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¥r. Samual J Chilk -2- March T, 1980
2. The explosion of a single stomic wespon directly on nuclear
facility is likely.
The postulsated event is whelly unlikely tc be an isclated accident.
It is only conceivable as an element cf an all-out nuclear exchange
on an internaticnal scale. Thus, the hazard tc the public is that
of a nuclear war, rather ‘han an isolated, direct attack sa a
single facility.
3. A nuclear facility can be constructed to withstand a direct hit,
ground level detonation of an atcmic weapon with a S-megaton
vield withsut dispersal of radicactive materisls in excess ¢f
100,000 curies.
Again, knowledgeable individuals understand that a direct hit
of such magnitude, even ¢n facility delidberately cconstructed
underground, will result in essentially tctal wvapcrizatisn of
the facility as well as & very much larger volume of soil and
rock from the site. Thus, one is hopelessly naive to ccmtemplate
such construction and, at a minimum, i.e., smaller weapons, such
construction would be prchiditively expensive

It should be recalled that the basic reason for Dr. Edward Teller's
preposal (years age) that nuclesr power plants be consiructed underground
wvas $0 minimize the vulnerability ¢f electric generation facsilities to
nuclear attack and so tc assure the Un i*ed States with survival capability
in the event of a nuclear war. His thesis was that electric supplies are
vital to continuing resistance in such a confliet.

Upcn a review of the foregoing comments, one can only conclude
that Mr. Watson is either naive abcut ccnstructicon *a*aailit*es and weapcons
effects, or nis petition is an attempt to force unreasonable requirements
to be impcsed cn new nuclear facilities btased upon undisclosed mctives.

In summary, we urge the Commission tc deny the Watscn petition.

Yours very truly,
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