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dJune 12, 1959

Division of licensing and Ragulation.
U.S. ATOMIC ENERCY COMMISSION
Washington 25, D.C,

Subject: TITLE 10 - ATCHMIC ENERGY
CHAPTER I - ATCMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAKING
(Publishad ir the Federal Register on May 23, 1959)

Gentlemen:
The wriier has cavcfully reviewsd the pulO"’e"l amengnent o ALU ragula-
LlOuS with respect to site criteris, and .is*:ca to cffer the following come-

ents and opinlons.

In moidng these comments, the writér is sp*nk:.:.g pr‘amar-ly ag a Consulting
Engineas engabed in industrizl, power plant, and ubility work although the writer
3 slso engaged in management of the P.Louq, 01}1.0,, municipal utilities with the

titlo of Dirscior of Utilities. )

The up" nions outlined hersin ave ba,cu o 2 ntility experiencs background
as well ag that of consuliing works ’

The Atomic Ensrgy Gamm. ;sion over a z:c::.od of ycar., has spent & subghtantial
et cf‘ woney and made e very serious. ef‘fow“ 0 got a greater number of desiy-
% acuo » typos in service, both in ths United States and abreed. It is tha
's opindcn that the adoption of the capiiocned amendment w ronld rmilify te
esriong extent the retention of the civa.l;.an reactor program, and further.
d ‘“t nmgﬂ.d.ccs the fature position of large :mdustri.a’l CoNceErns,

s.es, end district hea*cinf' cs**.san...es in the nuclear power fi eld.
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The sdcpbion of this smondment would in substance rlace the civilian
roactor prozvam (L.rectly in the hends of & fow large utilitics whoge geograpilc
pesition permivted the locaticn of reagtors oz thelr systems within ths arsas

as ocutlined in the proposed amendmez;ﬁ.'

Tt iz inconceivable %o the writer that with consideration for the amount
of public money speni to promote the. c:.v:.l-"ﬁ raagtor py'ogram, that seiious
coasiderstion can be given to this amendment with par<icular refercnce o
Ssction C - “Populgtion Density in Surrounding ires-. This selection of Section
C doss not mean thet the writer approves of the other secilons of Whils am .\.;.mronu,

nor of this type of amendment D 0) /}, j
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Logicelly if such an amendment was passsd, it would also mean that nuclear
powsred marine vessels, both of military and clvilian typessshould not come
within 20 miles of any town or city. The next step in such a program would
logically be to review the question of nuclear air craft propulsion with the
same type of th:mkin

It also logically follows that if large reactors are t0 be reguired to
locate a distancs of from 10 to 20 miles from large elties, then provisiocns .
must be made for the retentieon of ihis original status. On this basis it is
extremncly questionable as to whsther there would be any developmant of reactors
within the United States for power generat cn as the acquisition or control of
such a zone would place the reactor on an eccnomic basis completely in a non-
competitive position. .

It is the writer's undsrstanding that -the present purpose of the reactor
hazard staff and the Advisory Commitiee on Rsactor Spfeguards is to properly
and reasonably evaluaie tho hazards involved for s particular itypo and size of
reactor and the contairment required fer the individuzl unit. On the basis
of the proposed amendment, the judgment and-diseretion of such groups would be
substantially mnllified to the detrime’nt- ‘of ‘the civilian reacior program.

Hessrs. Paul L. Gsiringer and Morton T3 and.tm.end's recent Report NI0-2332
for the. Atcmic Energy Commission evaluated ‘the use of nuclear reactors as a
source ‘of process angd space heat. The amer.dmmt in question closes the door
a.; previcusly stated to such potential: uses.

Dro C. Rogers McCulloch while acting as Chairmen of the Adgvisory Commitice
on Redctor Safeguards publicly stated that -in'his opinion distance was no sub-
stitute for contaimment, and the writer- ful]y concurs with this opinion:

t is also axiomatic that containment wust be suitable for the particular
type and size of reactor with consideration zor :.ts environment,

. In ocur American way of life blank checks are general];r not congldered as
a desirable form of currency. UNeither can a “plank check® such as the amendment
roferred-tc berein beé considered as desirable control of a power generation
methed which in twenty to thirty years time may be the sole hope of maintaining
our present economic way of life.

V@ry truly Fyours,

PREY R e wrtrnien.
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