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January 20, uin

which you informed me t~at the 3taff ref.se > prepare a written
summary J:.scribing what was discussed duvin: -e Staff's private
meeting with LILCO representatives on Janusr ‘4, I requested
that such a document te prepared in my letts = you dated
January 15,

The Staff has proviced no reason for ref.sing to prepare
such a recerd of the meeting, Ycu simply say -hat the 3taff :is
not required to do so. That hejs the i1ssue: -he 3taff met
secretly with four high-level uI;‘ﬁ represent:cives; the Staff
consciously decided not to invit: the Governr--ts =o attend; and,
afrer the fac:, the Staff refuses e"ew Lo sur-arize Sor the
reccrd wiat in fact transpired at the meeting. The inference is
inevitable: the 3Staff .s trying =o hide some-ing from the
rovernments.,

The Governments raiterate %hat in the cCi--umstances of t=his
cag., the secret mceting of four Staff lawyer (d“: are pivotal
players in a strategy %nat has over the sheore- im ;'*ceei;"q seen
the Staff in a cozy relacionship suppertive ¢ L:L::‘s ends) with
four senior LILCO resresentatives (who were = sr =9 promote that
CozZy reiationship) was nighly ;”aoot"p: ate. ou summed up

ILCO's presentation at last week's meeting a: follows: 'We
(LILCO] want your continued support, Staff," Jbviocusly, LILCO's
purpose was to lobby you and your colleagues .th alleged facts
and hyperbolic argumerts, There i1s no justif.cation for your
refusing to tell the Jovarmments what was sa: by LILCO and by
the Staff during your s:cret meet:ng., The Gc :rnments are
directly affected, arnd . ..r resistance to rev 1ling what trans-
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pired 1s proof-positive of the Staff's single-minded loyalty to
LILCO,

The Staff has abdicated ar oretense of independence in this

proceeding. The calculated 3~ ‘S exclude the Governments
from what you doubtless xknew ¢ ~ILCO lobbying session,
combined with your acxknowle "ttt the Staff remains
committed to the operaticn ¢ m, has serious ramifications
on the Staff's role 1n thne f.:zu the Shereham litigation,

Firnally, agars from your a
meeting was a session in waina! L
the following other maczters also =
calls.

L7LCO lobbied for Staff suppore:,
ame to light in our telephcne

, B The January '4 meeting came about at the request of one
of LILCO's attorneys, Don Irwin. You told me that Don asserted
that LILCO had a rigat as a citizen of the United States to make
1ts views known to 1%3 government and that LILCO thus sought a
meeting with NRC perscnnel to do so., LILCO's purported "regquest"
involves an obvious sucterfuge -- LILCO was -»t seeking to speak
to the "government" is a "citizen'; LILCO, Party in the highly
contested Shoreham proceediny, wanted to L- 7 the Staff on
critical issues .n lit.gzation and thne Staff. zeing in support of
LILCO, was willing to accommodate LILCOD, sover, Don's silly
assertion cuts two ways, Indeed, the Gover: ants and their
millions of citizens nave a "right" to be recresented at a
meeting that so deeply affects tha:ir interests.

Your assertion %o me that it is Proper -:r 3taff attornevs
to meet with attorneys for other part:i:es is - - explaration at
all, First, this was not 3just an ‘attorney" -eeting. LILOO's
representatives included LILCO's Zxecutive @ President (Ten
Earley) and a chief L:L20 Spokesperson on pLI.ic relatians (Cra
Frielicher).

Second, it i1s clear that the 3taff 4id -+ treat the meetin
as merely a routine -seting of lawyers, Tha- ~ight have been the
case if only you and Ceorge Johnsen Rad beer resent for the
Staff, or if the subjsct had been 3iff rent. 3ut you also
included higher level 3raff attorneys, Bill .mstead and Jo
Scinteo, who have had no day-to-day role on S orenam and Rave
never even entered appearances. They are, r spectively, the Head
and Deputy F \d of the SRC's Hearing Jivisicr -- manager:ial
pesitions on che 3Staff. There was no need f-r their presence .f
this was just a benign "lawvers" meeting, or if i1*~s intended

urpose had been an .lnrccent Jiscussion of Brogs al ot

logistical matters.
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I You teld me: (a) that before January '4 you had
considered inviting the Governments to the meeting: (b) that you
xnew the Governments would have wanted to be at the meeting if
they had known of i1%; but () that you decided it would be
"bottor” to have a meeting witnh LILCO alone, with the Governments

"invited" to a separate meetiny conly after the secret LILCO
meeting had occurred. Wwhy would i1t have been "better" for the

Governments? It would not have, and you knew that., It wculd
have been hetter only for LILIC, 3o that the meeiing could be
held witilcut others kxncwing the facts.

3 You told me that LILCO made a "big pitch" regarding its
25% power motion and the need for :ho clcctrxc;ty from Shorehanm,
Wny did the Staff even listen to the "big pitch" about economic
matters, when you kncw that those matters are outside NRC's
expertise and *ur.sdx-.;-n? Tho Gleason Board's 258 power order

of January 7 made clear that the alleged power shortages on Long

Island are beyond the NRC's :Jt;sdx»tzon. And yet, one weex
later, the Staff was willing t2 sit through LILCO's "big pitch”

on just such a matter.

4. You stated tnhat LILCO alsc made a :1g pitch" for a new
exercise., It 1s .mproper even %o sSuggest t- - a new exercise be
cussed prior to receipt of Rev, 9 of LIL. 's Plan and prior to
issuance of the Frye Licensing Bcard's secor GIxercise decision.
It 1s also absurd to discuss sSuch an exercis absert ressalution
of the many outstanding issues in the 3horena- proceeding.

$. Yoy stated that you believe that t-: 3zaff =as decided
to forward Rev, 5 of the L:LCO Plan %0 TEMA Z:7 review when
Rev, 9 18 rece.ved, How uld the 3taff rea:- a decision to take
S$1Ch actian in the acsen‘o Vf even having recs.ved such a plan,
much less having reviewed it on a preliminar. zasis? It ciearly
18 prematire -- and/or an act of favoritism - ward LILCO <« o be
making any xinds of decisions relating %o an -<ercise.

You stated that the Staff was willing t: sor
ty and the other

-

overnments an opportun.:y f£o
ilar to that which was provided =o LILCO, we a
s "offer" and will let you knew of cur viz.s in
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In the meantime, nowever, I reiterate tre request that the sStaff
prepare a complete record of the secret January 14 meeting,

Sincerely,

-7
y,
7
Lawrencé Cce Lanpher
¢c: Fabian G. Palomine. Ssg.
Stephen 8. LlLatham, Esg,

William R, Cumming, Esq,
onald P, Irwin, Esq.



OFFICE OF THE COUNTY LEGISLATURE

COUNTY OF SUFFOLK

Legislator Fred W, Thiele, Jr.
Suffolk County 16th District
P.0. Box 599

Sag Harbor, New York 11963

January 13, 1988

Mr. Joseph Burton
W 6 L I

120 Peconic Avenve
Babylon, NY 11702

Dear Mr. Burton:

[ am the newly elected County Legislator from the 16th District
in Suffolk County covering East Hampton, Southamo‘on, Shelter Island,
and part of Brookhaven. [ am contacting you to « yeu to reconsider
your station's decision to participate as a secondary :mergency broadcaster
for LILCO's Shoreham evacuation plan.

As you know, the State, County, and local governments of Suffolk
have as a stated polfcy that it 1s impossible to safely evacuate Long
[sland in the case of a nuclear accident at Shoreham, linder the police
powers reserved to the state and its political subdivisions, it is the
exclusive purview of government to provide for the protection of the
public health, safety and welfare, not private corpora:ions., Nevertheless,
LILCC has continued its cfforts to attempt to subvert the legitimate
exercise of the police power by government, Suffo'k County is engaged
in both administrative and judicial actions to insure that the public
is protected from LILCO's 111 concefved attempts to -cen Shoreham without
an adequate emergency plan approved by state and local jovernment

LILCO {s presently engaged in an attempt to nvince the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission should license Shoreham witho.t such an approved
avacuation plan. Your radio stations's agreement 'o participate in a
plan that can not possibly work serves to undermire the police power
authority of government and indirectly assist LILCO's effort to license
Shoreham and threatea the public safety. In short, ,:ur station, perhaps
unwittingly, 1s assisting LILCO in its battle to cpen Shoreham in the
face of the opposition of state, county, and local governments as well
as the overwelaming opposition of the residents of Suffolk County,




I belfeve 1t is the goal of your station to provide public service.

I urge you to reconsider your statifon's decision to participate fn LILCO'S
The best service you can provide to the community is to join in
insure that LILCO's reckless actions will not

endanger the future welfare of our citizens.

plan.
a united front that will

Sincerely,

EYY ISR

Fred W. Thiele, Jr.
Suffolk County Legislator
16th District

FT/meb



