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INTRODUCTION

@fst}ﬁ sfeernoon, ®y nawme iz Ramona Provate; I am the | |
{‘i.i.r@ctar of EPh's G—-‘é“fiﬁ& of Radiztion ﬁm“i I-nfc’i::aoif Aly. Wmﬁay X
‘xagﬁrammt the United States vairmmentai Protection zzgancy iy
our x‘@»l& of protecting the health of cur fellow Mn@r.k.c&zm fz'c}m
. eXposure to ehvironmentml radiation., My rasg:w*s;.bi}.it:iaa iﬁclﬁéa
devaloping stendards to prc:tm:t the gsublzz.a and the a'wiz*@mazm _,
From radistion. ?xa&:@cti&g the p\;bii;z is mors than just a2 duty
to me, it’s t&a@ ¥ight thing to do, even though it is not &bwyﬁ
the p{a@uﬁar‘ e:;r &&wy thing to do. I know that my aelltaamms 2t
th@ zmciaﬁm Regulatory Commission feel the sume way. Thee 1l 'why

my steaff and I are troubled by the NEC draft rule on rediclogical

eriteria for license termination that iz before us todey, We
bzlisve the HNuclear Regu 1&;'@&&*'}*‘ Commission st&rﬁé{i w51 "&ha eight
z:nth,- in ?:h.@ Hevelopmant r.::*«f itn :}.ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁum&%&ani\ng rule, but ig Pere
oyl i;fm& w&&m z;&th

For MENY Yenrs, ths ERA &n&ﬁ WRC staffs l'imra met on zmm&rwa




cocasions to digeues iﬁﬁﬁ&§ pertinent to thé ﬁrmparfcieanup-af

| sites conteminsted with vadietion. ?h&y rﬁviewa& a&t&, and

digcusped technlical and pﬂiiey iggues. EPA participated in NRC’s
extensive natlionasl public wm:}*ahcps on mta clesnup. Even thaﬁgh
they did not BlWaYS &Wﬁ& on svery ;:zcwﬁt, the resuls &f th&.t |
camz..serm;iva &Ffarﬁ wzg the mcfs mfaﬁaaa& decommigslicning mlm..

EPA gupportsd %;im%.; rule. We halmvea, &mﬁ esmr;imze o beligve
thet the NRC propozsl wesg pratm**i'm of pubh.ﬁ Zwalt:h and the

-@mmre:mmﬁnm EPR wse prepared to exercige its option to aﬁmt

NRC from BER ml&%&%xng baeged on ¢ £inding that WNRC's rroposed
rule was mﬁffiw%@mtiy protettive of pubklic h@&ith &rzc‘i the

environment, E xﬁgﬁ:@t; té:a sa.y i:;ha;t th@ T&i% th&t mc F_n&w B _,_,p,g;ﬁh@
Lo finalize wcauiu not asdeqgustaly probe healtl

e::itimmg or our m&ti@nf & ﬁ&tﬁxﬁ_raﬁaﬁrcesg

~ In auguset mf ‘“‘éﬁé the NRO proposed new reguletions thaat
would hmra m&%ﬁ&tﬁé ¥ adwity cisan nuclear poewer plants &na wther
radi& ion Feeal li?‘iﬁﬁ would have tcr be before t}my amulﬁ be
relessed to the gw@rai public, The proposed regulstions were |
good for mw:;ﬁa_m Ing the publis snd the enviromment for two basic
Teagong. War&bf Chey f}ﬁ@pﬁaﬁﬁ sufficiently protecetive levels for

cleaning the ailr, s0il, =nd water (dncluding ggm&n&waﬁer} of

‘w,ﬁim&.ﬁbivﬁzy- The regulation would have ensured equity for all

m@&ris&nﬁ whe might be &h’?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ to vesidual camt&mina&iang be 3¢ &

| gingfla family living on the land =nd ﬁriﬁkang from 8 well or an |

sntive urban ﬁﬁ:’iﬁhﬁ@fk@&ﬂ lwf:;.ﬁg on relezsed p@apw%sm Ea&m&&g
L ix wﬁ@: too difficult to ﬁl@&ﬁ up the radicavtive pollution on
i:ha property fox uﬁrﬁsﬁriets-ﬁ wse, the proposad stané&r& &limﬂm&

beneficial uge of the izapd iw r&@uzrmg “@ELriﬁtiﬁuE on uses of
th@ iEndé ko engnrs &ﬂﬁ@u&“f@ g;mm cection of the puh;&ia znd the

ﬁﬁ&r& i‘@ﬁiﬁﬁ;‘;m et

-

on ﬁfcevambaz 1%, 1926, Chalzman Jeckedn in & letter to ONE,

b
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stated ﬁh@t‘mﬁﬁjpi&nn&&'tmwmaké siénifia&nﬁ changes ﬁa its

propofed ruls. | | o |
«Ch&ngﬁéﬂﬂﬁgﬂ m&éa; but ERA 4id ﬂﬁﬁ's&@ these changes until

E@xil‘igl???{thxa@‘w&aka’égm)g when HRC sent copiesn af_i@ﬁ

draft rule to ﬁyﬁg We wéxa very dissppointed. The changes t@&g

’wafa m&éa wwul& paxmaﬁ & g&ﬁﬁlficantlv 4maraasa& risk of cancex

PREPPPRNEEY. 5

gt e B

to the pukli&f'wmulﬁ &f&&viﬁ&ily reduce the protection of a m&jcr |

n&tion&lr n&t&r&i x&@@uraa wwﬂgrﬁmgﬁgwgw;f

Wi R v Al N e e

i A R

¢Pﬂb&i5_£ﬁ@ut to ﬁﬁﬁ decision rocess BL gites diﬁficmlt Lo clean

R»p. HNRCO ﬁﬁ&ff; irn ths yf@&ﬁ%le of th& current éraftf gtaves ite

Ay

&x&ft ruie o ba anﬁigigﬁtig

BTN i

been conveved in writing by the &ﬁminx%t;&tar,mf ERA to the
Chairmarn of ths Commission. | |

ﬁmip T want o disguss th”@& fundesmental iﬁauﬁﬁg and tell
| 30%-&b&ﬁ% ﬁ?&?a"mémﬁﬁﬁﬂ$4 _?h%vfiﬁﬁﬁ‘%ﬂ the need to estsblish 2
. s&icsctive materinle that ig both

adequately pﬁ@ﬁ&ﬂﬁiv@famé consistent with thﬁﬂpt@h@gﬁiﬁ&-&f“@fﬁeé;

ievel of protecbion Lrom

R

thﬁdgublic fﬁﬁm;ﬁthﬁxm&EE@EQﬁmﬁﬂ 81 csrclnagens. Tha gecond ig

tha igsue of adesguate provision f@r publi L gartiawggiian, Thﬁ

wmmmmuﬁ.m o’

~thiyé im th& need to probect our Hation's

;ﬁiﬁ“&l rééﬁuvdﬁﬁ - i

w

tﬁma @&Q@; grwﬁﬁﬁ K@L&r that ig = aurxamt or ﬁﬂﬁ&hkm&l gourege Qf

gxri nki%g wa&&r,

A ok A A M i

LFYEL OF %RQWEEEXV?R

Let me flﬁﬂu ﬁi%@%ﬁﬁ the level of yrataativenaﬁg &fﬁmr&a&iby
the %mﬁ&&ﬁ& drsft rula. For &ﬁrﬁgﬁ?&ﬂtﬁé $$1$$§@J§f g gite to
thé muklie, KBRC originelly propossed &'aiaanug level ©f 15
@miliirem per ysar, The current NRC drafe inare&saﬁ this ko 25
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ndijir@mkpar-y@arf n@ar&y'ﬁauhliag the allaw@& level of aanc&r
riak te the public, BRut that ig not &&a'Whaia stnryq NRC has
also &ﬁ&@ﬁ &uprﬁvisiﬁm that would allow &g high as lﬁﬁ milliram

heaee L 2 d

pax y&&*~£ar unrestricted velease. Thic level is an inar@aﬁa of
~ mbout scven times their criginal proposal und, by NRC's own
aesepgsnent, carra&?@&&s~ta & lifetime x%ak of cancer of ana'in
two hundred (8 x iﬁuﬁi, The dreft does have séme restrictions
th&t wou I&tyr%?ﬁut some mlites from geing to 1ﬁazmramjyr5 but we
thznk it ig clesyr that in practice the rule often would slliow
gites to clsan up to only 75, &0, or more. Rlthough 80 is batter

than 106 prem/yr, i s8till results in & cancer riak of 1 in 250,

8 riﬁ? th&t iﬁ gimply U?ﬁﬁ;y;Q*;f

it iz ironic to mote /
that st the same time the E“@Siﬁ@ﬁt‘ﬂ&& gaying, in his Btete of

the Union messege, “If Y@ﬁ:Pﬁllﬁtﬁ the @ﬁvixmﬁmsntf you showld

glasn it up.”, BRD was loosening up its oleanup etandsrds. Why |
v }f‘

1s thig relaxation needed for NRE licensees?

Both ths proposed end the ou rrrent drafu yfwvmﬁr f@&xmbilmhy '
Coar a%xﬁsmaxtWMamm*aan.u@ sites by xnwiu&mmg critesria for iim@ng&
ferminetion undsr restricted use. The griteris inclule, among
other thises, x&Qmir@m&nt@ thet the licensss malke ﬁx@vi@i@ma"ﬁwr_
legslily enforcesble ingtitutional controls thet will protect
citizans from the higher levelsz of pontemination tﬁ&ﬁ are iaft in
plaa@f Th@ licenses must slss provide suffisient fiﬁ&ﬁdx&l
asgurands o ﬁﬁ&bi% &n- independent thirﬂ.y&rty'te pravz&@ tha~'
necessary contrel and maintensnos, We agree with this
flexibiliey snd the efflciency it prﬁ#&ﬁ@ﬁ; and believe this
fl&gibiiiﬁy iﬁzﬁmffﬁﬁi&%ﬁ £or Lhe tough casges théf HES ig
conssrned abhoub.

EPh’s Supesrfund %ﬁ@@ﬂi&ﬁﬁ@ iz thaet protective levels cen be
wmﬁt.with creative lend use o~.utrols =nd ressonsble @le&ﬁ&gs |

efforte. There iF slmply no aﬁaﬁ-%a &llow bigher riske ﬁmrtﬁﬂ
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,puﬁli& dusgt ta &&ammm¢aaian sitaa.¢~W& have z@pea&&&ly-aﬁkeﬂ.ﬂﬁﬁ
£or apesifile ﬁm&mplas of Glaanu@ﬁ w%&re‘prmtamtiv@ laveia eann@t
be met. We have vot o ses any. ﬁﬁ‘%ﬁﬁl@ hope that ﬁkc*wquld
not chenge = £ing propopal and expose the public to UNNeCesSRYY
riske without first sllowing ueg Lo work ﬁaﬁeﬁh@x on & real world
syample of & ﬁﬂ@ﬁ&%@ﬁiﬁ problem glte. | |
o NRC hes expressed the view that this draft ryle would
a&tiafg=gad@r&1_x&éi&&ia& prétaétimmfg&iﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ,,panaﬁaﬁ*far
public comment by EP4 on Dedember 2&;‘1&9&4 Fsr:th@ record, I
wigh to state th&t it would not. E?ﬁ*a-pﬁ&pmséi made & alé&r 
distinetion between & theor &txa&i upper bound on exposgure of
\in&mwi&uﬁig to redistion from all ﬁ&mrﬂﬁﬁ; now and in the Future,
and limits apélicaﬁ&& £0 in&iviﬁu&ﬁ BOUTCES ?ﬁlapaaiﬁia& that
ragulations &p@lig&il@ to any inddvidusl sourcs mﬁ ﬁxpasuw@
shouldé be iimited t& well below that thﬁ@x@t;mal uﬁyaz boumnd.
Thﬁ'ﬁhﬁ% tive of the guidance wae o achieve aangiﬁt&n.? EXONY
the riek menegement goals that spply to all &mvixeﬁm@nuai
caroincoens, imazﬂﬁi;g‘x&éiﬁtigmf under & wide range of
environmsntal statutes. Ths g&&l ppecified was a lifetime rigk
of no gr&&ﬁﬁf-&h&ﬁ;ﬁhﬁﬁtgwﬁﬁ in ten tﬁﬂuf&ﬁﬁﬁ Parhaps the |
proposed guldance did not make thixs ad&:cgua &ly © ;a-a.f:.. We will
epsure that any final E%@amm@nd&timmﬁ to the Presidsant axe
an&mbigﬁﬁﬁﬁ on thisz point, | |

RC'e drafe fiﬁai xﬁig'ﬁﬁulﬁ permit, &t ths extreme, relanse
cf & gita for unrastricted use with residugl redicsctive |
Gﬁﬁt&ﬁiﬂ&ti@ﬁ vielding the full value of the thaox&tiﬁal*&ypéx
Cbhound on dose o an individusl - 100 mrem per YOBI. rhe fact
thét Ehe rmi@-aant@malauwa thel & lowex v&l&af 5 mrem p&w‘yé&r;
W1§£ ,mrmﬁi r ba met iz frrelevant. The function of & &b&ﬁﬁ&ﬁ&

¥

ig to ??ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁ e limit for the difficuit cases, not to identify

the parameters bounding the sasy ones.

T %
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T 11lu ﬁtmm tha m&xa&.a&mmlm&gg of thisg change in the
ali{aws:.bé & Ao mﬁ, iet me pﬂin out thsat nuclenrs ;g;wmr reRCtOrE are
oW mgs@:a*&tmw suocsgsfully undey BPR'E standards, get almost 20
ye«ﬁw m;ﬁ, wii‘:’fﬂ mawimum rel ﬁ&ﬁ&g &L ﬁ:e;f:sm&atim mate; *i&m »h&.ﬁ
@@rr@mmﬁn@ to doses of &wmc}xma&elv 1B mrenm per verr effective
dose &mi’?&,aﬂﬂﬁu NRCfs im@lmaﬁt&;ian of %;Ezia standard hae, in

both guidance &m& @r&mtiﬁ%; besen even more protective. Uader the

iif;@ﬁgw bermination ei*«*ﬁ £ hefore da thﬁ-&m 5 '_m.:.,-

R e e
“““““ T e G e A s, 3 N, g o b i N A it

Im releasad fox h*i‘*"@&i@x: cbed use with m%au&l
4y

rieiding doses &ppro uiﬁlﬁy _savan times higher

A R A A e W o, 3 R A B S s I Yo e i - = i ek i L T TR

permitted Irom a reactor c'z‘zﬁzﬁ g -1tE operating lifetime, when it

A-power £o society -~ thus
I must algo

was prﬁﬁ‘&ﬂ‘kﬁﬁ‘ inm h&ﬁ&ihﬂ _of s] Tt vod

anm.- N gy

px@mm* ir&ar "kﬁﬁﬁi’ﬁ%&ﬁt@&&fﬁ gexﬁst@«:ﬁ:.mn

A A S i, oy e ¥

gmi_xsﬁ mm }:zea.& m 3.{}{3 *t.xﬁm -:S’sm'ﬁé« %muM m:m& ima & ri@iz t"h&f: h;

gﬁ?&%ﬁﬁi&.mﬁﬁ ﬁig‘hﬁﬁ w v would e ?ﬁmitﬁﬁﬁ ﬁm* othey

O M AANA r g. D3 P e

mnriraw*@*ﬁmi o3l €;s§ unfer the Hevion's leaws governing the

i . . s Sk SRR P i
S oy B 17 VS o e o, e S TN T a gaen wy

A I,

c:l&;mp 2153 e\.ﬁ‘ ST gnansied sites. B =554

w\'h\.“ w»mmv\g &*an“‘-‘ﬂ'«v\-m“‘"

""“"w.mn.“,.

ghould & cicizen who Eives

on ox near = E;}m" &w“lkb@ﬁm@ﬁ gite be @xpﬁﬁm::‘{ ts & nigm%f ripk
ijmﬁgmﬁﬁ_x *‘a‘:mg 3331% _:é‘vmg ; BEST &n operabing.tuclear L:mwx* plant,
ox ﬁﬁ?&ﬁr@ﬁw Eiv*%g Cf Q¥ naex & fcmmax. %@pemfum: Bitel NWRCTg

vroposed mz E@ﬁ?ﬂgﬁi%@é AR ﬁxsﬂ@tmy, and gﬁ,s;:mtﬁtm&d EVvervona

Susilv.

3‘
3

This vear’s State @Z the Unien z@dresg included au
exbovretntion to rrotevt our enviromnent in avery aemmuniﬁy #o thet
our children grovw up next to pavks, There are gver 4,500 RO
licensses that could relesse contpmimation into the 'é&vizﬁamwm,
and these licensess should iive by & eimple rulet If you pollute

our ﬁ%ﬁ*@iﬁ%mﬁﬁm You should pay to clean it up. To put ik

!n*
Bluntiv, S redisy eh ould not be vrexted s & privileged

poliutant,  You and T ﬁhﬁzﬁiﬁ;ﬁ not be &ﬁ@@ﬁ-ﬁﬁ to nigher riskzs from

redietion sites ctham we would pe from sites which had containesd




| #my other enviromméntal pollutant. |
In e Eﬁﬁﬁrﬁ@%g but relsted isgsue, on Saptombey iﬁ; 1896 NRC

relesged & gari@g-@f gﬁx&t&gia Agsedamant Yssue P&pﬁﬂﬁa One

S dlerlt with ﬁ&“ﬂmmiﬁmwﬁﬁlﬁg of pom-reactor facilities. That péper
iﬁﬂlﬂ&&%ﬁﬁm cption for transferring certain gites to the EFa’ s
sSuperfund program. Among the ressons cited £or the tf&ﬂﬁﬁﬁr;‘ﬂﬁﬁ
said that this option would ensblie EPA t@-utizim@ its gr&&ﬁ&r

_;ég&l suthority o compel remsdistion. WRC mugt have known th&&
tranpferring these sites to Superfund would @nawre th&t they

worlf be oclssned up to oriteria @-ﬁiiar te those gebv forth in
thely proposed rule for rﬁﬁiﬁlagiﬁai @gi&%ziawﬁwr‘iicémaa_
termination Hovw, RRC is suggesting & ﬁiﬁf@f@ﬁéﬁ_mar& ienlent
grtandard for the rest of thsir licenpess. Why should we bhave &

current draft that EPa

» to be suffliciently ﬁrmt&ﬁ%ivaﬁ_’b%t me

3 S sy o Eo T T o 3 T | E o _
R LQRCC BgRIN, NRUTSs Grafi ruls is not gufficiently

il . o B e e e T o e -- R i, B By E v Ly b . x5 : 3
B An&% that ERC and EPA shure Lhe view that ssviy, direct,

entisl in Secision-making

14

ﬁna‘m@&nxmwﬁ 11l publilo invelvement ig ez
o protect our environmenb. In faot, the Conmission states that
public involvement iz & cornesstone of strong, fair regulation of
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T know, howswar, thst theve sre Gifferences in how BRa and

'v'q. i 4 va ‘ Q % 6
HEC transiste poiio
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s inbko actlion, In its regulatoxy E&@ﬁigﬁm&ﬁﬁ&

M

undsr this decommissioning rule, KRG doss mot reguire fpeseif to
incorporates o “%f&ﬁ‘ﬁ to publioc o CRmEEnLE rogarding its owm
license terminsiion asctions.
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