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The Honorable “enneth M. Cary
Chajirran

Y.5. Nuclear Regulat ory Commission
Washingtan, DU 20558

Dear Chairmen Care:

requesrt ,our “iews on the effect of
Nat: oﬁel ‘cademy of Sciences on the
fegulatory Commission's ‘NRC"' 3)
the n~ublic heal:zh and safety.

/00 are auare. “he Committee on Invironmens
and Public hozxg Jna:zmous approved an :2mendment +» the Clean
Alr &ct =0 eliminate dupl 1cat1'e regulacion under “he Clean Air
ACt of radicnuclide emissions from facilities licensed by the NRC

under cthe Atoric Energy Act. The NRC Supported +his amendmont.
largel, for =he reason that the NPC Lelieved that the exist: ng
regulations under the Atomic Energy Act al’eau) provided adecuate
Drotection to the rublic health and safety

Subseguent teo the Committee's receipt of the “ommissicn's
and the :doption of the amendmentz, the Natiosnal Academy of
-5sued 'ts a"' V repott nn the Health Effects of
m2 [low Levels of 'onxz;ng Radiation ("BEIR V"), s8EIR Vv
;nd.CAtes that certain low-level radiation may Pose creater risks
0 rublic health %han previously thought,

this report, we would 3ppreciacte it if you would
“1ng guestions: Tirst, does the HRC still
regulations under the Atomic Etnergy Act
ect the public health znd safecy“ Joes the NRC
that there is no public nealth and safety need for
gulaticon under “he Clean Alr Act? Second, please
re Commission's radiacion Protection standards are
How 20 they reflect previous BEIR reperts? How do
latione reflect current sClentific views about the
ects of radiation? What is rhe NRC's interaction with
: :Ng these standards? Third, will the Commissicn
O revise its regulations hased upon BEIR V?
revision be accomplished? How will ¢he agency
the conclusiorns of che BEIR V study?
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“Peeming ceonsideration
*he fentte debate on
. on January 23, we would
£ than the close of Lusiness on

B. Zreaux
Thairman
Subcommicsee on

Nuclear “equlition




