-

SENT BY:A ; 3- 9-89 3:54PM 4553558 321 443 78534 2

Department of
Clark =-/0-§9 Comprehensive Planning

county U0 Gy e

RICHARD T CERRAS

-—E§iz§;51f ABSISTANT OHIECTOM
(; aes§:§:;§nﬁwawgéfzga§:nq-Lccn
Jk LAs veasa NEiACA saiee
ams
D eT
March 9, 1589 }dF}Q,
IrK

Mr. Samuel J, Chilk, Secretary
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20585

REQUEST FOR ADYISORY COMMITTEE RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS
FROM COMMISSIONER CURTISS CONCERNiNG THE PROPOSED
LICENSING SUPPORT SYSTEN (LSS) RULE

Dear Secratary Chilk:

This 1s a response by the Coalition of Nevada Local Governmants that
participated on the Negotiating Comaittee to your memo to Howard Ba)liman
requesting answers to a series of questions posed bg Commissioner Curtiss
concerning the proposed Licensing Support System (LSS) Rule. The Coatition
of Nevada Local Governments is comprised of Clark, Lincoln and Nye countias
in Nevada, a1l designated as "affected loca! governments® by tha Department
of Energy (DOE)., Affscted 10ca) gavernment status s a recognition by DOE
that thase communities may experiance ¢onsiderable impacts from & proposed
repository. Our response 1s a consensus of the group. Commissioner
Curtiss, as you noted in your memo, s seeking clarification of a number of
{ssuas,

First, the Nevada Coalition of Loce! Governments wishes to reiterate our
testimony provided at the Commission hearing that the nagotiating process
employed to develop the proposed Rule wes extremely productive, The fact
that the final proposed Rule was able to achieve near consensus despite the
disparate views and {nterests of all members 13 {ndsed remarkable and §s a
testament to the understanding by a1l parties of the fnportance of deve-
loping a system to faciiitate licersing. The LSS appears to offer that
support.

The proposed rule, as you are aware, 1s the culminatica of many months of
effort by all the members of the LSS Committee. The result of €he nego-
ttation process 1s the proposed Rule, The Coalition of Navada Loca)
Governments, therefore, feels that the proposed Rule stands for {tself.
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To answer the questions as individua) parties obviously creates the risk
of interjecting personal interpretetion to the Rule and thareby provides
the potential for eliminating the consensus 5o carsfully developed. Thus
the Coalitten of Nevada Lecal Governments feels that the language of the
Rule and supplemental {nformation available descridbing the development of
the Rule should stand as submitted to NRC.

In addition to the questions, you have aiso provided "strawman answers® to
address Commissfoner Curtiss’ concerns. We have reviewed the “strawman
answers” and don't find any problems with the responses and, therefore,
concur with the answers.

Sincerely,

ENNIS A. BECHTEL
COORDINATOR (REPRESENTATIVE OF THE
NEVADA COALITION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS)

bh



