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mishaps to occur., 1 strongly support the use of nuclear power to
meet our nation's energy nexds in a safe, economical, and
environmental’ “=:{gn manner. When Shoreham was being built, I
was delighted .o see evidence that I would be able to retire on
Long Island with the prospect of there being awple supplies of
inexpensive electricity to make living here both pleasant and
inexpensive. Now that I am almost completely retired, I find
myself threatened by the rising costs of :lerirical power. The
terms of the agreement between LILCO and Governor Cuomo which
allow LILCO to increase its rates bv 5% per year for the next ten
years, so long as it does not overate Shoreham as a nuclear
plant, will be especially burdensome to me as a retired person,
4. 1 have been a member of Scientists and Engineers for
Secure Energy, Inc. ("SE,") since 1982. 1 authorize SE, to
represent my interests, as described herein, in any proceedings
to be held in connectlion with the Long Island Lighting Company's
("LILCO") proposed license amendment adding a license condition
which negates application of several existing license conditions
while the reactor is in the "“defueled state." This license
amendment, when coupled with related pending requests for
permission from the NRC, would allow LILCO to cease its emergency
preparedness activities altogether.

. I am concerned that the proposed amendment constitutes
another step in the decommissioning process presently underway at
Shoreham in violation of my rights under the National

Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA"). I do not believe that any



steps in furtherance of Shoreham's decommissioning should be
implemented until a Final Environmental Impact Statement ("FEIS")
evaluating the impacts of, and alternatives to, the entire
decommissioning proposal has been completed in compliance with
the terms of NEPA and the NRC's own regulations. If the NRC
allows steps which are clearly in furtherance of decommissioning,
and have no necessary independent utility, to be implemented at
Shoreham prior to the necessary NEPA review, my rights, and the
rights of those similarly situated, to have an opportunity for
meaningful comment on the environmental consideration of the
decommissioning proposal will be pirejudiced, if not completely
denied. The proposed amendment which effectively allows LILCO to
ceases all emergency preparedness activities presupposec that
decommissioning is a foregone conclusion. Despite the fact that
NEPA mandates maintenance of the gtatus guo peding preparaticn
of an FEIS and a final decision so that alternatives to the
proposed action are not prematurely foreclosed, the proposed
amendment represents a further retreat from the requirements of
LILCO's full-power operating license prior to any environmental
review of the proposed decommissioning.

6. The proposed amendment represents a threat to my
personal radiolegical health and safety and to my real and
personal property in violation of my rights under the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended. The proposed amendment is an
integral part of a LILCO's attempt to cease ~mergency

preparedness activities., Any decrease in such activities at a



plant licensed for full-power operation increases the
radiological hazard posed by the plant. The detrimental health
and safety impacts on those in close proximity to Shoreham from
an accidental release of fission products would be significantly
greater were the accident to occur while Shoreham is without a
well-trained emergency response organization to stem those
impacts.

7. As a Long Island resident, I am interested in actions
which will have a direct effect on the availability of reliable
electricity to meet my needs and those of my family and the
community «s a whole. I understand that Long Island is presently
at the full capacity of the existing natural gas pipelines which
supply this area and chat there is inadequate reserve capacity
for the growing ¢lectric energy demands of the area. Thus,
either Shoreham must be operated or alternative generating
facilities will have to be built and operated. PBecause natural
gas supplies cannot easily be increased, oil-burning plants will
inevitably be needed to replace Shoreham. These plants, in turn,
will emit pollution lowering air guality in the region and
contributing to global warming and acid rain. These effects of
Shoreham's decommissioning will have detrimental effects on my
health and on the quality of the natural environment in which I
live day-to-day. This calls for serious consideration of the
alternatives to decommissioning.

8. And if the scope of this proceeding is narrowed to its

relationship to the choice among tiie al-ernatives for



decommissioning mode, 1 believe my health, safety and

environmental interests would be harmed by any actions
inconsistent with mothballing the plant ("SAFSTOR").

9. I understand that SE, has been joined by the Shoreham-
wading River Central School District ("School District") in
seeking to intervene in the hearing to be held not only on the
proposed amendment alloving the cessation of emergency
preparedness activities, but also in hearings to consider the
implications of the immediately effective Confirmatory Order
issued by the NRC on March 29, 1990 and LILCO's license amendment
request affecting the Physical Security Plan., I also understand
that the issues raised by all of these actions significantly
overlap due to the fact that each of the actions constitutes
another step in the decommissioning process underway at Shorehan.
I would favor the consolidation of these three proceedings to
consider the issues raised by the School District and SE,.
Consolidation would ke the most efficient and expeditious way to

pruceed for all concerned.
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