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Richard E. Dow, Jr.
Sandra Long Dow
Disposable Workers of Comanche Peak Steem Electric Station
Suite 178
8775 Norwin Avenue
North Huntingdon, Pennsylvania 15642

Richard E. Dow, Jr.
Sandra Long Dos
#135
1078 Wellington
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In the Matter of
RICHARD E. 00W

Docket Nos. 50-445, 50-446

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Cow:

This is in response to your letter of September 1, 1991, to Chairman Selin,
which has been referred to rce for response.

Since early 1991, you have made various safety allegations to the NRC regarding
Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station, which the agency has attempted, in good
faith, to evaluate. In order to assure the fullest comunication of the f acts
underlying yoJr allegations, en interview by the Office of Investigations and a
transcribed interview under oath by NRC staff were conducted. Because of your
unwillingness to voluntarily provide to the Consnitsion information upon which
your allegations are based, the staf f was compelled to issue a subpoena on May
10, 1991. ~ihe May 20, 1991, return date specified in the subpoena was extended
by a Commission order denying your motion to riuash and by subsequent staff
actions, to September 4, 1991. In addition to the efforts of the staff, as
well as attorneys in the Office of the Generel Counsel, to facilitate the
process of receipt of the particular documents, audio tapes, and other
information covered by the subpoena, the Office cf the Inspectcr General (010)
of the NRC also offered to receive tne information that you contend supports
your allegations.

Contrary to the unfotnded charges in your September 1, 1991, letter of staff
misfeasance, unresos sbleness, and threats regarding the subpoenaed material,
the staff has made a .ry attempt within its power to accommodate your concerns
for your personal salety and for the integrity of the r cords and documents
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demanded by the staff subpoena, despite publicly reported statements that )ou |
had no intention of complying with the subpoena. The fiRC's numerous good faith +
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attempts to obtain the saf ety information you allegedly possess have been
unsuccessful, with the exception of allegations related to plant labcIling,
which were sufficiently specific to enable the staff to pursue the matter
through the inspection process. The staf f has coicpleted its inspection into
that matter and will be communicating the results of its inspection to you
shortly.

The NRC staff has determined that under the circumstances, including all
conmunicaticos with you, there is no reasonabic basis to believe that you are
in possession of safety information regarding the Comanche Peak facility.

- Accordingly, the NRC does rot intend to continue seeking to compel you to
provide the documents identified in the subpoene dated May 10, 1991, as
subsequently modified,-and is, in fact, withdrawing that subpoena. Should you
or anyone-else provide us with specific information regarding the safe t

- operation of the Comenche peak plant, we will review that information in ,

accordance with staff procedures.

Your letter of September 1. 1991, expressed support for the petition filed on
behalf-of-the Nattobal Whistleblower Center on July 30, 1991, pursuant to 10
C.F.R. b'2.206. That petition is currently under review and you will bc
provided a copy of our decision. The NRC. staff notes, however, that you
provide no substantive support related to that petition. Additionally, as a .

metter apart from the procedures under Section 2.206, you inquire concerning
procedures "not to reopen, but, rather, to re-initiate" licensing hearings
regarding the Comanche Peak _ plant and concerning procedures to request that
"all prior proceedings be abated." I havc been advised by our Office of the |

General Counsel that, while there are no specifh Corniscion procedures which '

address the remedy you seek, there is nothing to prevent your seeking such
action from the Commission, as a matter of its discretion. The staff notes,
however, that you have likewise provided no support for such extraordinary

- action.

Sincerely,
ORIGINAL SIGMFD BY.

RODEhi D. IAARTIN.

Robert D. liartin .

Regional Administrator :

cci see attached Service List
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- E. Hadley
414 Main Street
P.O. Box 3121
Wareham, MA 02571
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CC
David C. Williams'

inspector General '

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Cornission
Washington, DC 20555

- Lawrence J. Chandler, Esq.
Assistant General Counsel for

Hearings and Enforcement
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Lennission
Washington, DC 20555

George Edgar, Esq.
Newman & Holtzinger, P.C.
1615 L.-Street, N.W., Suite 1000
Washington,.DC 20036

Juanita Ellis
President, CASE ,

1426 S. Polk Street
Dallas,' Texas 75224

- W. L. Brown
Regional Counsel, Region IV
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Connission
611;Ryan Plaza, Suite 400
Arlington, Texas 76011

G. M. Longo Esq.
Office of General Ccunsel
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 2055)
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