Box 88-A, RD #1

Peach Bottom, PA
175453

November 18, 1979

Mr. Victor Gilinsky
Commissioner

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Dear Mr. Gilinsky,

I liked your letter to the editor of the New York Times
straightening them out on plutonium creation in nuclear plants.
But I am not writing just to tell you that.

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission is not helping its already
tarnished image by allowing a utility to perpetuate an application
to construct a theoretical plant which, if ever conceptualized,
might not even be of nuclear nature. And, by permitting vour
staff to cooperate in this wild goose chase, you are needlessly
tampering with the rights of property owners in this area.

What I am talking about is the Philadelphia Electric Company's
application for a construction permit for a plant in Fulton Town-
ship, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, originally docketed in 1973.
Subsequently, the plant was cancelled and in 1978 the NRC staff
moved to terminate the application. But PE, in an effort to preserve
its status, requested an Early Site Review. This, in itself, would
be an exercise in futility, as the site was exhaustively examined
at the time of the original application and nothing new has entered
the picture, not even plans for another plant. In fact, as you will
note in the enclosed clipping, the utility admits it has no plans
and that it only latched onto the ESR request because it happened
to be available.

Not only is the ESR revealed as a mere pretext but your staff,
from news reports, is in no position to give it their attention in
what appears to be the forseeable future. To add insult to injury,
if this completely unnecessary site evaluation were to be under-
taken at some distant point in time, the utility would then have,
beliesve it or not, another six years to make up its mind if it
wanted to build a plant or not.

I do not need to tell you that it is this sort of thing that
serves to reinforce the public's image of inefficiency and waste in
the administrative branches of the government. But even more
importantly it is creating and perpetuating a cloud over the titles
to land that would be subject to condemnation should such a plant
ever be built. While the PE application is allowed to continue,
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none of the affected property owners will be able to sell their land
for its true market value even assuming they could find a buyer.

And the way things are going, this situation could continue on into
the next century. Unless that is, your commission acts as 1

believe it should, by ordering the PE application cancelled, the

ESR denied, and the utility instructed to reapply only when it has
specific plans for a plant. I hope that you will do so.

1 am one of the property owners affected by the plant and I
speak for my neighbors as well as myself. We have tried to get
action on this through existing procedural channels but were met by,
I regret to say, the typical bureaucratic obfuscation that appears
to be associated with this type of action.

We are making, we feel, a very reasonable request anc one that
is within the pwoers of your commission to grant. We ask that you

free us from this unjust threat to our propertv by rescinding the
utility's application.

gé%ﬁcerely;)i-{ -

[ . p—
/1 Vi U ! {?'L\ i 3'/—
Thomas Spackman II
\
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-No i‘l::;rs for 10 Yrs.
A-Plant Not
Eyed in Fulton
Twp., PE Says

Ph:ladelphia Electric Co has no pians
for budding any type of power plant on its
Fulton Township site. in southwestern Lan-
caster County, 1n the next ten years. 2 PE
spokesman sad teday,

Ron Harper of Phuladelphia Electric
said. “'We don't have any planned
plants.. Withun a i0-vear piarnung period.
Wwe see no need !0 have a new project in
service. Nothing is on the drawing boards -

Should 3 piant be built there. it weald
not necessaniy be a nuclear plant. Hi¥ver
added. "Weare not committea to bwiding a
nuciear plant on that site. Defirutels not

Reason for Raview

PE currently is trying to get an early
site review for the Fuiton Twp. tract from
the Nuclear Regulatorv Commission. But.
Harper said. this does not mean 1t wants to
bulid a nuclear plant on thesite. PE is using
*'.e review process merely to mark the tract
ior . land bank.' to keep an eventual con-
£JUC Jon option open. he said

-Such a2 move would 20t be possible
With coal or ou plants. he said. where feder-
alrei ;uiators ctfer nothing comparabie toan
*_eari v syte review
i The only power piant PE has under

" istruction s the Limerick Nuciear Gener-
U mg Station. Monwzomery County. Now 30
o€ ccent compieted tx U'nit ! is expested 10
sJ oninein IS8y, (s Lt 2in 1987

Previous Fosition

in May. PE said it was not recessaniy
-0 qmutied 10 Dulcing twir reactors on the
X0 3cre site whucn soreads over Fultonand
Orv more townships

Being @rantec Ne earlv site review
#C uid speed up ihe
$0C yid PE cecide 10 dbul
21 e 1930s or 13¢5 3

'

a nuclear staton
iposesman sad
ol hat ume

Toaay, Harper ruled cut such a slant
De: n¢ needed for 2t ieas: the next 10 ears
Gl ag eiectnicity cemand estimates which

~—5es LPLANT —Poge 2
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A-Plant Net
Eyec in Fulis

{ailto jusnr .xira generauon capaciy

TheFu 0 uteand proposais for siants
there have  <n a source of local controver.
syformar  eans

2 Ong uiv cailing for a nuclear plant.
Laose plz were scuttled in (975 when the
reactor piier folded. Opposition to the
planthz  ome irom local. state anc federal
represc  _uves. and a local anu-nuciear
group

s zauve reaction here intensified {ol-
lowir  he Three Mile Islang nuciear 300
gen'  nree Miie Lsianc is operated 5y Met-
rop  an Ecison Co of Reading, not PE
IT.€0L came in respanse
2i Pennsyivania s iucie
ficials Wednesday

ar  Jreoy:iwieo
‘Finisned in Pennc.

The state s top erergy and environmen-
ficials said nuciear power is finushec in
SASYIVAILG &s 3 future source of new ejec-
cal genersung capacity
i don't thunk we can go out tomorrow
-NC ik adout buuding a nucjear piant i
Jennsylvania. ' sad state Pubhic LCubty
Commussion Chawrman W. Wilsen Goode
Goode and sute Environments, Re
sources Secretary Clifforc L. Jones spoke 0
Pittsdurgh 10 the Pennsvivania Electric As.
soClaton
Both men saiz coal was the oniv pract;-
cal new source of energy for Pennsvivania
through the 19905

Predicts Brewnouts

Their remarks contrasteg sharply with
those of PEA presicen: Brooke R Hai=.
man. who pred:ctec drownouts anc black-
outs in Pennsvivania oy 1990 U new piants
0Oth coal and nuci=ir, aren* nlann

‘Given the gencraung cupac
PIaCe o unger ~smutructan ok
said Pennsyivania would exper
SFOWNOULS Of power nleTTUPUATE as &
a 158 with 2 mocerate ¢ perceat ate of
ErOwih in slectricrtr usage

And there sas more pessimusm from
R Eugene Sampies chairman ane chief
executive of Consoiidaton Coal Co

We've been heaning a lot of wix ‘cr ;
100§ time. ' Samies saig. “Lut there s beer
alacxofanvres! tyn; nappen:ng onconver
$10% 10 008! 4 '

Samples saic ar polution rests et
hac mace coal 100 expensive ior uu
tum 10, even 1n cases whers syietin
gas-fired pianis couls be convertes 2
bumers

There are 70 sush convert.oie -
the country now. Samp i8. Cotveryr:
them to cozl couis ssve an estniate
millon barrels of vl ner vear 1f reguLe
a0opled more reasonitle policrer 1m geane
Ing e permul:, he az:og

“We can burn. ical, and we can ave
Teasonadie air qualt standard: “ be s3ir

SYLiths kind
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