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Don E. U i U i r u ~ ,  Director 
Beactors Division 

Ve fiave reviewed the subject doclneent and have a number of reservations 
an the content. 
lations show that the MCA is an mplanned destructive excursion with an 
energy release of 200 Sd-aec which, under adverse meteomlog ica l  rawtric- 

to inhtdatfan of the rekmseit fissian productsl" 
of' the hazards and more recent information on ttre upper M t  of poteatial 
emrgy release indicates potential doses are an order of m8gn i t~d .e  laser, 
the content of the report does not reflect the caservatiw analysis. Fie 
cannot, therefore recomm?nd a g p v a l  an tbe basis of this reprt- We tbme- 
fore  suggest that Phill ips Petroleum C- p l r e ~  et M des- 
the conservatism of the analysis. 

Specifically, it is sta-d that (pge ii) "The C?SJ.CU- 

tioss, @ads 8 lnfumaa off-site &ose of A3 rem t o  BI chzu's tllyroiii alae 
yhile e n d e n t  -is 
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