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613C Hibbard Drive
Chapel Hill, N.C. 27514
June 22, 1986

Bart C. Buckiley

Senior Project Manager

PWR Project Directorate No. 2
Division of PWR Licensing -A -
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Mr. Buckley,

Thank you for your prompt response to my letter to Mr. Denton
June 10th. I am glad to read that the NRC will carefully
regulate CP&L's evacuation exercises prior to the start-up
of the plant. As you know, several government bodies within
25 miles of the plant and one (Chatham Co. ) within 10

miles of the plant have expressed no confidence in the comp-
any's management of the plant of the evacuation plant (You
might also be interested in a rumor going around here that
the state government has offered Chatham County $3 million
in state funds if the county commissioners change their vote
on the evaauation planv)

%M?

s

Though "\I appreéiate your prompt and curteous response, I
found it full of gobbleydegook. I realize that regulations
and”thei¥ development are complex and that it is necessary
to Use-jargon and apprevi-ations at times in order to be
exact. But I also beliewve’ that you all use confusing lan-
guage and a rather aloof manner as a way of putting off hard
questions. For example, I wonder how you all can stick with
-this 10 mile evacuation limit with what has happened at Three
Mile »Island and at Chernobyl. I have heard that people up
to 50 miles away were eventually evacuated from the Three Mile
Island area. For all the myth perpetuated by the nuclear
industry that no one died at Three Mile (4Island ,there are
many horrifying accounts of what life has been like there as
a result of the accident. You all cannot possibly know the
-- extent of damage and death from Cherynobyl yet; no one does.
Yet your. tone is so sure of safety!

0%,

L Is it

A quarter of a million people live within 25 miles of this

plant. Their safety is in part your responsibility. I'm not

talking about "protective actions," I'm talking about how you

all could possibly imadgine evacuating that many people on these
ypads, roads which cannot even handle Friday afternoon traffic.

I!m wondering which hospitals could handle victims of radiation,
since the one I live across from (N.C.Memorial) has said it

could handle no more than(4 people. I'm wondering how you can

talk about "hypothetical" accidents as if they are merely theoretical
and not real. What about these: SL-1 (1961), Fermi (1966),
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Browns Ferry (1975), Rancho Seco (1978), Ginnna (1982), Davis-
Besse (1979), Salem (1982), San Onofre (1985), as well as TMI.
Besides,.our utility CP&L has been the lowest ranking in the
country in ‘terms of safety competence in the past!

It seems that the nature of nuclear plant accidets is that
they are unexpected and unpredicable. Often, they are caused
by a relatively minor (as opposed to high tech) problem - a
valve, a candle, a small piece of metal, a waterline, a dropped
light bulb. The human error in dealing with unexpected prob-
lems usually compounds the problem. Things can get much worse
very fast, often in a matter of seconds or huurs. Somehow,
I don't believe that you all have considered the real nature
of safety problems in yomnr publications, 7

LG O S e A VAT GO SR

If your resident inspectors are still in North Carolina, I
hope they will take a deeper view of the problems at Sharon
Harris. I have a friend who worked on the plant in the late
1970s; he was not a construction professional, but the problems
in construction were very obvious to him. Because people are,
afraid to talk about Shearon Harris, lest they lose their
jobs, doesn't mean they have faith in their the plant oxr the
company. Your lack of receptivesness to the Patty Miriello
complaint that she was asked to sign a false radiation record;
the fact that the NRC did not reply to her for months and then
more recently ruled against considering her complaint on a
technicality suggestsgé that you all do not really want to

hear anything contrary about Shearon Harris. If so, that's
not grounds to say that the plant is a safe one.

I believe that you all have good intentions. But in this
case, intentipas are not good enough. My life is at stake;
I firmly believe that iy~ « this plant is inherently unsafe
and dangerous for my neighbors, my county, and my state.
The people of this area cannot compete with the millions'®

~ that CP&L can spend on advertisements and lobbying. So, we

kave to count on our local representatives (such as those in
Chatham County) and YOU to protect us. Please hold Carolina
Power and Light accountable, truly accountable, for public
safety. You can do this by delaying their licensing process.
I hope that you will.

Sincerely,
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