Mr. Oliver D. T. Lynch, Jr.
'hree Mile Island Program Office
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
wWashington, DC 20555

Lynch:

We appreciate your letter of May 19, 1982 regarding the arrangement
of a meeting with our respective contractors who are studying the
socioeconomic impacts to the Chesapeake Bay resulting from a discharge of
I processed water to the Susquehanna River. We agree that a meeting to
discuss specific data sources relevant to the studies would be beneficial
to both parties. Sharing data sources would eliminate, or at least,
reduce duplicating our data compilation efforts.

Regarding the example discussion topics you presented with your
letter, I would like to make a few suggestions. First, several of the
topics relate to our methodological approach rather than to the data
sources we intcad to use. For example, Question #3 deals with the methods
we plan to use to estimate the economic value of recreational activities.
We are willing to provide any data source information you may desire but
we feel our discussions should be limited to sharing data. In this way we
can preserve the independent nature of our respective studies as we agreed
tc do at our February 24 meeting.

Second, our technical experts will not be prepared on June 15 to
N

respond effectively to your specitic methodological questions. By June
15, our study will not have progressed to a point where we are evaluating
economic impacts. According to our study schedule presented on page 2 of
the Scope of Work, we will have completed Tasks 1 and 2, (characterizing
the resources at risk) by June 15, and we will be engaged in Tasks 3 and 4

evaluating case studies) We do not plan to address
specific economiCc i1mpact 1ssues un ‘ nber at the

8206080130 820«
PDR ADOCK O
P




ach
BaCnul




