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Secretary of the Comission
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comission k[[8 79S2,0
Attention: Docketing and Services Branch

g gg ]9M,
,

Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Sir:

The Nuclear Pegulatory Comission's ('UC) Notice of Intent to Elecare
an Envircrr: ental Imcact Statement for Pavision cf the Feculations to /,g

4Govern:rg t"a Siting of Nuclear Pewr Plants (designated as ER

g3 I {Q9 s. hQ*-
80/1466 by the Deparmt of the Interior) was published in the*

Federal Fagister of December 2,1980, and requested arments C
'

issues to be evaluated in the EIS and on the range of alterna -

9 ,F E B 1 7 19 3 I * * cfor items identified in an advance notice of rulernaking
nuclear reacter siting published in the Federal Facister of Jul ace ,~
1980. ? '' 5' ,ew j;p}cc

\{'We have reviewed the preposed rules carefully, particularly the ,.

Issues listed in Appendix B, Technical Accroach to Detailed Analyse .9' /1:::.
They appear to caver all the Irajor problems meriting consideration
in an EIS cn nuclear reactor siting. .

Most of the issues da not apply directly to the Bureau of Iant.
Mana7ement (ELM), except for Issue XII, Use of Federal Lands, bnould
tN NIC decide that it muld he desirable to place a nuclear reactor
.a.te in the western United States on Federal land administered by
BLM ard make a request of the Depart:nent of the Interior for
pe_dssion to use Federal land for this purp3se, the exact site er
any alternate site for which permissicn for use is granted should
be selected by the Secretary of the Interior in consultation with
NPC. In this way, the Secretary could ensure trat (1) tra land
selected would be test used as a nuclea pomr plant site ratMr
than for mineral exploration or some other purpose; (2) the area
muld te sufficiently renote from population centers to meet the
most desirable exclusion distances and populaticn density and

N [/distribution criteria recomiended in Issue I, P2.diolocical 07n-
secuences of Accidents, and Issue V, Socioeconcraic I::cacts of
Decrees of Penoteness; and (3) areas with patential detrimental N'
effects on ground-water and other water resources c3uld te eliri- \ x\nated by wise selection, thus fulfilling the recar:rcendations in g/
Issue IX, Effect of Ground-water Interdiction Criteria en Site ,M
Availabilitv. Such secretarial control muld be in line with the \
Department of the Interior's recomendation to tra Depart:nent of Y
Energy en the choice of sites en Federal land for radioactive .d !
waste disposal. y'
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l- 'Ihank you for t$e opportunity to review these proposed rules. If I

f-| you have any questions, please contact us, '}
r ;

I Sincerely yours, !
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Zssisfant] Director
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