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- :CHAIRMAN - Re: Indian Point Unit 1 as it Relates to the Unit 2 & # License Renewal
(LR).

From: <RoycePenstinger @aol.com>

To: <RSB1@nrc.gov>, <chairman@nrc.gov>, <Palisadesart@aol.com>, <pgunter@nirs.org>,
<garyfromvermont@yahoo.com>, <deb @nukebusters.org>, <acer8sac@comcast.net>,
<gclary @lohud.com>, <editor@ ncnlocal.com>, <remyc@optonline.net>

Date: 05/09/2007 11:44 AM

Subject: Re: Indian Point Unit 1 as it Relates to the Unit 2 & # License Renewal (LR) ...

Dear NRC (Rich):

As shown in the slide below from a Centers For Disease Control Presentation/Document, the amount of
protective shielding for stakeholder members of the general public living in and around a Nuclear Reactor
facility, if we are ordered to shelter in place in the case of a significant nuclear incident and or terrorist attack is
a scant 40 percent. This means, that in the best of scenarios, following all instructions in the Emergency
Evacuation Plan booklet pertaining to Sheltering In Place, we are vulnerable to 60 percent exposures ratios
even inside our supposedly protected and shielded basement area.

Is it the NRC's position both legally and morally that a sheltering plan that leaves citizens vulnerable to 60
percent of radioactive materials released from a reactor (in a best case situation) is and acceptable level of risk .
reduction on the part of their licensees in a fast moving nuclear event. Keep in mind, that Sam Collins is on
record as stating that evacuation would most likely not work in a fast moving event at Indian Point, and
sheltering in place would most likely be the preferred option of dealing with the public in such and event. These
protection level realities, give us less than a 50/50 chance of not being exposed to radioactive particulates,
matter and gases that are known to cause both cancers and birth defects. | would like a written response to
this issue, and would like the NRC to specifically state their position for or against a sheltering plan that would
only afford a 40 percent ievel of shielding protection.

Sherwood Martinelli

351 Dyckman
Peekskill, New York 10566

Common Shelters

Structure Dose Reduction
Factors

Wood Frame (15t floor)
Wood Frame (Basement)

Masonry

From the Envirenmental Protection Agency's Manual of Protective Action Guides and
Protective Aictions for Nuclear incidents, Appendix ©
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