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Hon. Nunzio Paladino

Chairman

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717 H Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Enclosed please find inquiries from two of my constituents, Mr.
William Hafner and Mrs. Nancy Romaine, regarding NRC policy on
a possible interim license for the Shorenam Nuclear Power Plant.

I would greatly appreciate any information you could provide that
would help address their concerns about this issue.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

With all good wishes, I am

WILLIAM CARNEY/S N.C.
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Suffolk Nuclear Study Group

17 (ctober 1682

Congressman <illiam Carney
US House of necpresentatives
vasnington, DC 20515

3UBJ: Interim cverating licenses &s per H,R, 2330
nx: My letter of 12 Sentember and your reply of 14 October

Dear Vr, Carney,

Thank ycu for your reply to my letter regarding the above
topic. ile 1 appreciaste the copy of Lhe Committee 3Zeport
which you ferwarded, unfertunately, you fuiled to answer or
even tsddress my original concerns,

3ince this organization is & modest attempt to take a
responsible, mature, and professicnal apprcach to matters
involving commercial nuclear pcuwer- in particular reactor
safety- 1 would appreciate more comprenensive replies in
the future, . :

herefcre, my referenced letter is being resubmitted for
your re-eveluation. I trust my concerns will be given a more
thorough consideration tuls time,

In addition, I am increasingly ccncerned that in it's
el ’ort to redirect resources tc aid tnis accelerated licens-
ing process, the N2C will drein elready tight funding and
manpewer from safety-related areas, In discuscions with the
NAC staf? it is hardly comferting to the oublic to be con-
sistently told that "we agree'Put, quite honestly, we don't

have the money or manoo-er.,.. 4 snould %now because it has
napvened to me on numer-us occasions,

Farthermore, reccrds indicate tnat the NRC falled to sube
mit- cdespite reveated reaquests- information regarding the
budgetary impact of these accelerated licensing provisions,

“ven more disturbing, is that the Committee on nergy and
Commerce somenow interpreted this administrative sllence to
mean tnat such new licensing provisions would not compromise
arency safety nctivities, If the Committee did not have the
necessary budgetary figures from the iLrC, exactly how was
tne Committee able to make this determination especlally in
i,1t e¢f the fect that Commissioner Hendrie stated that the
imnde whieh would be needed to implement such interim licens-
ing provisicns would come from various technical assistance
support programs? Certalnly tne Committee must nave based
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ovinions of Commission representatives, "hat documentation
was presented by the agency to show that variosus safety
activities would not be compromised? If no such document-
atlon was presented- as apnarantely it wasn't- why did the
members of the (sub)Committee not obursue the ma +ep? One
certainly can't help but wonder why those who had made
requests of the Commission- which the Commission didn't
answer- didn't follow up their initiatives, As & member of
Congress who will shortly be expected to vote on the
provisions of H4.R. 2320, did you personnally voice any
guestions on the matter??

‘oreover, the Committee Report wakes it quite clear that
it in no way seeks to avoid the reguirements of the normal
licensing process and that the Committee will "exercise
strong oversight activities to ensure that this directive
1s fully enforced," Please describe the specific "oversight"
activities the Committee ref-rences and what provisicns have
been macde to deal with possible viclations,

I find it scmewhat ironic that in this Committee feport
while refering to the Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
it clearly states:

Under the provisions of the fnergy Jeorgdne
ization act of 1074, which established the
Muclear Regulatory Commission as an indepen-
dent regulator: agency, the Commission 1is
prohibited from conducting original resesrch
whlch may be viewed as rromoting nuclear
energy and thereby comoromise the Agency's
Regulatory Integrity,

+esYet, here we find that very agency seeking regulatory
amendnents based on economic considerations.,., and a Congress-
ional Committee going aleng with it,

hank you for =our time and awailting your tirely and
comrrehensive renly,

3incerely,

e B

dl1liam F, Hafner



Bill Hafner

54 Robinwood Strect
Mastiec, NY 11450
12 September 1982

Congressman william Carney
US rouse of Fapresentatives
Bashington, DC 20515

Dear Mr, Carney,

I wish to thank your staff for their prompt reply %o my recent
request for a copy of H. R, 2330, My major intevest 1y this plece
of legislation is that section which would améud the Atomie
Energy ‘fct of 1954 to permit ths l1ssuance of Iintsrim operating
licenses prlor to the completio. of licensing hearings, The direect
applicability to the Shoreham plani seems obvious enough,

Eowever, I cen't help but her s~nbts about the complets legality
of the situation, According tbe dezal Register of April 29,

1982 this NAC request is based 4ely, if n-t entlrely, on economic
considerations, o T

Yot according to the very act the Commission proposes to amena,
NRC safety decisions are to be made on the basis of technlcsl safety

and its potential c¢®fect on membars of the publiec, It should not
involva eanmnonmic considerations,

For does the Tergy R:ceganization Act of 1974 amend &y of the
substentive pudblic healia end dafely and common deflense and securicy
standards set forth ’a the AEA of 195, Basically, all this did was
to separata the "regulators” from the 'promoters,”

In sunmary, 1t woulid snem that by proposing this amendemsnt the
NRC hes ro* cnly exceedsd its regulatory respousibilities ws set
forth in the A3A of 1954 but 1s now acting the role of "promoter"
in what sesms to be direct contrast to the 8pitlt of Fnergy
Reorganization act ef 1974,

Corsicdering the potentially sigalficant conseqQuencas of thias
emendment your feedback on this matter is requasted,

Thanx you,

Sincaroly,

Blll Hafn-p




DATE: October 16, 1982

"CALL OR V.sIT TAKEN BY: aph

NAME : Mrs.. Nancy Romaine

ADDRESS: 2615 Falcon Avenue

CITY, STATE: Medford, New York ZIP cope 11763

HOME PHONE:* g OFFICE PHONE:

BUSINESS ADDRESS, IF ANY:

SOCTAL SECURITY NO.: V.A. CLAIM NO.: _
ALIEN REGISTRATION NO.: PASSPORT NO.:

OTHER PERTINENT ‘IDENTTFYING NO.: BIRTHDATE:

COMMENTS: ___ Mrs. Romaine called because she iust re ‘y

letter regarding the temporary licensing of Shoreham. (i{.R.2330). She is under
the impression that if this bill is passed that it would prohibit the physical

inspection of the plant by virtue of the fact that the low level radiacion wouid

make a complete inspection impossible. According to the Congressman's letter
he feels that if this legislation passes it would not interfere with a complete
inspection. She would appreciate it if the Congressman would clarify this for

her.

CONGRESSMAN WILLIAM CARNEY
First District, New Yerk



