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Dear Mr. Chilk:

On April 10, 1985, the Long Island Lighting Co. filed a petition for review of .
ALAB-832, involving emergency planning for the Shoreham Nuclear Power
Station. On April 15, 1986, Suffolk County, the State of New York and the
Town of Southampton also filed a petition for review of ALAB-832. The
Commission pre flously granted a petition for review of ALAB-818, which
involved Shoreham emergency planning issues. The Commission, however,
deferred consideration of ALAB-818 until the Appeal Board passed upon the
issues considered in ALAB-832.

While not agreeing with all of the arguments set forth by the petitioners or
that each of the issues raised in the petitions " involves an important matter"
meriting Commission review (see 10 C.F.R. I 2.786(b)(4)(i)), the NRC Staff
believes it appropriate for the Commission to consider these petitions together
with the Shoreham emergency planning issues it formerly accepted for review
in the interests of administrative efficiency. The Staff thus supports the
granting of the present petitions. As the Commission's Rules of Practice
provide that "[n]o answer in support of a petition for review . . will be.

entertained" (10 C.F.R. I 2.786(b)(3)), the Staff will not file a formal
answer to the petitions for review of ALAB-832.
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