ae® Say,
\

- "\ UNITED STATES
{ 3 . g v NU. EAR REQULATORY COMMISSION
s / WALMINGTON 0 C

“0 R .

Svbpoen !
OPRICE OF Tig veroena Duces ecum
lNl'lCTO!GlNllAL

T0:

stecren B, Camiey. 18800 Sevve. Rowiey, wa L1560

——

Act of
heredy Commanded to

PUrsuInt to the Provisions of Sectien 6(0)(4) of the Inspector Generp)
978, Pyp.L. §5.482 (5 L.s5.¢. Aep. i), as imenced, you are

Precuce before Superviess, S20C 1) Asent. £ent £, walker

N official of the Cf%ice of 1he nscector Seraral, at

the
b St8%08 \.2'epe 97, 4%ce

st ggiee 2ffce of wre 1nstectoe Sonorp.
vEt f3in wNBE g9t sl c2qsn o #1199

ASY s uy

on the ‘T~ Shy of .ie

et 302 At 5 0'clock 1 m, of tagy dey,
the “ollowing Infor~ation, zoc

“ments, recorgings,
dCCounts, cavers anc ctrer cate ane

repores, iNswers, Fecords,

AVY -|=‘ a!paoag qi'
§ :":Ji’

ANSCrIZes of suen 18] eonone Sonversations

IN TESTIMONY WHEREDF, the Inspecror Gengra) of the
uelear lnulnory Commig
r:na 4t etresn

Sotumentary evidence:
Sl $2°3%8 zosugespe sog Bieee Stp0nen s

B 80C Foger faee o
o ™ "985, 82 ey ata 4**

$10n s hyreunto et hig
this day

Note: Fatlure 1o comply with thig fubpoena coylg FesUIt 1n 3 e
8G41NST you In which o court orger

g&! Proceeding
compelling compliance wil! p
Privacy Act ROTice on cther g1ge,

® SOUght. See

o EXHIBIT A




Fe Y TICE. Pursuant to the Privacy det o 4, 8 UL, 820, you
I 4dy following:

1, A 0. The Inspect Ganers) Act of
1”.. ve. . bl LR 90- ' . ”“.. .“W'C“ m "c
Inspector General o fypue Subpoenay Necossary 1n the performance of hudiey

4na favestigetions of the Program and operations of the NRC. Disclogurg of
the nforsation pecifieg tn thig Subpoam 1y Tandatory, subject to the valtg
dssartion of 4 lega) FIGAt oF privi)gge,

for Solfcitation !
'

b oorincipal pUFpe 1olTcTtTng tion 1y
economy, omuonc:. N0 offecttvaness 1n the cdmintstration of the programs
4N oberations of NRC sng to PRevEnt and detect fraug, dbuse, or Bisrans ement
n sueh Programs and operetions.

3. Wh_*m_g_' ! f the § "%’.}95_{9_"_0#*133. T™he rovtine uses of the
s0)ic NeTMtion are BubTTshed Th Volire 1 of the Feders) Registar,
PAGES JD15E.50, September |8, 1986,

. g"F; of Noni‘m lc?nc!. Fallure o comply yith th18 subpoens may resul,
'n the Thicector Genera TRGURRLING o court srear fop compliance, If gueh on
OrCer 1s obtatned ang JOU thareattar 141 o fupply the Information, you tay
be sublect to cive) Iha/or criminal sanctions for contampt of court,

CERTIFICATE OF stavice

{ MEREBY CERTIFY that on A8, et
I BarsenaTTy servee LATS s 5Ecens voon by PanaThy
L0 4ng leaving with et TFUR 4N COPMRCE copy
thareof,
(sTgneture)
— o 19
T Vita)

ADMISSION OF SERVICE

I MERCBY Apm)7Y SERVICE of iy Lubpoens on behalf of
ene acknowlesge receint of i true NG correct
Copy thareof on RT3 date.

l!igmturﬂ

bhkhcor. ~ ey .



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT o
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS [0V § ! g9 ju'2s

L I I I D DR B DN DR T IR B R TR I R

XHIBIT

.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, * —-a-—
Plaintift, .
. CIVIL ACTION
V. . M.B.D. NO. 91~11556+K
. .- - ot
STEPHEN B. COMLEY, . - ' -
Defendant, . .
- F ) -
LI I D I I I D R D D D D B R R T T - Fy
ORCER ENFORCING SUBPOFNA OF THE INSPECTOR =
SGENERAL OF THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION o
This matter having come before the Court on September 19,

1991, for hearing on the Petition to Enforce Inspector General of
the Nuclear Regulatery Commission Subpoena, and Respondent’s
Opposition to the Fetition, and the Court having heard the
arguments of counsel and considered all of the submissions of the
parties and of the amicl, the Court makes the following findings
and order, which are in addition to the findings issued orally by
the Court on September 19:

1. The subpoena issued March 12, 1991 by the Inspector
Sensral is regular on its face.

2, The subpoena was issued in connecticn with an
investigation that is authorized by the Inspector General Act of
1978, as amended, ("the Act"), § U.S8.C. App. 3, and issuance of
the subpoena in connection with this investigation is authorized
by § 6(a)(4) of the Act, 5 U.8.C App. 3, § 6(a)(4).

- The subpoena was not issued in bad faith.

4. The subpoena is relevant to the Inspector General'’s

investigation, is not overly broad, and adequately describes the

“



docunents sought.

3. The subpoena does not viclate respondent’s First
Anendment rights.

WHEREFORE, the respondent shall coaply with the subpoena,
and appear with the tape recordings and transcripts described
therein, on Novembe:r 22, 1991, at 10:00 a.m. at the Office of the

United States Attorney, 1003 J.W. McCormack Post Office and Court

House, Boston, Massachusetts.
Dated this 2#% day of Delle

m

ot V5 fasta

. 1991,

ROBERT E. KEETON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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January 17, 1992
Hon. Ivan Selin

Chairman '

U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Dear Chairman Selin:

I am writing to ask you to act now to stop Steve
Comley from going to jail.

! am sure you are familiar with many of the details
of the bizarre Comley/Fortuna affair, so I won't
repeat them here. In a nutshell, Mr. Conley may soon
tace contempt of court charges brought about by his
refusal to release to the MRC alleged tape
recordings he possesses of conversations between
himself and Roger Fortuna.

While I have no knowledge of whether Mr. Comley even
possesses such tape recordings, I would like to
point out two issues.

First, the original subpoena for the tape recordings
stemwed from a petty, wicked, thorcughly discredited
NRC investisation of Mr. Fortuna led by former
executive director Victor Stelle. I reml.d you that,
largely as a result of the Fortuna affair, Hr.
Stello was forced to withdraw his name from a key
E:gartnont of Energy post rather than face the
arrassment of certain Senate disapproval of his
nomination. Congressional investigators have cleared
Mr. Fortuna of any wrongdoing. Continuing with this
investigation of Fortuna--one argument raised by the
NRC in ite quest for these tapes-~-is inexplicable.

The NRC also has raised the argument that these
tapes may contain important, previously unreleased
safety information about one or rore reactors. Can
anyone honestly believe that Mr. Comley would
w.thhold relevant safety information? In fact, Mr.
Comley has made a virtual career absut raising
safety allegations--some of which have proven
correct. There can be no doubt in anyone's mind who

dedicated 16 @ sound non-nuclear encrgy polcy.
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has ever dealt with Mr., Comley that if he possessed relevant
safety information, he would make it known as publicly and loudly
as possible.

Absent a compelling rveason for the NRC's pursuit of these alleged
tapes, we can only assume that the NRC's real goal is the
continued and damaging personal persecution of Mr. Comley and/or
Mr. Fortuna. Neither deserves this, and the vhole affair is
continuing to besmirch the reputation of the NRC.

You appear to be making some efforts to improve the openness and
houoot{ of the NRC., I ask you to take this necessary .t.t in
restoring your agency's image, and to immediately drop all
charges and subpoenas against Mr. Comley and to take lmmediate
action to ensure that he doesn't go to ?lil.

the ldea of Mr. Comley spending time in jail at the NRC's
insistence in conducting unfounded, bizarre, inexplicable

investigations personally angers me like few things this agency
ever has done. We will cert 'nly not let his sentencing go
unnoticed. Do you really want to make a “ero out of him?

Mr. Comley could be sentenced at virtually any time. 1 therefore
await your speedy reply.

Sincerely,

Michael Mariotte
Executive Director




