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Committes Tor Application of
Nuremberg Principles
to U.S. Nuclear Power Production

Re; Operating Ligcense Hearing for Salem Uniz 2

Jan. 24, 1979y

De=r ¥Mr. Igne:

We strongly ovpose the issuance of an oper=ating license
for Salem Unit 2 for the following reasons:

We ares in agreement with Dr. Kepford's
Dr. Greenwocd, O fi‘f of bClPT se &
Executive Office of & i
a production pro ul@ﬂ. &uman actio
diocactive waste; huma n acolior
duction of these wastes."
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See enclosed lebto

The apvrilicant has =2lready requeste

creased spent nuclanr fuel rod storqfe on &ha Swlem
site. Hope creek I ~nd II are on ihe sume si™
apnroximatelv 10% inio constiruction,

The inability to diswvose of exls ing wastag, us er
in the recent I.R.G. revor:, makes it imperrative fhat
"1limit the problem" ncw by foraseing Lhe farther usne
nuclear reactors until and unless
posal for thne full period of foxinliy has boen deron-
strated tc work.

Lexislaticon in roduced on Jan., 16,1979 oy Licw Jerassy
lerislators would pravent any nuclas

operating from starting up until o
dispos=l problem 1s solved. Phis ©
Salem 2 and Hope Craek 1 and 2 { see
This should indicate strong public

nuclesr

Thers is an unugunl concentra:icn of nuclear power plan.
i “hisg i -

ig area under various stages of construc
operatinn ( See enclosed map).

Peach Bottcm, only 35 miles from Artificial Islwmad
recently received pesrmission to incrszase the spent
storage capacity from 2220 to 56223 assemblies,

permanent. whate dls-
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7} See enclosed Individial 3ite Rati
Docket 50-277 April 1678 : " Least safe
Poorest Managemznt®.
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8) See enclosed Individual Site gating for S=lem I, Dockeb 50a
272 April, 1978 : * The plant con.rol room wss desisned
in-house- 1t is a disaster waitin. to happen.!

9) The excess generating capaci@y of gach of the join* owners
. of Salem 2 1s avproaching 50%. There is no need far

power,

10) Radon releases and associated healtn effects resulting
from the operation of Salem 2 must be considered in terms
of the cost benefit balance. Docket 50-354 & 355
"Licensees' Answer to motion to Consolidate Proce-dinrs
to receive new evidence with regard to radon releases and
associated heal*h effects", May 9, 1978:

" It must be remembered that , at least for the

Hope Cresk and Peach Bottom procesdings, iLhe Apuenl
Boards have already considered the piestion of
whether the cost-denefit bslunce for the facility

or unit in gquestion tips or might tip in favor of
abandonment of the facility, in licht of hthe interim
friel cycle.®

In view of the above, it is evident that public sentinment
runsg counter to further licsnsing of yuclear power plants,
Creation of more waste is morally indefensible, Involuntary
exposure to damagirzradiation is in violation of civil rights,
causing health effects (deaths) to the general poovulation,

as thoroughly exvosed in the Honicker vs. Hendrie Petition.
We see no reason why zhe lexsl princinles of individnal
responsibility estahlighed at the Nuremblrg brials shonld

not also apoly to the Officials of the U.S.Governmen: who
betray the public trust and safety,

Sincerely} _
_;D&3£ZUL/2?9%211/

Phyllis Zitzer

Box 207
Salford, Pa. 18957
Fs - r),Q A
cc: Commissioners eo-2e7-Th53

dendrie

Kennedy

Bradford

Gilinski

Ahearn
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Dr. Ted Grsenwood
Office of Science and Technology Policy /
Executive Office of the President [
Washington, D.C., 20500

- o
Dear Dr, Greenwood, -

comments, observations, and opinions concerning the "Subg:roup
Report on Alternative Strategies for the Isolation of Nuclear
Wastes," TID-28818. The reasons for this brief summary
due to the distressingly short comment period, the shorter
period yet during which the Subzroup Heport was availabile,
and the volume of my notes on the report. These notes will
be digested, transcribed, and forewarded as scon as is
possible.

Ay
are

This letter contains a very brief summary of my
|

Contrary to the assertion of the authors of the Subs
Report (pase 16, first full sen’ence), I submit that
action alone will be the determininz factor with regard o
the fate of radionuclides in any repository or other Adunp
site. After all, human action created the wastes, and has
delayed for years the need for a solution to the probleam,
Human action alone now has created a climate of rush to dis-
pose of them. Human action alone will determine the time,
place, medium, depth, method, vnckaging, and soon, of radio.
active waste disposal. It must also be realized that it will
also be human action alone which will lead to co t-saving
erociong of marging of safety for whatever repository is
chosen, Human action alone can cause the effectiveness of
any or all of the barriers betuween any disposei-of radwasie
and the biosphere to be vartially or ally defested. A1l of
the grandiose plans, promises of "technological success® Loae2),
"programmacic success" (p. 44), reliance on "rerlatory e
quirements" (p. 45), and imitation information (popularly
referred to as numbers derived from risk assessment) in itne
end are self-deluding and self-defeating. In additlion, sucn
management schemes are but components of 2 vicious shell-ana
designed to keep attenSion from oeing paid to the only
relevant question, the question of d :irational succeess: can a
repository be prepared to conbain all radwastes placed in it
for the-durafion of the toxic period of the wastes? it Seans
ﬁﬁgrggglﬁgznzgq{eglnd.t?g authors.of the Subgroup Report of
t D1t Joke: The operation was a su cess, but the



Committee for Application of
Nuremberg Principles
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Dr. John W. Gofman '
san Francisco, CA patient died anyway. The implications for ra‘waste are
Dr. Chauncey Kepford p N

State Collegs, PA ominous.It 1s not what is said, prowised, calcul~’~7%, =501
Dr. Bruce von Zellen mated, testified -bout, liscensed, rezulated, systematized
DeKalb, IL managed, or fantasized that counts; all that counts is what
§2£€xé$?gd is agt%al}y done Y;th the wastes. Tnis, in vurn, is de. .er-
Sidney J. Goc;dman. PE mine y aunan accolon "‘*l'Q'u QIS .

Paramus, N}

Helen Mills The real question of the pessibility (or probapility)
Atlanta, GA of durational success goes completely unanswered in ths

pari pineflug Subgroup Report. To evade this question and offer the pathe-
Larry Bogart tically feeble hope of but a few thousand years of contain-
Allendale, NJ ment (p. 16, for instance) is Jjust one of the many »retrea-s
Xygaxﬁfm from safety - apd cre@ibility - that so thorousnly permeates
Anna Mayo this report. This attitude goes a long way iLoward garantoeing
New York, NY the report of the stupid bureaucratic blundsrs that caused
Phillis Zitzer the irradiation of the entire worldls ovopulation throush bomb
alford,

testing, with the subseqguent tragedies: the uranium miners
deaths dile to lung cancer, the enhanced cancer rates zamong
bomb blast observers (like Smokey), and others. Policv must

not be allowed to be a substitute for safety =and the durational
success of any radwaste repository, be it high-or low-lovel,
TRU waste, or mill tailings.

I urgently request that you inform whoever it is in this
government that the public that was so easily (and roubtinely)
hoodwinked and lied to in the past by the apolozists for Lhe
nuclear industry has changed. The public is increasingly and
rapidly becoming aware of the nature of the radwaste vroblem
and the cause of the problem: the radwaste problem is a
production problem, Human action glone produces radioactive
waste; human action alone can halt the production of these
waStes. I sée 1o reason why the legal principles of individ-
ual responsibility established at the Nuremburg trials shoenld
not also apply to the officials of the UL.S. Government who.
betray the public trust and safety.

Tours sincerely,

Dr. Chauncey XKenfori

433 Crlando Ave,

State Cclleze, Pa.
16801



Addendum to Individual Site
Ratings from the IE Employee
survay on Evaluation of
License=s - April 1978

Docket No.: 50-272
Site: Salem

Answers to Question 17 (If a change to safety level occurred, please
describe it briefly):.

Relatively new plant. Still has growing pains. MNeeds close attention
(by IE) to assure appropriate improvements are made.

Power ascension testing revealed problems that were corrected by
management, both in hardware and procedures.

Answers to Question 18 (Are there other things we should cons1der about
the safety of this plant?):

;:j The plant control room was designed in-house - it is a disaster wa1t1ng
2

_to happen, —
—

-

In startup phase. Have had a number of problems. This can be due either
to poor system or poor management or the "normal" failures when new
systems are placed into service.

Design of controls with back-Tighted pushbottons results in operator
data assessment problems, especially when 1lights are burned out. Manage-
ment is aware of problem and IE is following up.

New plant - recently completed full power testing - plant still in early
operating phases.

S AR weh
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The hazards of nuclear power

The Center for Science in the Public Interest s nonprolit, Gi-exempt research
orgameation that hias boen working tor the past siv years m areas of energy policy.
envronmental protection. and various consumer concerns. GSEN ashed Ken
Bossona. who works on CSPI's project on energy. to sunumarce the orgameation’s
views on nuclear power. Here is what he wrote.

The vocal and increasingly active opponents of the nation’s atomic energy programs in-
variably base their opposition on the potential dangers inherent in the generation of power
from nuclear fuels. Are they hypothesizing problems that are of lhe one-in-a-million-chance .
variety? Are their concerns more fantasy than fact?

A review of the salety record of domestic nuctear facilities during the past three decades
reveals a history of worker deaths. plant accidents. acts of terrarism, and other incredibie
mishaps. In fact almost every "one-in-a-million” occurrence has already occurred as well
as a number ol incidents whose probability was considered so statistically minute as to not
be worth evaluating.

Whereas federal and industrial spokespersons have extolled the safety record of nuclear
power, studies issued—but kept unpublicized—by the old Atomic Energy Commissian. the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, and other agencies document a far different stary. They
report that in the previous 33 years, there have been over 10,000 disabling work injuries at
domestic nuclear facilities including more than 300 fatalities. Hundreds of other workers are
expected to die of radiation-induced cancers by 1990.

In the past seven years, there have been 150 instances of threats against nuctear instal-
lations across the U.S. These have included three cases in which bombs were successiully
planted on facility sites and several instances of arson in which major fire damage resulted.
On the average. NRC loses (or has had stolen) as much as 100 Ib of uranium and 60 b of
plutonium every year—enough to make more than 10 atomic bombs.

""Acts of God' alsa have taken their toll. Lightning and cold weather have disabled plant
salety/security systems. Gale force winds damaged AEC's Amarillo, Tex.. facility in 1967.
A tornado passed through the site of a proposed plant in Dixon Springs. Tenn.. and another
came within 10 miles of an operating reactor in Athens, Ala. Several reactors are built near
or astride geological faults either known to be or suspected of being still active, including
several that have experienced quakes this century. On at least two occasions, B-52 bombers
have crashed within sight ot nuclear facilities.

The power level of fissile systems has become uncontrollable on 26 occasions in the past
three decades: thal is, nuclear accidents either occurred or were just avoided. These include
a core meltdown al the first experimental breeder reactor in 1955 as well as a partial fuel
meltdown of the Fermi | breeder near Detroit in 1966. The well-publicized 1975 Brown's Ferry
fire started with a worker carelessly using a candle to test for air leaks; it ended with most
of the plant’s safety systems rendered inoperabte and more than $50 million in damages.

Thus. while nuclear supporters have glorified their industry in terms that have bordered
on outright fabrication. serious mishaps have been occurring with frightening regularity.

There are alternatives, however, to continued exposure to such hazards. Nuclear power
presently constitutes only 3% of total domestic energy consumption. That is a contribution
to the nation's energy budget which could be easily eliminated through simpie conservation
strategies or through the implementation of presently available and cost-cempetitive sclar
technologies. Moreover. numerous studies issued by the Energy Research & Development
Administration and the Federal Energy Administration confirm that fulure energy needs that
would otherwise be met with nuclear power can also be satisifed with conservation, solar
and wind technologies. .

For these reasons. the U S. should immediately deciare a moratorium on new reactor
construction and begin a phaseout of all existing nuclear programs other than perhaps some
research efforts

Our experience with nuclear lacilities has already proven the truth of Murphy's Law: “If
anything can possibly go wrong. it will'"; further test data are not needed. [m]

One of a series of editorials on nuclear power in "Chemicel and
Engineering News'. Revorinted by permission of the publishers.

The purpose of the CCALITION FOR NUCLEAR POWER PCSTCONEMENT is to
postpone the construction of nucle=zr lities in Delaware until
satisfactory answers have been provid 2 number of questions,
ineluding:

1. Will radioactive material escape?

2. Has a solution been demonstrated for disposal of radiozctive waste?
3. Has full insurance protection been provided?

L. Is there an adequate evacuation rlan in case of accident?

5. Are there adequate safeguards agalnst theft and sabotage?

To accomplish this purpose, the COALITION focuses public attention
on the dangers of nuclear technology, informs the pubiic as to the
avallability of clean, safe and economical energy a2lternatives, z=nd
takes non-violent, direct action to oppose policies which ieopardize
the health and safety of the entire human race.

JOIN US IF YOU AGREE WITH OUR AIMS: CNPP
81.0 West 25th St.
Wilmington, DE 19802
Phone 652-2456




- . Addenduxso Individual Site
Ratings from the IE Employee
survay on Bvaluation of
Licensees - April 1978

Docket No.: 50-277
Site: Peach Bottom

Answers to Question 17 (If a changs to safety level occurred, please
describe it briefly):

{ Plant radiaticn levels have been increasing with time. Design and
staffing of plant appear to have not been capable of handling this
7} change. Management has been slow to take large step changes to correct
/ problems.

Back to back overhaul/upkeep periods for units 2 & 3 appear to have
produced a tired operating group prone to error.

Careless operations and poor maintenance.

Corrective action taken to repair core spray line cracks, feedwater
spargers and nozzles and control rod drive return nozzle.

Licensee made significant effort to reduce routine radiocactive release
from reactor building vents through equipment repairs.

Answers to Question 18 (Are there other things we should consider about
the safety of this plant?):

I3

See questicn 69 and 28.

¢ QA program not upgraded to current standards. Security not upgraded.
0 Many repeat items of noncompliance. Least safe site in Region Z!
- Poorest management! F———— p— e

F—— -

——

Quality of people (i.e., technical educétiona] Tevel) that are operating
a plant and the type of organizational structure they are placed in can
have a significant impact on safety.

Higher number of inspections due to proximity to regional office.

Recent management meet1ng with the President - expect to determine by
scheduled inspections in the next 30 days if significant improvements
were made.

Plant management exhibits an appearance of attempting to "control" NRC
inspector access thru continual escort - general attitude appears to be
one of compliance as required instead of an aggressive prosecution of
management controls.

The problem with this plant is that it is a big BWR - by definition, they
will have problems unless they have a good op. staff. PB does...

Upgrading of requirements upon this licensee, particularly in cases of
security and QA. ,




By:DAVID ALTANER =~
-+ Sunbeam Staff

.3 SALEM — bill inireduced yesterday _
“in the  Asséfiibly would prevent; any

-nuclear plant not_yel operating from .

.'starling up uniit_the nuclear waste

: disposal problem:is golved.,. .
This 0ill _would

sacto

Donald ‘Stewart (D-3) and Donald
DiFrancesco (R-22), would not allow
N.J. utilities 1o include costs incurred in
the maintenance and operation of a
nuciear plant in their base utility rates,

Stewar! said yesterday that the bill's-

-sponsors would be aiming lo pus

_not SalemI, already in operation,
€ bill~sponsored by Assemblyman

Salem IT and. Hope Creek Tand IT, b
B A S ""\;—l——\-\k&d s Tt

" "(Continued from page 1)
probably speeded up work on this bill,
Stewart said, but it had been in the
works long before last week.

But Stewart said he thought this bill

would indirectly help LAC's effort lo .

keep ils money, by educating the
legislalors on hazards that go with its
millions, .

“I think when we talk about this, 75
percent of the legislators don’t know
what we're lalking about,” Slewart said.
“This will help the legislators realize
there are two sides to the story.”

Public Service Electric and Gas
spokesman Edward Anderson said the
utility did not want o comment on the
- bill at such an early stage of its

development.

Bul speaking generally, he warned
'hat any delay in the start-up of Salem II
would cosl consumers millions of
dollars. - :

-SRI -

PV - A - -

+ bill through legislature in time to stop

the commercial operation of Salem 1I,
scheduled for a mid-summer start-up,

He added that he thought the bill had a
good chance of stopping the construction
of Hope Creek I and II, if the govern-""
men! fails to solve the waste problem.

The bill's intention is not to stop fhe

~ growth of nuclear power, Stewart said,

but 1o force the federal government to
solve the problem of permaneni storage.
of spefit fuel rods and other radioactive
waste produets. _ o

- “We're nol saying ‘we want this; we
wanl that,' all we’re saying is that
somebody belter come up with

- something,”’ Stewart said.

Stewart added that he wanted to
prevent South Jersey from becoming the
“nuclear dumping ground of ‘the
nation.”

.Nuclear waste disposal is a con-
troversial issue almos! everywhere

|here are nuclear plants. Several states

have passed legislation forbidding
disposal on their land, and public. firms
havg nol been able to reprocess the
spent fuel ever since President Carter
pul a moralorium on reprocessing
shortly after taking office,
~ Slewart said he believed the solution
0 nuclear wasle was lechnologically
feasible, and he hoped that the bill would
inake federal officials "'put their money
where (heir mouth is.”

I expecl it lo get the government

‘moving,” Stewar! said.

Stewart said he thought that “North
Jersey media”” would say that this bill
came as a direct resull of Governor
Brendan Bryne's State of the State
message, in which he singled out Lower
Alloways Creek’s multi-million dotlar
gross receipls revenues as funds that
should be used for urban aid.

The governor’s remarks last week

(Continuea on Page 3)
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

In the Matter of

PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND Dicket No.(s) 50-272

GAS COMPANY

(Salem Nuclear Generating Station
Unit 1)

N S e s N N N N

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

' I hereby certify that I have this day served the faregoing document(s) -
upon each person designated on the official service list compiled by
the O0ffice of the Sacretary of the Cormissioa in *pls proceading in
"accordance with the requirements of Section 2.712 of 10 (TR Part 2 -
Rules of Practice, of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's Rules and

Regulations.

Dated at Washington, D.C. this

/jjéé/j _‘day.of /,Q(IAL/ 197i.

p ) / /Lw““w’ca

Offlca’d¢7tn° Socreuarv of the Cefamission
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PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS
COMPANY '
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Unit 1)
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