount of land" will be committed for
waste storage , but effects that the "snall amount of land" will have
on surrounding communitics, la not mentioned,
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It is otated on page 0-42 that cost-henefit considertitiona are not expected
* to have a major impact. That in contradicted in the entire argunent

over planned conta and funding of deconminnionAng ~cach rem will cost
x amount to cican up. And the EIS talla of a certain cut- off point
implicit in ALARA where it in no longer cost effective to cican it up
any further. Thin argument bothern me the mont, for one, it appearn that
the ratepayer or taxpayer will pay and we danerve to have a 'cican"
environment, not one to 10 mrem nore than what van there before. So I'm an
idealist, but it was expected when thene things were built, that the land
would be returned to the way it once uan, not"if or 10nrem more radiation.

I am happy to acc concern over financial annurances. The options
are well laid out. But, I missed any specific method in which
the NRC plans to work with ntate PUCa on thin incue. Will regulationo
requiring financial assurance automatically mean each state must
immedictcly deal with it? Thin necda to be apelled out.

Under policy considerations the gIS addresnen the technolog;ical
capabil.ity in dcent:mtissioning. There in no mention of what uc all
know to be the human error factor. Maybe one docon't addrens it in
auch a report. But it doco exist, han TMI #2 han shoun. There
should be some way of dealing with it, since it is a real factor,
instead of ignoring it.

Thanh you for your attention to these matters.
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