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M.I OFFICE 

IB0X-560 RFD. 1-8, 
EAVER DAMt RD. KATONAH, N. Y.10536 
ATONAH. N. Y. L. CLOVIS HIRNING, M. D.  
ENTRA. 2.5031 

DONALD J. WATT, M. D.  

February 16L 1977 

Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C.  

To Whom It May Concern: 

The copy of an article in'today's N.Y.. Times speaks for it

self. I am writing because my wife and I are planning a trip to 

visit our daughter and granddaughter in CLEMSON, South Carolina.  

We are disquieted by what we hear from our daughter and son-in-law 

(our granddaughter is only two years old) about what has happened to 

the Clemsoh ater supply from Lake HARTWELL.  

It has come out that due to an unfortunate "inadvertency" 

Iodine 131 has been found to have contaminated the Clemson water 

supply. The situation was apparently initially "hushed up" but h6s 

since come out in the local newspapers including the Greenville papt.  

and the. Seneca JOURNAL, and the role of the DUKE POWER CCMPANY.  

We will not be leaving intil later in March so that there 

should be ample time for us to hear from you regarding this matter.  

In view of the President's concern with the problem of 

)nuclear fuel sources, would it be a good idea to get in touch with 

him? Please advise. Of course, in case we do not hear from you, 

we will appeal to him as a next step.  

Thank you for giving this matter your attention.  

Sincerely yo s, 

L. -ovis Hirning, M.D F.A. .A.
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CONNECTICUT SCORED 
ON NUCLEAR SAFETY 

Panel Asserts Radiation Hazards 
and Peril of Sabotage May Have 

Been Understated in Studies 
Three Plants in State 

By IAWRENCE FELLOWS Connecticut has three nuclear powr 
A: t 1 h , 0, Y rt T rreP la n ts: C o n n ec tic u t Y an k ee in H ad d a m 

HARTFORD, Feb. 15-An eight-member o the Connecticut River; and 
panel that visited nuclear installations in I and Millstone It at Waterford, on 
the state says that the latent hazards! Isexcd o binlstoie In aWtr.  

of adatonPosed by such plants may! of radiation poe ysc lnsmyMore than half thle electricity used in 
have been understated by studies onConnticut is generated in the three 
subject. And it called for the establish- Operational nuclear plants. About 12 p 
men: of an agency independent of thej cent of Connecticut's Power needs is sup 
utilities to check the plants regularly for p!;ed by the nuclear plants 
possibly hazardous operations. Because of the expansion in nuclear 

In a report to the state's General As- capacity that can be expected in the fusc~nhl. theture, and the widened hazards, the state seby. the panel, which was appointed should pursue 
a g also said that the dangers look for other sources of energy as alter

of sabotage and of the malfunction of natives to expanding nuclear power, the 
critical safety systems in nuclear poweru 
plants might also have been understated.  

The Reactor Safety Study, the standard "rles G. Karanian, a lawyer and the 
work on the subject, which was published icolvlOil chairman Berbara F. Bass ofthConciu 11late in 1975 by the Nuclear Regulatorv I tlf Commission, concluded that the dangers I F 
inherent in the operation of nuclear Nutlear Technology Co 
power plants were less than those in most I H Goodwi pros 
human activities, of botany at Connecticut College.  

But having found the Federal study I 
weak in the specifics it brought to the We Ha a r 
Assembly's notice, the Connecticut panel. ifford B. Pinchot, a physician and for
calJed the Temporary Nuclear Power merbiology professor at Johns Hopkins 
Evaluation Council, suggested that the VnNveity.  
Federal Government might be underestiS o 
1latiig accident probabilities based on en'kr~nmental economics 

material in the Reactor Safety Study. ty Of onnecticut a 
Differing Reports Cited Wle Van Winkle, a lawyer and vice 

Doubts spread among the eight mem- ogies.  
hers of the council when they were given 
widely differing reports on their own ex
posure to radiation.  

Four of the eight members added their 
own misgivings even about the report 
they were submitting to the General As
sembly, for some of the shortcuts in thor
oughness or logic they thought they per
crived. One of these points arose in a 
discussion that compared radiation ef
fects. on workers in nuclear plants and 
deaths attributahle to coal mining, with
out also mentioning the people who lost 
thri.)iles mining uranium.  

The plants are audited now by the Nu
cl'ar Regulatory Commission, although 
that Federal agency normally does not 
have the people to do more than review 
tle utility's own inspection of its nuclear 

a o council reported.  
As long as the industry acts as its 

own policeman, there will always remain 
a question relating to the adequacy of 
the quality of plan: design and compo- , 

Thre Plants ini.n Sata


