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April 20, 1994

The Honorable Tvan Selin

Chairman

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissicn
Wwashingeen, DC 20555

Dear Chairman Selia:

We are writing to urge the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
[NRC) to revise its current policy regarding the availability and
use of potassium iodide (KI) in the event of an emergency at a
nuclear power plant.

The NRC'S current policy is that state and local governments
should consider stockpiling KI for emergency use by emergency
workers and inscitutionalized persons, but not for the general
public. This policy was established in the early 1380's. Since
rhat time, however, new information has arisen and additional
experience has been gained on rhe costs and benefits of the
prophylactic use of KI by the general population. we belleve

rhat this new information and Sxperisence requires a new approach
to this issue.

It is well-establisned scientifically that KI i8 excremaly
effective in preventing the uptake of radicactive iodine by the
thyroid. If taken in the proper dose pricr to exposure to

radicactive iodine., XI can completely hlock the uptake of the
radicactive iodine.

The distribution of KI to the general population in the
event of a nuclear emergency is a widely accepted protective
mesasure. The wWorld Health Organizacion has recommendad its use
for people living near a nuclear power plant if radiation levels
are cxpected to exceed a predetermined dose. A number of foreign
governments- - including the United Kingdom, the Czech Republic.
switzerliand, canadian provinces with nuclear power plants, and
tha formar Soviaet union--stockpile KI for distribution to and use
by the gemeral public in the event of a nuclear emergency. In

‘vhe U.S.. three states--Alabama. Tennessee, and Arizona--have

plana to disctribute OF already have diacribuce§ ¥I to people
living near one or more nuclear power plants within those states.
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A recent cost-benefit study of this issue conducted for the
NRC indicates that the costs of stockpiling KI for people who
live within five miles ¢of a nuclear power plant are minimal--
approximately ten cents per person per year. This means that for
a typical populaticn of 10,000 pacpleé living within five miles of
a nuclear power plant, it would cost approximately 61,000 to make
KI available for distribution. The NRC staff projects that the
cost of stockpiling KI for everyocne in the country within five
miles of a nuclear power plant would be on the order of sevaral
hundred thousand dollars per yvear. This is conly a small fraction
cf the expenses already spent on emargency planning. As tha NRC
staff has noted, "(closts in this range present no significant
barrier to stockpiling and are probably leass than the cost of the
continued studies.”

Some concern has been expressed that public educaition on the
use of KI may result in a potentially significant negative public
percaption. However, no evidence has been provided that any of
the existing policies in other nations or in the states that
provide for the use of KI by the general populaticn has caused
any undue panic or apprehensicn to the ganaral public. Moreover,
the federal government has a moral responsibility to provide the
public with complate and accurate information regarding the risks

from federally-licensed activities and ways in which those risks
may be reduced.

In sum, theretore., KI can be an extremely effective
countermeasure to prevent damage to the thyrcid in the event of a
radiclogical emergency. It can alsc be made availazble for the
general population living near a nuclear power plant for minimal
costs. The NRC should revise its policy to provide this

additional potcntial protective mgasurce for nuclear emargency
planning.

wa thank you for your time and consideracicn.

Sincerely,
Alan ;.%m;:son . Ji ph I. Lieberman

Ranking Minority Member airman

Subcommittee on Clean Alr Subcommittee on Clean Air
and Nuclear Regulaticn and Nuclear Reqgulation
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