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Secretary of the Commission

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketing & Service Branch

RE: No Extension of Nuclear Power Plant Licenses Without Review

Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

I do not want any extension of licenses for nuclear power plants and reclamation
centers. Your proposed rule of extending all existing licenses without plant
modification would eliminate an already weak review process of nuclear power
plants’ and their compliance in correcting unresolved safety issues. It is often
years after the fact, i. e, the Hanford nuclear emissions, that the public is told

about leaks or radiation exposures and potential health risks and then no one
accepts accountability for the "accidents".

The nuclear power industry has proven over and over again that it is
irresponsible to the American public. The nuclear power industry has
consistently gone over budget even during the construction phases of nuclear
plants, not to mention the astounding costs above initial projections for repairs
and operation. Any other industry operating with such incredibly poor financial
returns, would have folded or gone bankrupt. But the American taxpayers are
paying for these increased costs through their local gas and electric companies
which are somehow connected to the Department of Energy which
created/supports you, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, whose members are
appointed/supported by our Senators who supposedly represent us-the

American taxpayer. So it appears to be perfectly fine that we are paying for these
excesses. Do you see where my outrage starts?

I 'am paying for something I did not ask for, something 1 was promised would
cost billions of dollars less (per nuclear facility) than it is costing the American
taxpayers, something that has very little energy-saving return, something that is
potentially so harmful that we have no suitable containment for it, something

that can destroy thousands of lives and hundreds of thousand of acres of land
and entire watersheds.




Please regulate our nuclear power plants. Please stop gianting operating
licenses /renewals, and carefully assess the functionality of all current nuclear
power plants/reclamation centers, i. e, ary plant currently built on or near a
fault must be immediately shut cown. It is irresponsible to allow these plants
operating licenses. It is also once again using the American taxpayer to pay for
these financial disasters known as nuclear power plants.

Itis time to say, “We have been mistaken about nuclear power/energy. It is not
cost effective. It is not safe. It has consistently cost many times the initial
projections to merely build the power plants. Also, nuclear waste is not
containable.”' Regardless of how often it has been analyzed, you know that
nuclear waste is not containable. There are not oniy problems in storing nuclear

waste temporarily, but there are also problems in locating viable lora-term
storage facilities.

There have been too many safety violations and accidents at our nuclear plants
and reclamation centers to justify allowing any nuclear plant clearance to
operate. 1 would rather live without the 5% energy which is supplied by our
nuclear power plants than continue living with the accumulating toxic waste

from our nucle~r facilities.

It is my understanding that the Nuclear Regulatory Commission serves the
people of the United States of America; so why are there so many safety hazards
in our nuclear power plants and reclamation centers? Why does it take so long
to correct these safety hazards? Why are temporary employees often unprotected
from excessive radiation? Wky do nuclear power plants consistently cost
billions of dollars above budget? Is the American taxpayer being used by the
nuclear industry for financial gain? 1 do not want a policy passed which would
endanger Americ.. There must be review procedures in order to ensure our
safety. 1 would prefer that all nuclear locations to be shut down immediately.
Thank you for your time and I will deeply appreciate your information.

Sincerely,

\_D{U-d . VV%C i

Susan Patton
882 Cleveland #26
Qakland, CA 94606

IPlease see photocopy attachments.




ingineers who design new genorstions
M of nuclear power plonts that promise
I 2tbundant electricity more cheaply and
gafely must still face one intractable prob
lem that engineering 2lone can nevey colve

Bore than 23 080 tons of inteasely radio-
active nuclear wastes have accumulated
around the nation's 111 operating nucicar
power plants today, and the total will rise to
&0 0% was within 2 decade

Yet notody knows what to do with it all

Storing the wastes safely undisturbad
for tens of thousands of years while thelr
sadivectivity decays to safe fevels b both
techaicst problem and 2 political ose. asd i
hoo plagued the nuclesr power worlkd for
more than 30 years

Lesders of the stomic energy industry
concede thet until the waste prodiem B re-
saived, their enterprise is dead Is the water,
despite incressing demonds for elecirical
geberoting capacity

Today most of the wastes lie immersed
in “swimming peols” built o boid spent re-
actor fuel rods at guarded oites next door to
every reactor in the country. The rods are
storked in their underwater racks with @me
ticulous care each one seperpted from fts
pelghbor so the nuclear boat (anpot dulld
up and the radiation cannot escape.

At power plants in Vieginis end North
Carolina, where the swimming pools are ol
ready Nilled fuel rods are pow being shield
ed in concrete casks and placed snalic ia
-&,W-.

But the nation stifl has no permanest
repository for the wuste materizi, sad after
decades of tech..ical studics and premises of
progress, the federal goverament ks embroll-
@d im political battles over where and bow to

store the deadly stuff undergrovnd withewt
rickine  environmental damace or the

Nuclear fmn.w s everlasting nig,.. ..are

ers and carved channeis carrving the radio
2ctive materials into widespread water sup
plies

“Negligemt 20d uncommunicative”
were the hindest words the National Re
search Councii could find to say cbout the
sgency 't experts sfter the Nansaa projort
was finally canceled in 1972

Even less plaugible ideas for waste dis
posal have since been odvanced Sink the
toxic garhage five miies down ie the deep
unders=a trenches of the far Pacific, or bury
it beneath the thick sediments of the eeabed.
fire it by rechet into the sun, where the splar
roron2's 3 million degree heat would atrip
#ts 2toms apari. bury it far bepeath the Ant-
gretic ice sheet All those wild ideas were
quickly abandoned

Washingion. in the gronite of Ranic? Mesa ot
the Nevadz nuclear wegpons text sie north
of Las Vegas. and in dry salt formations Ia
Dzaf Smith County, Texae

But Congress finally became impationt
at the delays snd the spete of obvicusly
tmmpractical propozals for clering weRe
safely. snd In jis 1588 Nucleer Waste Pelicy
Act ordered the Department of Encegy to
begin to receive snd Rore highly radisaciive
commercisi wastes from the natisa’s reae-
foro by 1922

Alrezdy. howewer, tbe Deparimont ef
Epergy has hod to ochnowicige thet e
planning & mired In controversy, dupiiea-
tive offoris and incompetence N8 tafgd
dste for accepting wastez first siipped @

W and mare recently Wartkine hiwacl?

T . Py B

the spent fuel that the reactors can ever
generate most of the nation's older nuclear
facilities 2iready face o storage crisis

Which is why the Department of Ener

Wountain 3 huge rechy formation within
the desert boundaries of 2 puciess weapons
tost site 10D miles north of P32 Vegas

Completing thst permanent under
ground storage facility will cost at least §5
biflion_ and perhops double that scrording
to current estimates

Bui even hefore the mountain regnsito.
ry can be designed and excavated, yeors of
research must be undertolien to determine
whether the mountain’s rovks of welded
volcznic tuff sre volconiczlly agd ceismical

e e = o & B PO T L T

sound no (scally sound not techricolly
sound ~ Watkins saud last December ond be
chorged that the costly environmental righ
studies for hoth projwcts “were incompiete
migieading and pot properly done

So Wathins ordered z new gesessment
of the sites But Nevada s political lraders
had already hegun batthing the Eaergy D>
partment s pians for Yucca Moustoln, snd
the leg slature had passed 2 law hannin oy
future high level waste disposal in the stoie
Nevada environmental of ficials also refucsd
to grant the federal agency permiis to con
duct new feasdility studies at the mountain
and the states lowsuits in foderal court ro
main unresoived The Enevgy Department,
for its part Is gow contempisting couatey
suts to blerll the state's efforts ot obatrer
fron

“The solution s no move achioveble
now thon ot wes in 1632 desphte apending of
meve thon §2 5 biliion of nuclcor pooer willl
ty customor” moaey ~ savs Robart R Loow
dirocior of Nevedo s nuciear aaste profect
office “The Yucca Mowotsin repositery &
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Plutonium

concern

clouds weapons plant

zmu::u

fume making nuclear warhead
(riggers at the Rocky Flats
weapons plant, concern remains
about 62 pout n
‘he plant’s aur.

Al issue: whether enough plu-
tonium has accumulated to lead
10 “criticality” - the point at
which a nuclear reaction be-
comes self-sustaining and can
release deadly radiation.

Phil Warner, general manag-
er at Rocky Flats for plant op-
erator EG&G Inc., the plu-
tonium in the air ducts poses no
threat, but state officials and en-
vironmentalists want the pluton-
lum removed from the air ducts
before plutonium processing re-
sumes at the plant.

Energy Secretary James Wat.
kins suspended piutonium opera-
tions at Rocky Flats in Novem-
ber and said they only resume
when safety problems are
solved. Rocky Flats, 16 miles
northwest of Denver, has been
operating since 1953.

The plutonium, discovered in
the air ducts earlier this year,
g0t into them over many years
because filters that were sup-
posed to catch the plutonium
sometimes failed to work and
sometimes were removed after
becoming clogged, officials said.

EG&G scientists have said
that, in a worst-case scenario,

the plutonium in the air ducts
“could release neutrons that
could injure or kill within 10
feet,” Warner said.

“Tv my knowledge, there's
never been a criticality accident
that involved a nuclear explo-
sion.” said Robert W. Terry, sen-
ior health physicist for the Colo-
rado Department of Health.

“The hazard is t lant
ty of the aee -3! 's
y

not the type of accident likely to
create a widespresd environ-
mental hazard to the off-site

Witnesses to nuclear criticali-
ty elsewhere say that when the
nuclear reactions occurred, they
saw a blue flash followed by
ovenlike heat.

Workers within the deadly 10-
to-15 foot radius are bombarded
with neutrons and gamma radia-
tion. Their skin reddens and se-
vere nausea sets in quickly. In
extreme cases, the victim be-
comes comatose within 20 min-
utes and death follows in a few
hours or days.

The plutonium accu
. t » ‘
Froblem; that begar in ;nm
w

the FBI and Enviror

A federal grand jury is exam-
ining evicence gathered during
that raid but has not issued in-
dictments.
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nuclear power plant in Glen
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Hanford nuclear plant’s T Tawsway Post exvioson iz —
Safety doubted Since "7()s | i v oo

. fanks at Hanford Nuclear Reservation in Washington

reposory — is being reevaluated
w WASHINGTON Energy De.  because of technical problems with Reinforced /—"‘-\ Ares where
partmend officrals and contractors 2 similar Program at the Savannah | oo cte Tont |2 o
have known <nce the ,970s that River, S C . plam [
tanks of hguwd radwoactive wastes at The 570.square-mile 1Hanford Steel
the Hanford. Wash  nudclear weap-  reservation was created from Primary
ons plant could explode, but failed  scratch on the plains of eastern Tens
o wform supenors or take correc- Washmglon n 1942 10 produce phi Cerdon Steel a
tve action. according 10 an internal  tonium for the first nuclear hbombs o
mvestigation made public Tuesday.  created by. the Manhattan Progect Tonk

The mvestigation by the
Department s Office of Nuclear
.{'!m 15 one of several paralle! in-
Q@uines into safety issues at Hanford
that have reinforced fears of an ex

Its production reactors are nactive
now, and the facility s principal mis
sion is to clean up after itself _ »
task that is proving dangerons and
expensive

There are 177 nuclear waste
storage tanks at Hanford It has

WASH
Richiang ©

plosion in the waste storage tanks More than 64 aulhon gallons of been estimated that 3 single 1ank
and demonstrated that the depart and toxic hgnd wastes could explode with 3 force of 36 e Y
:-em 5 unswie how to cope with the  Tiom plutonium n;‘xmg‘\ge&dﬂty tons of TNT and release radation ,"""*_‘:l ORFGON ' F l
! —_——— - IL I Iu. ’m = T e T
Two independent panels of nu- 749 single <ell tanks and 28 dowy
clear experts disagreed Tuesday  bie- tanks -
about the serousness of the ﬂ"*)— e e ——————
sion thveat. But Sen John Glenn, D-
Ohio, who presided at a hearing TUESDAY. RRY 31, 1990 ey sl 1 R - _”m

about Hanford Tuesday. said the
Fnergy Department’s

of the Hanford tank farm raises the
specter of a mammath explosion on
the scale of the 1957 disaster at
Ryshiym in the Soviet Union, which

e s B Ty Lo the 1T ot o Necor it . s et

’ ; tanks may be ‘edetona a
::"";'m’ "':y"""."""l ":"m”' Washington tion fz be:tmm inside  ar reactor would lead toordering . I“m‘::..m m.-..-'-
and concluded that “the situation at ’._-"'"’.,':'m’“"‘ radionctine 1B 1anks or & spark or & shock shutdown " radtion in ﬁeﬁ'
Hanford is quite different™ because waste at the Hanford nuclear res. from ocutside But, the m.m. “One w

the temperatures of the wastes are
kept low enough to avord an explo-
sion But he acknowiedged that the
department < only proposed method
of disposing of the wastes — vitrifi-
cation. or fusion into glass that

owibld he <tored i an underground
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Court Setback

For Rocky Flats
Weapons Plant

\Neu York Times

Denver

A US. distriet judge in Denver
has ruled that thousands of bar-
rels of plutonium-laced material
at the Rocky Flats nuclear weap-
ons plant contain wastes subject
to regulation by Colorado and are
being stored illegally.

The decision 15 & setback for
the Department of Energy, the
plant's owner, because It appears
‘o put the inventory of waste at the
oiant far above the legai limit,

The department had asserted
that the substance at issue, mostly
incinerator residues, Wwas not
waste but material awaiting recy-
ching. |

Dr. Eugene Demayo, chairman
¢f the Rocky Mountain chapter of
the Sierra Club, said the decision
meant that the department “must
drop its plans 1o restart Rocky
Flats plutonium operations, at
least until the plant complies with
hazardous waste laws." including
the limit on waste storage.

_The Sierra Club was the plain-
tiff in the suit. As part of “he same
suit, the department agreed in Au-
gust 1989 to close down the Rocky
Flats incinerator that had been
used intermittently to burn the
disputed material.

The plant has bLeen largelv
closed since late last year, partly
for a seasonal inventory and partly
hecause of technical problems.
The department had said it hoped
o reopen the plant in the late
“pring

The ruling, issued Friday by l
Judge Lewis T. Babcock and dis- |
iributed yesterday by the Sierra
Club, does not call for fines or oth:
or penalties against the plant, |
which makes triggers for thermo- |
nuclear weapons.

Experts say
don'’t restart
nuke plant

The Now Vert Times

WASHINGTON — A high-lev-
el panel of experts has recom-
mended post g the reopen-
ing of Rocky Flats nuclear plant
from midsummer until at least
e car e ey pene -

% cannot ely
? the end of

The Rocky Flats ‘Plant, near
Denver, was shut down in No-
vember 1989 to install new safe-
ty procedures, repair equipment
and to 2hange the management
of the plant. It did not reopen a
month later as scheduied.

The piant had been run by
Rockwell international Corp.

The company that took over
management of the piant for the
gnoe‘:g Department on Jan. 1.

Inc., has said the plant

could reopen in June, although
the department had refrained
from publicly stating whes the
plant mld bo safely recpened.

at the plant and a better means
of dealing with waste from the
plutonium-processing ope«ra-

“many believe lt nnukcly that
restart can be accomplished this
calendar year."

has warned failure
to open the plant soor. would
force it to devise temporary al-
ternatives to its pians to equip
the mussiles on its Trident sub-
marines with new powerful war-

The Navy contends the de-
ployment of new weapons is pec-



er Calls

Washington

\ structursl engineer hired
tostudy the effects of a possible
carthquake on the Energy De.
hartment’s nuclear weapons
plant at Oak was
fired after he reported that the
walls would fall down.

ther engineers rewrote ihe
‘Luay 1o say thet they would not

The engineer, Paul Nesiel re.
portgd on September 25 that the
unreinforeed clay tile walls of the

nain building of Qak Rld!c'l Y12,

A-Plant Vulnerable to Quake

would give wa

eral 5orce of 0.12 percent of gravity,
well below the 019 percent used
nationwide as the design basis for
quake-vulnerability studies

By October 30, after a series of
meetings at which his conclusions
were discussed, engineers from
Lockwood Greene Inc. of Oak
Ridge. Nestel's employer. and Mar-

W operates th.

uclear

dre
ported 10 the department that the
walls “have the capacity to with.
stand the design basis earthquake "

Nestel, an experienced strue
tural engineer from California
whom Lockwood Greene recruited
in July 1o conduct the study, was
fired November &

Nestel gave copies of the docu-
ments to the Washingion Post be-
cause, he said. he had “no reason to
stay silent” after he was dismissed.
and accused the contractors of
“burying unfavorable reporis.”

By means of comparison, San
Francisco's Marina Distriet was lev-
eled in the October earthquake by a
force cf 15 percent. Nestel said.

WEDNESDAY, MALCH 26, 1990

U.S. Revamps
Monitoring of
A-Arms Plants

By Keith Schneider
New York Times

Washington

Energy Secretary James Wat.
kins ordered major changes yes-
terday in how the nuclear weap
ons industry monitors the health
of 100,000 workers at 17 prineipal
plants and laboratories.

Under the changes, responsibil-
ity for studying the effects of radi-
ation on those wo&hm wili :
transferred to the Department
Health and Human Services.

Watkins also said he will estab-
lish an executive officer, prefers-
bly a medical specialist, to become
the nuclear weapors industry's
first occupational ‘safety and
health director. o

The actions represent the latest
steps Lo end the secrecy surround-
ing the nation's embattled nuclear
weapons industry, which operated
for decades with little oversight by
Congress, the public, workers or
even its own top officers.

e

The changes also will end & po-

tential conflict of interest that has
existed for decades. The agency
responsible for making atomic
weapons has also been the govern.
ment’s largest source of informa.
tion on the effects of radiation on
workers.

Watkins' actions followed the
recommendations of a special
nine-member panel of health ex.
perts that he appointed last Au.
gus 1o study how the Energy De
partment was ov the
health of its atomie workers.

Yesterday, he received the
group’s final report, which laid out
& 50-point plan for anizing
the management of the Energy De-

partment’s health programs, start. -

Ing at the top of the agency.

Watkins said he 18 taking the
actions to restore the Energy De-
partment’s scientifie mﬂuny
and to regain the trust of weapons
plant workers and people living

around the principal production
sites in 12 states. '

Weapons w
ol
States have filed lawsuijts chargi
at extraordinary tm_!m!g_.
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Weapons lab incinerator

By John Muller
The Jotbume.
LIVERMORE — Congress:
man Pete Stark yesterday joined

¢ritics of a plan to
ardous wasie incinerator at-the

Stark
iforuia

y wrote the Cal-
rtment of Health
Services, sa that the nuclear
weapons lab, faces monu-
mental waste-storage and clean-
up problems, should not be al-

Lawrence Livermore Lab cel-— owed to restart the incinerator

. iIng 1t 3 “sad commentary on the.
state of waste disposal.'.
“Stark, D-Hayward, wants to
withhold approval of the restart
until the state holds a public
hearing on the safety of the inci
nerator, which failed two trial

. burns and has been shut down

. for nearly two years.

“until the community's cobcerns
nd uestions (are)
ow can we blindly make
changes to a system whose en-
vironmental impacts remain un-
known?" Stark asked.
Environmentalists fear the in-
cinerator, built more than a dec-
ade ago without polluton con-

trol equipment, will spew con-
taminants over Livermore Val-
ley and couid be used eventually
to incinerate radioactive animal
carcasses and other waste copn-
taminated with low-level ra-
dioactivity.

The laboratory has no plans
“‘at this time" to restart the inci-
perator, and won't burn hazard-
ous or radioactive material, ac-
cording to Psul Conners, lab

spokesman.

“The laboratory does not in-
tend to burn any material that
has been exposed to . .. a radio
&ctive isotope in the course of
research,” he said.

Conners said the kind of mate-
rial that would be burned in-
cludes waste paper, and other
non-radiocactive wastes "‘similar

Friday, July 27, 1990 #»#*M ©.3

fans heated opposmon

totbcuhrudatloww

¥

woman for Citizsens Against a
Radioactive Environment, a
watchdog group, said the lab
should com y dismantle the
incinerator.

Keliey said because new regu-
lations proposed by the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission would
allow certain low-level radiosc-

tive waste to be
non-radioactive waste, m ub
could conceivably burn such
auu &s if it were non-radicac-

ve

!huudhrw is

p ﬂm

lncunmu Or any reason. “Wc
mhmm (by the lab)," she

Congress beid a bearing
terday oo the NRC's plan u’d.'o-
clare certain low-level radicac-
tive waste “below regulatory
standards” and suitable for dis-
posal I:’ eomtln;nnmu amid
threats legislators to nip the
plan in the bud. v

The b has filed a so-called
“closure’ “lan with the EPA and
State Dep.rtment of Health
Services that vould allow the lab
to decontamina ¢ the incinerator
and restart it.




began with a fire in one of four
reactors followed by a core meit-
down and an explosion. Huge
quantities of radiation billowed in-
to the atmosphere.

He said serfous medical effects
are now expected to last decades,
prerhaps centuries.

TIONAL
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Lost of Chernobyl Disaster Soars in Study

Accident Dwarfs Other Soviet Peacetime Catastrophes

By Facuann L. Hunson

Staff Reporter of Tuw Wacs Sroewy Jormens

MOSCOW - A new Soviet study con-
Cludes that continuing econom,. faliout
from the Chernobyl nuclear accident nzy
€<t 20 thmes more than Moscow's prior
estimates, ranking Chernoby! as the most
c.stly catastrophe in Soviet peacetime h's-
try

amounts to $253 billion to $358 billion In
any currency, the sum far exceeds cost-es-
timates [or such previous Soviet disasiers
as the 198 Armenisn earthquake. The
April 26, 1986, accident was “the bigrest
socioeconomic cataclysm In [peacetime |
history.” the study says. adding that Cher-
nobyi aiso contributed to the country's
worsening economic problems.

that Moscow Initially underestimated (Y er-
m,nm,auusmm
b&wﬂmm&ﬂqm-ﬂcﬂt
ute tu « mounting internal debate over the
accident’s cleanup costs. Lecal govern
ment officials rear the Ukrainlan reactor

*hm&”m“
mmmumbn—.
paritament. plans 3 pubiic debate on the is-
sue later this year
mmmmbcn-
ticipant in this debate. and Is thus a rare
nm«(:.%ﬂnwhl“m

mwmmm
as commissioning research. The study's
sponsor was the Chernoby! Unkan, an or

the study in the interests of promoting
wider pubilc debate about the (hernoby
accident.

Mr. Koryskin's findings will likely b
contested by some Soviet officials. But to
minimize official criticism. he said. Mis
study used only Information culled from
previous Soviet publications — and avolded
use of any of his institute’s official, non-
public docume. ts He 5.4 Boz2 ~r *ha
h&kmhﬂdyk&ehm
hhmmhmm'lbﬁ
together all the direct and Indirect acel
dent costs

Chalstdyd&pm.‘bylm
cident has become a major. permanent
segment of Soviet industry. The accider:
caused when operators lost control of 2 re-
actor, spewed radiatior for days over the

ported. non radinactive fevd 2 few weeks
before slaughter But lately such optimistic
Mh“m.mm’m
tn considey the contaminated land 2 424l
loss for at least two generations

In sume areas of the Soviet Uinion the
ouclear cutbacks have worseped power
shortages. For instance. closure of two re
actors in Armenia cost the Transcaweasus
region 15% of K3 power supply. leading to
restrictions In lcal electricity crasump
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i
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14,000 to be moved
away from Chernobyl

By Susan Comwell
L TER

MOSCOW — Realizing they
underestimated the extent of the
Chernobyl accident, Soviet author-
1ties will evacuate 14,000 more peo-
ple this year from the site of the
world's worst nuclear disaster,
Pravda said Monday

The Communist Party daily in-
dicated more work was needed to
limit the damage from the April 26,
1986, explosion and fire at the nu-
clear power reactor that killed 31
people, according o official figures.

Pravds smid redicactive dust
that had piled up in the 20-mile
danger zone around the plant
would take decades to remove and
would have to be processed by a
special, as yet unbuilt, complex.

And & new, more secure shelter
for the damaged reactor must be
built at a cost of tens of millions of
rubles, Pravdas said. It will replace
the concrete case that was built
around the cnppled reactor after
the acordent.

The continued evacuations are
the result of belated recognition by
authorities that the accident spread
more radicactivity over a wider ar-
es than at first thought.

“In 1986, and three, two and
even a vear ago we did not know

these numbers, but now they trou-
ble the soul of everyone,” Pravda
said.

“Thirty-two districts of six re-
gons of the republic (the Ukraine)
are affected by raciation to varying
degrees, nearly 60,000 people live in
the area that is strictly monitored,”
it sand.

“And on the territory with more
than five cunes (a measure of ra-
dioactivity) live more than 200,000
people,” it saxd. This area includes
districts more than 30 miles from
Chernobyl from which 14,000 peo-
ple would be moved this year, Pray-
da said.

Pravda said 90,000 people had
been moved from their homes in
the years following the accident,
apparently in addition to the
100,000 who were taken out of the
20-mile 20ne a few days after the
disaster.

The accident contaminated 12.4
million acres of land in the
Ukraine, of which 8.6 million were
agncultural land, it said.

Tass news agency said the
Ukrainian Parliament was working
out & program for ciosing the plant,
which has three reac-
tors, by 1995. But it said it would
take another 10 years to dismantle
the complex.

Amid charges that authorities

T

R

Nuclear
‘IU*“I
reactor

covered up the extent of the disas-
ter, the Soviet Parliament iz due
Wednesday to consider a proposed
$26 bilion emergency program to
help people in affected areas.

Tens of thousands of Ukraini-
ans marched thrcugh their capital,
Kiev, Sunday in a protest over
Chernobyl.

They called for leaders of the
republic, including President Val-
entina Shevchenko, deputy prime
minister at the time of the accident,
to be put on trial fr ¢ ‘ailing to alert
the public to the uangers of the
leak.
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