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August 13, 1980
2yron !!. Cherry, Esq.
I IBM Plaza
Chicago, Illinois 6C611

In the !'atter of
Consumers Power Cocpany

(Midland Plant, Units 1 and 2)
Decket '!cs. 50-329-0't and 50-330-0:1

.

Dear l'r. Cherry:
_.

I have received a letter dated August 7,19CO.from your client, l's. !!ary P.
Sinclair. In her letter she requests a copy of RREG-0625 which is
entitled " Report of the Siting Policy Task Force" and a copy of a letter
from !Y. Gus Speth to Comission Chair.an John F. Ahearne dated March 20,
19C0.

A copy of each of those docuoents is attached.

Sincerely,

/s/ .

William D. Paton
Counsel for ::RC Staff

Encicsures:
As stated

cc w/o enclosures:
. .. .

- - . -. . u. .

Ivan W. Snith, Esq. I's. Sharen K. !!arren
TY. Gustave A. Linenberger Y. Patrick A. Race
Dr. Frederick P. Cowan ?Y. George C. Wilson, Sr.
Attorneys General of the State v . Carol Gilberts

of !!ichigan !Y. William A. Thibodeau
: s. Mary Sinclair !Y. Terry R. ? tiller
:lichael I. Miller, Esq. Atonic Safety and Licensing
Grant J. !'erritt, Esq. Board Panel
Judd L. Bacen, Esq. Atonic Safety and Licensing
Ms. Barbara Stantris Appeal Board Panel
Fr. Steve Gadler Docketing and Service Section
Wendell H. |tarshall
Pr. :lichael A. Race
"s. Sandra D. Reist
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF TH E PRESIDENT,

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONM ENTAL QU ALITY |

722 JACKStN PLACE. N. W. I

WASHINGTON. o. C. 20006

March 20, 1980

t

The Honorable .7ohn Ahearne, '

Chair =an
Nuclear Regulatory Cor.:=ission
'a'ashington, D.C. 20555

Dear Chairnan Ahearne:

Section 204(3) of the National Environ = ental Policy Act (NEPA) directs the' ~ ~ ~ ~
Council on Environmental Quality "to review and appraise the various progra s
and activities of the Federal Govern =ent . for the purpose of deter =ining. .

the extent to which such programs and activities are contributing to the
achievement of the policy (of NEPA] . . . ." 1.ast year, as part of the Council's
overall effort to meet this responsibility, the Council initiated a study of
the Nuclear Regulatory Co==ission's regulations and policy on the environ = ental
analysis of possible nuclear accidents under NEPA. This letter contains the
conclusions of our study. We were assisted in this review by the Environ = ental
Law Institute, which has prepared for us a report entitled "NRC's Environmental
Analysis of Nuclear Accidents: Is It Adequate?", which I a= providing to the
Co:::ission with this letter. The Council believes the report constitutes an
accurate and i=portant assessment of the NRC's regulations and policy on the
analysis of nuclear accidents in environ = ental i= pact statements.

The results of our review of impact state =ents prepared by the NRC for nuclear
pcwer rertters are very disturbing. The discussion in these state =ents of
potential accidents and their environmental impacts was found to be largely
perfunctory, re=arkably standardized, and uninformative to the public. Despite
the broad diversity of si:e, design, and location of the nuclear reactors
licensed by the Co:=ission over the years, virtually every EIS contains
essentially identical, "boilerplate" language written in an unvarying for=at.
The typical EIS does not consider or analy e the possibility of a =ajor accident
even though it is these " Class 9" accidents which have the potential for
greatest environ = ental har= and which have led to the greatest public concern.
Moreover, for those accidents which are typically discussed in an EIS, the
potential i= pacts on hu=an health and the environ =ent are presented in a
cursory and inadequate canner with little attention to public understanding.

Each EIS relies on the NRC accident analysis policy, which has re=ained
essentially unchanged and in interi= for= since 1971, asserting that " correct
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