Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington,

Dear Sir:

dxlb mwwu\

-.o-a
Cor 2 G350 .

cu MR L
va
281 Wallis Road
87 MR 25 P2:29 Rye, N.H. 03870
March 23, 1987
"k[ui.i it
SRANCH

I am strongly in favor of a proposed change in rules to allow

the licensing Of nuclear plants such as Seabrook in cases where

posturing politicians refuse to cooperate in offsite emergency

planning.

I live within ten miles of the Seabrook Station and I feel that

1t presents no hazard to my family's health and well-being.

Also

the owners have,

in good faith, tried to work with the

officials of Massachusetts but have been blocked for what are

obviously political reasons.
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Very sincerely,

(lelban P Sl
Arthur F. Ilsley ;7’2§/
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SECRETARY CKE' BRANCH

U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINTON D.C. 20555

ATTENTION: DOCKETING AND SERVICE BRANCH
SUBJECT: PROPOSED RULE CHANGE RE LICENSING NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS

1) This letter is being written to express my support of the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission proposed changes in the Rules
relating to the Licensing of Nuclear Power Plants. I bellieve that
the USNRC should permit nuclear plants to submit offsite
emergency planning when local governmental agencies fail to do so
within a reasonable period of time.

2) Local politicians and agencies should not have the right to
frustrate the will of Congress which gave the USNRC the
responsibility for establishing the safe construction, operation
and protection of the public with regard to Nuclear Power Plants.

3) The citizens of New Hampshire will have to pay much more for
their electricity over time because of the unrealistice concept
that the cost of work in progress could not be included in

current energy costs. The sooner Seabrook goes on line, the

sooner the construction and start-up costs will be cut off,
thereby limiting the ongoing unnecessary costs.

4) It is hoped that the USNRC will make the proposed changes at
the earliest possible time.

Respectfully submitted,

- —

Qo D AT

George B. Foote
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Mr. Samuel J. Chilk, Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Sir:

I have been working at a nuclear power plant since 1379, When I
started my assignment, I did not know much about nuclear power but I
was willing to learn. The thought of nuclear power made me uneasy at
first, but the more I listened, read and learned I became convinced
that that is the only sensible way to go. 1 cannot believe that state
and local officials are so ignorant when it comes to an evacuation
issue, especially when an evacuation plan was developed and in case of
an emergency would be effective. It is a shame that politicians are
playing with the public's fear instead of keeping an open mind to an
issue that is so crucial. I, and 700 of my co-workers, are in favor
of nuclear power. We all would participate in an evacuation of area
citizens should it become necessary, with or without state and local help.
We are all trained in that area and are confident in what we believe
in and what we work for. Not only should state and local authorities
rooperate in emergency planning for nuclear power plants, but they should
be fully involved in regional planning for much more likely emergency
contingencies, such as natural disasters, chemical spills and leaks, etc.,
requiring similar services to protect the health and safety of the public.
We know that non-cooperation in nuclear emergency planning is a local
political ruse - a pose to satisfy a preconceived scheme to garner the
votes of some at the expense of many. We are in favor of the second
option as written in the proposed rule.

Sincerely,

)Q\CLL(/ '775*h1’1

lrene Toner

Supervisor

Site Administrative Services
Shoreham Nuclear Power Station
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U, S, Nueclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D, C, 20555

Atta; Docketing and Serv.ce Bramch
Dear Secretary:
£0 on record as favoring the licensing of Nuelear

Power Plants where State or loeal goverameats
decline to ecooperate in offsite emergency plamning,

e e— - e ——

, |
As concerned New Hampshire citizens, we want to '
J

which have plagued these projects for so lomg.

Our forefathers must be rolling over iam their |
graves at the waste and indecision of this preseat '
generation of Americams after what they emdured ’ ,

|
Please take this aetion to put a stop to the delays ’

\

|

|
to bulld up this great natior,

Respectfully, -
Mr, & Mrs, A, Bourgea - '
225 Broad St, yns

Nashua, N, H, 03063 .o
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Dear Nuclear Regulatory Commission;

I understand you have proposed a newgffule (ori'modification of an old
one) which will eliminate the need 10:&¥¥54*% *ﬁg@toval of plans for
evacuation around Nuclear Power plants, by local or state government, and
allow required evacuation plans to be developed by the utility involved.

I believe that is an excellent idea, recognizing that the utility
directors know more about their power plant and problems that might arise
than do temporary politicians whose interest is only in the emotional
issues they think might get them votes next election.

There has never been a need to evacuate people from the vicinity of
any US reactor. 1In fact, the only need for evacutation in the worid (as
far as we know for sure) at a Nuclear plant was due to a non nuclear fire
caused by badly run tests that vioclated all their own rules for safety,
not due to a plant failure. As I understand it, the rule requiring
evacuation plans was the result of the 3 Mi Isl. incident, durirg which
there was no need for evacuation, and no injuries to anyone in the area
or at the plant. The rule seems to be an overreaction to the mindless
hysteria intentionally generated by the anti-power groups. A need for
that rule has never been shown. The rule PRESUMED intelligence among
State & local government, something that has never been consistently
demonstrated. Meanwhile YOU have made many more rules to insure a
fantastic level of safety for new plants (at fantastic costs several times
higher than anticipated when currently constructed plants were started).
Those rules, and the safe designs & construction they caused, makes the
evacuation rules moot, BUT, the anti-power forces and emotional
politicians have now jumped on the evacuation rule as a way to block
operation of completed plants, after they have failed in all their other
illogical and dishonest attempts to block the needed plants. Is the
reward for redesigning and rebuilding plants like Shoreham and Seabrook to
meet every new safety rule, despite tremendous increase in cost, to be a
total loss of the investment, and continued reliance on air poluting coal
& oil plants? The control of technical decisions MUST remain in the hands
of the people who understand the subject, NOT those who have merely won a
popularity contest based on their ability to insult the opponent or look
better on TV. As the rule now stands the NRC might just as well close
their doors and give up, since the local know nothing politicians can
conmpletely overrule the NRC, wusing the NRC's own rule to do so! This is
precisely what the NRC was set up to AVOID.

It seems especially ridiculous to consider that older plants built to
far less stringent safety standards (altho proven to be more than safe
enough, being far safer than any other power sources or any other
industry), can operate without a state approved evacuation plan, while
better plants, built to the latest standards, can be blocked from
operating and returning the investment, by a single politician who has no
technical knowledge or understanding of the plant or surrounding
communities. ‘

Public Service Co. of NH built the Seabrook plant with approval of
the state PUC and the NRC. They modified the design as it was built to
meet every new directive from the NRC, having every reason to believe the
NRC would grant an operating license when completed, so they could
generate the power they needed and get a return on their investment. The
NRC has consisteantly given PSNH every reason to believe the rlant would be

MAR 2 7 1987
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allowed to operate. In now appears that the ONLY way the NRC can regain
the control of Nuclear plant licensing, mandated to you by Congress, is tc
modify your evacuation plans requirement as suggested by the new proposed
rule. I would take the rule modification one step farther though,
leaving the NRC as the'song agent: to approve evacuation plans, and
allowing the plans to be drawn up by anyone: local officials; plant
builder or operator; citizens group; court; or the NRC. The ONLY
purpose should be to have a plan in place for an orderly evacuation,
without time limits. To those who suggest that any evacuation is
impossible, I suggest they simply observe what goes on in those cities
EVERY morning and night: There is almost a complete evacuation of nearly
every home every morning as people go to work or school. In the afternoon
there is a complete reversal of the process. Most vehicles travel during
those hours with 1 to 2 passengers, while they could be carrying 4 or
more. Simply telling the public to evacuate an area, using their own
vehicles and picking up anyone who requests a ride will clear out most of
the people in that 10 mi. zone in under an hour, leaving very few, if any,
who need special assistance.

You might also consider what happened at Chernoble. The "accident”
was intentionally caused by a bad test in which they violated their own
rules. The release of radioactive materials was known immediately, and
was far greater than the worst ever expected case for any US plant, yet
they made no attempts to evacuate nearby residents for well over a day.
Despite that the injuries & deaths were very few compared to any typical
transportation accident, and mostly confined to those working at the
plant or working to put out the fire and clean up afterwards. Any kind of
evacuation plan would have worked well in that case, even simply telling
people to leave on their own at their leisure!

You know ac well as we do that nuclear power plants are inherently
safer than coal fired plants, especially when you consider all the deaths
and injuries and lingering bad health caused by mining & trensporting
coal, and the illnesses and damage caused by polution products from
burning coal. Bven nuclear radiation is much greater from a coal fired
plant, altho still negligible for those at normal distances from the
stack. If you allow the local politicians to usurp your regulatory powers
and block the operation of completed Nuclear plants YOU will be guilty of
eventually causing MUCH MORE polution due to coal burning. 1Is it logical
to comdemn millions to certain exposure to dangerous polution in the faint
belief you might protect a few people from a billion to one chance of
recieving slightly more radiation exposure? At some point ycu must
return to sanity and uncommon practical good sense!

Sincerely

John Wentworth Stephenson
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