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Mr. Carl B, Sawyer
ffice of Nuclear Material
Safety and Safeguards
V.8, Nuclear Regulatery Commission
washington, D.C., 20888

Petition for Rulemaking =~ PRM=73=§ ==
Upgrading the Design Bias Threat for

Dear Mr. Sawyer:

I am in receipt of David L. Meyer's letter of March 19
enclosing the comments submitted to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission on the Petition for kulemaking (PRM~73-9) brought by
the Nuclear Control Institute and the Committee to Bridge the
Sap. The letter and the attached comments raise several issues.

First, the letter states the Commission “hae continued to
docket comments received . . , through March 12, 1991." The
status of the Nuclear Contrel Institute-Committee to Bridge the
Gap rebuttal to the Nuclear Management and Resource Council's
comments on the Petition, submitted March 14, 1991, thus appears
uncertain, We believe this rebuttal is important to a full
consideration of issues raised by the Petition and urge,
therefore, that it be docketed along with other comments,

Second, at leat three letters regarding the Petition that
were submitted to the Commission by the February 28 deadline were |
not included in the materials sent to me. Absent from these
materials were letters specifically in support of the Petitiun
from Representative Gejdenson (January 14), Representative Markey
January 15) and Representatives Markey and Kostmayer (February
¢8), each addressed to Chairman Carr. We believe that these
comments on the Petition must be considered by the Commission,
in particular, we believe that the list of gquestions relating to
the vulnerability of nuclear powerplants to radiological sabotage

attached to the Markey-Kostmayer letter should be answered prior
to any Commission decision on the Petition.

Third, since your letter arrived, Paul Leventhal, President
of the Nuclear Control Institute, received the enclosed letter
from Konrad Kellen expressing his support for the Petition. Dr.
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Konred Kellen
540 Paseo Miremer
Facific Pelisedes, CA 50272

Desr Poul,

Unfortunetely, | hed no opportunity to respond to your letter of |
Fetrury, 199) sooner You stete thetl there wes o desdline of 20 Februsry
for comments (which | migsed) However, o2 | velue your efforts highly |
will make some brief comments ~ pernaps they will come in 13ndy

| very much faver the petition you subrmitted thet hes previousiy been
relected As o former Rond Corporstion enelyst cherged smang other things
for & number of yesrs with the study of terrorism end meens of protection
sgainst i1, let me soy three things in particuler:

| Due to the precticelly unlimited types of etlecks terroriste cen
wage dguinst elmost eny type of terget, defense egeinst them is expremely
vexing end requires constent imginstive study os well 86 ever new
gefensive meosures

2 Due to the terrorist MO to strike when etlecks are least
expecte”, temporery 1ulls in terrorist ectivity such es we have right now,
should not meke us o2y with regerd tc either study or preperticn

3 Even though & veriety of ressons con be given to the effect thel
stiacks on nucleer targets moy not be likely to occur (I myself predicted
in e 1975 Reng paper thet no such etiscks would occur during the
subsequent ten-yeer period), the possibility of such an atteck occurring is
on ever present denger.

Keep uy Lthe good work end best regards 1o you end your wife
Sincarely

!
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