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If the proposed rule were to be instituted, the impact of
the Commission's decision would be two fold., First, the rule
would constitute an attempt to intimidate state and local
officials into providing emergency plans when previous deter-
minations have found sucl plans to be untenable. Second, the
rule wouil allow low-power operation thereby contaminating the
facility and diminishing the possibility of converting the plant
to an alternative fuel,

In light of the Commission c¢pting to address emergency
planning issues in a rulemaking forum rather than in the context
of the Seabrook adjudication and the NRC's stated objective of
broadening the scope of public comment, the proffered 30-day
public comment period seems entirely inappropriate., A mere
30-day comment period appears designed to limit public
participation sather than to encourage it. NIRS has filed with
the Commission a request for an extension of the public comment
period. However, as it now stands, the time for filing comments
en the proposed rule expires on June 8, 1988. PBlease submit your
comments now!

SUGGESTED ACTION:

Your comments on the proposed rule are needed! Suggested
topi~s for comment include the following:

1., the NRC is using a generic rulemaking to address site
specific problems posed by the Seabrook plant. The rule
would thus apply to all future reactors and would bring
one-step licensing one step closer.

2. the proposed rule presumes material issues of fact with
regards to the likelihood of an accident at low-power
and the likely scenario of such an accident.

3. in 1982, the NRC recogniced that, "review of licensees’
onsite response mechanism will necessarily include
aspects of some offsite elements.”™ Among the offsite
elements cited by the Commission was the means to
provide early notification and clear instruction to
the populace, i.e. sirens. Under the proposed rule,
the NRC would not reguire such offsite elements be taken
into consideration., Low-power operations are no safer
now than in 1982, vet the NRC has failed to provide any
factual basis for reversing its position,



