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Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission gpp g ,, ,, ,

Room 1121 00CKETirG ". SPV!Cf.
1717 H Street NW BRANCH
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

~

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission 's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount impor tan ce .

I urge th e NR C1 Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules.

Sin ce r ely,

'
( Na me )

d b6<nd N -
(Address)'

8705050044 870423
52 6980 PDR g ggp'

( Town /4tgte, ' zig)

i)5/d
g(f.' j' h,t J w, ||- /D.W

l B Y 0 4 1987

,7/jg N6//2,

AcknowMulged by card . . . . . . . . . . <r.svnvure

g

' lease fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
___----__-___.______________________.__________________ __________
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'87 APR 28 A8 38
Secretary
U. S. Nuc1 ear Regulatory Commission OFF M J n a i rd2
Room 1121 00CMEl% ?. ' Ei'VICI
1717 H Street NW BRANCH

Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

~ ~~ ~' ~

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
;

commission 's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
author ize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount impor tan ce .

I urge the NRC. Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules.

Sin ce r el y ,

~

(N mer

915 ku.
' (Add ess

H71']
'

(Town,Stdte, Zip)

4g0
, , a .............- ~

Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.

3
- - . . . . . . . - . . . . . . _ _ . . . . . . . .. ___
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'87 APR 28 A9:28
Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 0FFlct. Cr : ,: .. , e

Room 1121 00CKETH.L .'4 !!r:!
BRANCH

1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

- - - . .

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission 's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a fu ll power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules.

Sincerely,

$3 4U
( Na me )

'

/6 Ni&> w Stm Y/d7
(A ress)

h0M bcdW4M N 01 |l) G
( n, State, )

MAY 0 41987

m by end . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .-

Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.



-

a

con numeER- .,PR-so s u
April, 1987 (bb b [

Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

[0hhdh'; 2 b-|/5/ 'Room 1121
J'1717 H Street FM BRANCH

Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's proposal to amend its rules regarding offaite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules.

Sin ce r el y ,

M
f ~ L D-

~

qa'we )

20
(Address)

N L ls/m~ M nto3
( @)5wn , S ta te', Zip)

OY 0 41987
N 4 Cani. . . . . . . . .% .

Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
__________..__________________________________ .___________________
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'

Seeretaty
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission OFFict c :. w '
Room 1121 00CKETir4G A W!CI
1717 H Street NW BRANCH -., . _ _ _

Washington, DC 20555 ~ 7,

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch 7
-

-- a ...

.

~ "-~~~

' NRC PROPOS ED RU LE 10 CFR ~ PART 50 ~
~~~

~w . . .
m.. - ..

- % ..
Dear Mr. Secretary: %

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
cuthorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to ' change the rules .

Sincerely,

.

te- AI.L
( Na me )

'

er. ( '

(Addeess)'

arrn( da, '/// 71)
( Town, State', pp)

MAyw- .
~

~"W by card. . ,, * * * * ~04% /

fs. = ' '

w/|/|r,/

and return to me before Apf,il 24. / ,.y &j,f-Please fold along this line, .

.__--- e _-----____.__ ___ ____
.
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Secretary

{fF'
'

U. S. Nuclear Regulator y Commission #
0C '. 'U'

Room 1121 EPANCW
1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50 N '
-

.

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission 's proposal to amend its rules regarding of fsite emergency

*
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules.

.,

Sincerely,

. . 0
( Na me ) O'

s e m . / , W m a m .t p
gJ'r1 amet i., f 836 SOtffH SIXTH cror&

UNngwuiic UNngm4UR$~T, A/ Y // ^/6'[
"aa"

( Town , S ta te , Zip)

gY 04 N
mw by ca s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -

Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
, .._______________
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87 FR 28 AB54
Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission FFig.,g; g.y
Room 1121

BRANCH1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

~''

NRC PROPOSED RULE '10 CFR PART 50
~~

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission 's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount impor tan ce .

I urge the NRC. Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules .

Sincerely,

b\\ bCosso
( Na me )

4l Ge%soe ULhg
(Address)

k O O O'tL C C < ,N bt

( T6wn', S ta t4, Zip)
i

MAY 0 41987

mananatedtwand......... e

1

Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
).. .. ... . . _ . , . . - . . . .

_---__ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - _ _ _ _ __
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Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 0FFftf cp -

. .

Room 1121 00CKLTinGU,tpv75;,'
1717 H Street NW BRANCH

Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

__

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a fu ll power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the atto.igest possible way not
to change the rules.

Sincerely, ;

|

* *

( Na me ) 1

7f /hooH /?vL
(Addeess) ,

'

stu8 M.V//77
(Tow'n, Stats, Zip)

|

|
1

I
i

Acknow % % ............, _%

Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
!
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Secretary

'87 APR 28 A8:54l'.S. Nuclear Pegulatory Con 1nii ss i on
Poon1 1121
1717 H Street NW OFFitt .
W whington. DC 20555 00CKE'ir4; i 1.:t ;,- yi. vi,,r

BRANCH

Attn: Docketting end Service Branch

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Deer Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state ray strong oppositicm to the Nucleese
Regulatory Cornn11 s s i on' s proposal to aniend its rules regarding
- # f s it e ernergency planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circurastances where the NRC should
a ut hor i re a full power operetion license if the utility cannot
nieet all of the NRC's current ernergency planning requiren1ents.

I believe that ray hea lt h and sa fet y, and t hat of niy f arn i l y,
are of par a niount i rn por t a nce.

I urge the NRC Coniniissioners in the strongest possible way
not to change the rules.

Sincerely,

/ '

( na nie )

4 Spn~ncKme Lane
(addedss) J

L@i++o wn, /0 //75
(t own, s t at e, =ip/

MAY 0 4 tqR7

, 4 y ced.............--
=
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Secretary '87 APR 28 A8:59U. S. Nuclear Reg ul et ory C' .. rami ss ion
Roora 1121
1717 H Street NW OffiLL .. .. +v

00CnEin.ugc4 -v!Cf
.

Washington, DC 20555 gg

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR pART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to stete ray strong opposition to the Nuclear
Regulatory Comm i s s i on' s proposal to amend its rules regardinD
offsite emergency planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no cirevinstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operation license if the utility cannot
raeet all of the NRC's current croergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of rny f amily,
are of paramount importance.

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way
not to change the rules.

Sincerely,

4n (n-
ie . ,

(name)

n8 LS %k Drive
(address) '

Levi t tsw n Rj.v. i n n
(t own, st at e, :ip)

g OL
enewkdeed by M * * * * * * *

|

|
1
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April, 1987 ggg j
00CM iii.. 3 ustrj

i BRANC"

Secretary
U. S. Nu clea r Regulatory Commission
Room 1121
1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch *

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10' CFR PART 50

.

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to sta te my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
commission's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite energency
planning at nuclear power pl an t s i tes .

There are absolu tely no circumstances where the NRC should
author ize a fu ll. power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the liRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that .my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount impor tan ce .

I g the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to ch an ge the rules. C

-

Sincerely,

,

ha dm 2d.,

)yit ,kN n%5

,

"*apa e cara . . . . . . . . . , , ,, ,_
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~87 APR 28 A9 :58
To: Secretary, Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20bb5 UFe.n . . .e -- n t ,. ,.

00CXEim: m mr2.,

Re: Low-power testing at Seabrook and 10 CFR Part 50 SkANC4
Date: 4/d7

Please register my rong objection both to low-power testing at
the Seabrook nuclear power plant and to the proposed rule to
allow the NRC to issue operating licenses to utilities even in
situations where state governors consider emergency evacuation
plans inadequate to ensure the safety of the public.

State governors can contribute an important and impartial voice
to decisions on evacuation planning. At the Seabroon plant,
over luu,uve people gather at nearby beaches on hot summer days,
ano no one has yet procucec a reasonaule plan to evacuate them in
tne event of a major release of radiation. Governor Dukakis
shoulo be applaudeo for retusing to approve unworkable evacuation
plans. In doing so he has insistea tnat the safety of area
resicents and visitors be placed ahead of the financial interests
of the utility involved. A company with a large investment in a
power plant cannot be counted on to make such a wise decision,
whien is wny evacuation planning should never rest with tne
utilities tnemselves.

On tne issue of low-power testing, if tne NRC licenses New
Hampsnire Yankee before the emergency elanning oeoate is
resolved, you will sena the public the clearest possiule message
that the Commission is committed to seeing Seabrook go on line at
any cost. This is not an appropriate position for a regulatory
agency to taxe.

Thans you tor consicering and recording my opinion on these
issues.

S ncerely,

dwk C2 W2

y g% - u _n,..-a:

es
g ...........

''***



___ --

o

gy4Yecm noms 7wouosuu. Q .e,p'..
~

Cs2. PR G9po)
'87 APR 28 A8 43
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00CKElim , M r.F
BHANCH

Docketing and Service Branch
Secretary of the Commission
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

" " ~ * 'Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Sir:

I am opposed to your proposed rule change which would
allow public utilities to submit evacuation plans for
communities within the EPZ's of* nuclear power plEnts, when
state and local governments refuse to participate in such

This proposed rule contradicts President Reagan'splanning.
position that "this administration does not favor the
imposition of federal authority over the objections of st?te
and local governments in matters regarding the adequacy of anHasemergency evacuation plan for a nuclear power plant."
the Precident forgotten this position or does the present NRC
board repudiate the Presidents' views? The Federal Emergency

states clearly that any plansManagement Agency,15MA,
developed without state participation cannot meet their

Would the commission dismantle FEMA assafety standards.Since Chernobyl, three countries have abandonedwell?
nuclear power altogether: Austria, Sweden, and the ;

|

Philippines, with Greece canceling its first reactor. |According to Worldwatch Institute pol],s, 78% of all Americans IThe NRC prefers tooppose any further nuclear power plants.
dig in its heels and license nuclear power plants at any costPerhaps it is time for theto public health and safety.
resignations of chairman Lando Zech and Mr. Victor Stello for

The people will turn to Congress to have theirstarters.
I believe we still have a democratic form of jvoice heard.

government in this country.
l

Yours truly, |

k

Cfsaz Ca.mQ AA6

MAY 0 4 M

D "O** W ed 4 card....,,,,,...... y
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87 APR 28 P5;19

Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission f0CN1. - -

y

Ni I-

Room 1121 BRANCH
1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch -

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission 's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I urge the NRC' Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules.

Sincerely,

&|ubbh01/c%$w
( Name )

W PAJtbat 18
/ Address)

b6 % 97 th / / 7 O
P1'own , S ta te , Zit)

#
(\.

dnowledged by card
* * * * *...-

Please fold along this l ine , and return to me before April 24.
----- ---- .---....---------_--__ ...



e-

W hh |

g g @LE. - f '

(.62.FW[kuiNtm

April, 1987

87 APR 28 A9:40

Secretary 0FFICE i ; :- 1: M

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 00CKEltNL'.'L WICI-
BRANC4Room 1121

1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

F

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission 's proposal to amend its rules regarding of fsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of. paramount importance.

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to ch an ge the r ul es .

Sincerely,

AA si
d ( Na me ) ~ /

~

32J5%> daw N
7 (Addres )

b41 & >##r, Y//7/7:
(fown, Stat 4, )

MAY og y

- - " " ' "
Ackneutedged by card.

i

'- a *his line, and return to me before April 24.
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,

00CnETgig'g M%[-
0FFILi v jSecretary

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Room 1121 .

1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

,

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not I

to change the rules.
!

Sin ce r el y , 1

|

|

&R. D. "b.
( Name ) /

CN) '
,

( ddress) (
h

(Town, State, Zip)

//7/7

g o&W

enyiedged by card .
* * * * * * *

'ono this line, and return to me before April 24.
i

._
\
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April, 1987

17 APR 28 P2 :49
Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission FF!

Room 1121 0 .,.g,

BRANCw
1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

-'
-

'NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission 's proposal to amend its rules regarding of fsite emer gency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules.

Sincerely,

W
.

_ __.(Name) - - - - - - -
_

(ao %
( Address) 6

.|$ ok $
( Town , S ta te, Zip)'

teknowledged by card.

Please Sold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
_- .. . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - -

. -am,-



-

N NUM8(N
amafosuu PR-so. 2. m ,

CS2. F8 fo920) W F
~~

'

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 87 APR 28 P3 51
1717 H Street
Washington, D. C., 20555 crrie . .:t,,

00CMLT.r.a c. Pvia
Dear Commissioners: BRANCH

The Governors, Senators and Congressmen representing
more than 35 million people testified before the NRC
on February 24, 1987 on the proposed rule change to
license nuclear power plants where state and local govern-
ments refuse to cooperate in evacuation planning.

More than 75% of the people of Long Island have spoken
out against Shoreham as determined by the last two polls
conducted by Newsday.

You Sirs, and your staf f members, should be held criminally
liable for injuries and deaths sustained as a result of
your decision to usurp the functions of state and local
government to protect the health and safety of citizens
under the 10th Amendment of the Constitution.

In this 60 day period of public comment, we the people
of Long Island wish it recorded, that we earnestly
protest the licensing of Shoreham on the grounds that
feasibility studies done by impartial evaluators have
shown that there is no safe way to evacuate the citizens
of Long Island in the event of a nuclear accident. We,
therefore, also vehemently protest the actions of the
NRC to put the self-serving interests of Lilco before
our health and safety.

!
Sincerely,

#4 # !
-

'bn
U en w ,

%&J,1) }.n9N |
-

|
.

MAY 0 41987
LONG ISLAND COALITION

FOR SAFE LIVING a knowfedred by card'c
Box 1355 -* -"a=

Mossopequa, N. Y.11758



I

AMil Nuneglu g
M n RULE ~50
CS2FR5Tpo7 g y

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission '87 APR 28 P3:531717 H Street
Washington, D. C., 20555

,

Dear Commissioners: $NhN

The Governors, Senators and Congressmen representing
more than 35 million people testified before the NRC
on February 24, 1987 on the proposed rule change to
license nuclear power plants where state and local govern-
ments refuse to cooperate in evacuation planning.

More than 75% of the people of Long Island have spoken
out against Shoreham as determined by the last two polls
conducted by Newsday.

You Sirs, and your staf f members, should be held criminallyliable for injuries and deaths sustained as a result of
your decision to usurp the functions of state and local
government to protect the health and safety of citizens
under the 10th Amendment of the Constitution.

In this 60 day period of public comment, we the people
of Long Island wish it recorded, that we earnestly
protest the licensing of Shoreham on the grounds that
feasibility studies done by impartial evaluators have
shown that there is no safe way to evacuate the citizens
of Long Island in the event of a nuclear accident. We,
therefore, also vehemently protest the actions of the
NRC to put the self-serving interests of Lilco before
our health and safety.

Sincerely,

' 05 f.S/

A%Lo/.y||$Sf *

l

MAY 0 4 1987
Acknowledged by card.

. . . . . . . . . .

EAST END SH0REHAM OPPONENTS
Post Office Drawer XXXX
East Hampton, NY 11937

.

, - . .
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w/ 78 ' County of Monroe, MichigaF *FR 69&o)CS2.Board of Commissioners. .

< a.onDi >f
I 2| 125 EAST SECOfC STREET. MONROE. MICHIGAN 48161 . ' .''

.

Telephone: 1313) 243-7016

~5' 17 APR 28 P3:34
1817

RICH AR D f. P E T TIC R E W, Of f l,'; .. .,y,
C h a irm a n April 22, 1987 00CN.Y... ,*. 4 vtc;

ShANew

Mr. Landow Zech, Chairman
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717 H Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Chairman Zech:

At a Regular Meeting of the Monroe County Board of Commissioners held on
April li, 1987, the Board went on record in opposition to the NRC proposed rule,
which would allow the licensing of nuclear power plants without state or local
emergency plan approval.

Sincerely,

f W
Richard E. Petticrew, Chairman
Monroe County Board of Commissioners

REP /j p

cc: John D. Dingell
,

.

MAY 0 41987

Ackno*iedged by ca rd. . . . ... .......ww.m

|
|
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N15 Old Lowell Rd
Westford MA 01886

April 23, 1987 #'
,' FFr?[ Tim s M' *M.
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gg

BRANCHSecretary, US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington DC 20555

4

Dear Gir:

We ctrongly ob .j ec t to the proposal to change t he rule regarding
state-approved ev a cu a ti on plans for commercial nuclear power plants--lO
CFR part 50. Under the proposed change, new nuclear plants could be
licenced wathout wor k ab l e or state-approved evacuation plans.

This proposed change makes a mockery of the states' prime
responsibility--too protect the lives and health of their citizens. The
new r ule would allow as acceptable paper plans submitted solely by
utility companses. Such plans are inevi tabl y self-interested, however
sincere the corpor at e of f ici al s who devise those plans. This would
undermine a key aspect of our democratic freedom.

The tragedy at Chernobyl makes it all the more urgent that there be
proper evacuati on plans an the event of a nuclear accident. More
strangent safety rules wer e introduced by you after the Three Mile Island
accident. That was Quite correct, but Chernobyl shows that yet more
strict rules are needed, NOT more lax ones.

We lave about 40 miles from the Seabrook plant, whose start-up you
are currently considering. So we are particularly at ri .k if you approve
undemocratic and unworkable evacuation planning procedures. BUT we have
many friends who live further away than we do from commercial nuclear
plants, who share our deep concern about evacuation planning. So we KNOW
we are not merel y wri ting you out of narrow sel f -i n t erest .

Above all, please put human lives above corporate profit. We would
oursel ves be gl ad to pay extra on our taxes or electicity balls, if in
fact that as what is necessary to make nuclear power plants and their
evacuet ion f ull y safe.

Sincerely yours,

M& ''

,

Marilyn Mac Doug al l John MacDougall

e
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Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comission
Washington, D.C. 20555 h0CIfiA'n''Wb'

F

Attn: Docketing and Service Branch ggy-g

To Nuclear Regulatory Comissioners,

As a resident of Nd located N miles from the proposed Seabrook
Nuclear Power plant. I oppose any rules change to limit the participation of
states and localities in the emergency planning process.

Familiar with transportation systems and emergency response capabilities
near a given plant, states and localities are in the best position to know
whether evacuation plans adequately address foreseeable problems in an emergency
situation and whether measures to protect the public are at all possible given
a radiological emergency.

By limiting the roles of states and localities in emergency planning,
public health and safety is relegated to a position of secondary importance -
as it had been prior to the lessons learned from the tragic Three Mile Island
accident.

The Comission has recently argued, "Significant policy questions of
cquity and fairness are presented where a utility has substantially completed
construction and committed substantial resources to a nuclear power plant and
then, after it is far too late realistically for the utility to reverse course,
the State or local government opposes the plant by non-cooperation in offsite
cmergency planning."

The adverse economic consequences to which the Commission alludes, cannot
provide valid basis for relaxing safety regulations. A "best efforts" standard
just will not work. The health and safety of this country's residents must
ttke precedence over the interests of business and investors. As a comission
charged to oversee the safety of nuclear power plants in the United States,
it is incumbent upon you to make certain that our health is not compromised.

Best regards.

Uma 7h kf .
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Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington DC 20555

Att: Docketing and Service Branch (10 CFR Part 50)

Dear Sirs:

I strongly urge you to withdraw your proposed rule change,
10 CFR Part 50, allowing nuclear power plants to be licensed without
a workable and state approved evacuation plan.

Last year's accident at Chernobyl should convince everyone
that the dangers inherent in nuclear power plants demand strengthened
regulations to protect people's lives and health.

From now until all nuclear plants are closed our citizens and
the government should demand that the Regulatory Commission maintain
and enforce all possible measures for protecting public safety.

Y
Janet Sharp

cc: Representative Joseph Brennan
Senator George Mitchell
Senator William Cohen
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Gregg McCutcheon
24 Fisher Avenue
Brockton, MA 02401
April 21, 1987

US. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555
ATTN: Mr. Lando Zech

Paar Mr. Zech,

I am writing you as a concerned citizen and parent to express my strongest
opposition to the NRC's vote to develope emergency plans without the cooperation
of states involved. Such a policy would grossly violate the rights of families
living in the long shadow cast by nuclear plants. I strongly urge you overturn
this decision and promise to work diligently should you ignore the safety of
citizens in our area.

Since ely,

f
.

Gr gg McCutcheon

.

I

|
,

.

99 e t rnom =ceno a ca.
.e



_ - _ - _ - _ _

g8Grifi;. wie u au= ~ -
?

,
V.lley Ro.J WlEDELD RULE g'-

{% " "' """ cs2. FR C,980.).,

.g yp 23 A9:11sos.s78 22e2

*
0FFICE 7 it '" *U% 00CMET % * W

BRANCH

April 24, 1987

Secretary
US NRC
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketing and Service Branch
10 CFR Part 50

Dear Sir:

Your proposed rule change (10 CFR Part 50) is an outrage. You seem to
be setting the financial interest of nuclear power proponents above your own
responsibility for public safety. The proposed rule change interferes with
the right of states to protect their citizens. The history of nuclear power
plant construction and operation in this country (and elsewhere) hardly
inspires one's confidence in the public utilities' commitment to protecting
the public safety.

For Pete's sake, would YOU want to live (or spend your vacations) a mile
away from Seabrook, or any other nuclear power plant? Of course not!

Your proposed rule change would seriously endanger the public safety.
More-not less-stringent controls are needed.

_

Sincerely,
J

-

1 ;

Edith Grif6 Ln
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Er. Lando Zech
Chairman
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Zech
*

This letter is written in response to
your call for a 60-day period for public
coment on your proposed rule change which
would allow nuclear power plants to obtain
operating licenses even when state and local
officials refuse to cooperate in emergency
planning.

I am opposed to this rule change.

We should have learned from Three Mile
Island and Chernobyl that nuclear power
plants are inherently far more dangerous
than anyone had supposed. Emergency planning
is vital. In its absence, for whatever
reason, no plant should be licensed by
your NRC. The matter should then proceed
through the courts, or to the legislatures
or the U.S. Congress.

Nuclear power is too dangerous an issue
to be determined by any regulatory agency,
including yours. It requires the full ,

participatory political process. Lives
may be at stake.

If people are to risk their lives and
their futures for the sake of obtaining
energy, the decisions must be made through
democracy, not through bures@ racy.

Sincerely,

r ,

Samuel C. Brown, Jr.

W u 4 SF
AcAnow mageo op wa . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .
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Apr. 24, 1937

Naclear Regulatory Commission N N NIM'I
-iWashington, D. C.

(Ff#u , .
Dear Cosimissioners, v0Chtrar,'. 2,,jkj

~ , , ,

BRAliCM
I am opposed to a rules change which could allow the annagement

of Seabrook Nutlear Plant to submit its own emergency evacuation
plan to your agency. We have no assurance the utility's plan on
paper or in operation would adequately reflect the realities of
the surrounding courrunities. It is appropriate and necessary for
local governments to determine emergency responses;1a}the event of
an accident at Seabrook.

If the area around Seabrook cannot be evacuated, I feel the
f acility should not be granted any operating licenses.

Sincerely yours,

'inuptstCk mMargare Chase

.
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Secretary of the Commission
Nuclear Regulatory Comm
wtshington, DC 20555

ATT: Docketing & Service Branch

RE: Proposed Amendment to
Part 50 of N.R.C. Reg's

Dear Secretary:

This action of your commission is a willful misuse of power and
will not be tolerated.

Time and time again the people who live on Long Island have voiced
in great majority, their opposition to the opening of Shoreham. We
are not necessarily against Nuclear Power. However, it has been proven
that the particular characteristics of Long Island would make the
opening of such a plant here, not only fools folly but possibly
disasteroust

Not long ago a truck overturned on the L.I.E. (one of the major
arteries off the Island) traffic was stopped for hours. In one of
our local papers the headlines reads "The day the L.I.E. stood still."
Our water suppil does not come from upstate water sheds. We have a
vary delicate and. valuable underground aquifer. In the event of a
" core meltdown" has any study been done to see what would happen to
this system and whether or not Long Island would be habitable again?

I believe, and I might add the majority of Long Island's' population '

as well as almost all of our elected local and state officials believe,
that we have a unique situation here on the Island. Do you seriously
think the future of nuclear energy is threatened by abandoning Shoreham?
Or is there some other less legitimate reason this federal agency is
pushing so'hard against the_will of the people?

Shame on you and your commission, stop it now before it goes |Eny further!
l

e cated to a Go nment .

o the Pe pl

|

James W. O'Ledr
W3v p , ggy

pledged Dy CarQ. ... . . . . . . -
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April 21, 1987

S:cretary of the Commission
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

ras draft rule on nuclear plant emergency evacuation plans

It is the Soviet style of government to have a central commissariat
mzke decisions without regard to the wishes of local government or
local citizens. The Soviet nuclear authorities believed the
likelihood of a nuclear plant accident was so small that detailed
smargency planning exercises were not required - r1Jht up until
Chsrnobyl occurred. Can you really be serious in proposing this as
the model for us to follow, when everyone knows what the consequences
have been? The proposal to allow licensing of nuclear plants without
local government evacuation planning can only be approved by a
Nuclear-industry Rescue Committees it will be rejected by anythir.g
that can legitimately be called a Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

Sincerely,
,

4.
Walter Epp
5825 Telegraph #51

|Oakland, CA 94609

|
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'Q 'S -Nuclear Regulatory Commission

'
--

Washington, D.C. 20555

Gentlemen:

- It is hard for me to believe that you are even considering the
possibility of reducing the evacuation zone around nuclear power
plants. It probably ought to be expanded instead.

Considering the fact that there is still no safe, permanent storage
site for high-level wastes that our nuclear plants are producing,
I think that the energy spent on evacuation-zone considerations
might better be spent trying to solve some of the other problems
that these plants present. I shall not forget Chernobyl: April 26,
1986. I would like to think that your agency knows how the American
public feels about the prospect of another such disaster.

' Sincerely,
,

" h %. h
Helen N. Hanna

.
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1717 H Street
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Dear Commissioners: BRANCE

The Governors, Senators and Congressmen representing
more than 35 million people testified before the NRC
on February 24, 1987 on the proposed rule change to
license nuclear power plants where state and local govern-
ments refuse to cooperate in evacuation planning.

More than 75% of the people of Long Island have spoken
out against Shoreham as determined by the last two polls
conducted by Newsday.

You Sirs, and your staff members, should be held criminally
liable for injuries and deaths sustained as a result of
your decision to usurp the functions of state and local
government to protect the health and safety of citizens
under the 10th Amendment of the Constitution.

In this 60 day period of public comment, we the people
of Long Island wish it recorded, that we earnestly
protest the licensing of Shoreham on the grounds that
feasibility studies done by impartial evaluators have
shown that there is no safe way to evacuate the citizens
of Long Island in the event of a nuclear accident. We,
therefore, also vehemently protest the actions of the
NRC to put the self-serving interests of Lilco before
our health and safety.

.

Sincerely,-

& |

. .

MAY 0 41987 )
|' EAST END SHOREHAM OPPONENTS """'p-

Post Office Drawer XXXX p by d |

East Hampton, NY 11937
,
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Tol Secretary, Nuclear kegulatory Commission

hashington, D.C. 20555 gyrge , p,,
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Re1 Low-power testing at Seabrook and 19 CFR Part 59 BRANCW

Datel 4 / o'/

Please register mv strona obiection both to low-Power testing at
the Seabrook nuclear power plant and to the proposed rule to
allow the NRC to issue operating licenses to utilities even in
situations where state governors consider emergency evacuation
plans inadequate $to ensure the safety of the public.

State governors can contribute an important and impartial voice
to cecisions on evacuation planning. At the Seabroon plant,
over luu,uce people gather at nearby beaches on hot summer days,
ano no one has yet prouuceu a reasonable plan to evacuate them in
the event of a major release of raciation. Governor Dunakis
shdulo be applaudeo tor terusing to approve unworkable evacuation
plans. In doing so he has insistec tnat the satety of area
resioents and visitors be placed ahead of the financial interests
ot the utility involved. A company with a large investment in a
power plant cannot be countea on to make such a wise decision,
whicn is way eJtacuation olanning should never r e s_t with tne
ut111tles themselves. - ~ ~ ~

On tne issue of low-power testing, if tne NkC licenses New
Hampsnire Yankee before the emergency glanning cecate is
resolved, you will seno the public the clearest possiule message
that the Commission is committed to seeing Seabroon go on line at
any cost. This is not an appropriate position for a regulatory
agency to take.

Tnans you lor consioering and recording my opinion on these
issues.

Sincerely,

,,,eg'f, ads 7gHg ,b. ORB

/d7SA ,

|

-,c.
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U. S. Nuclear Regu1atory Commission
Room 1121 SRANCH
1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

~~

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
commission 's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to ch an ge the r ul es .

Sin ce r el y ,

$- !.,aff
( Na se , U

|fb $
( Addt%ss)

b4;o &. H77)
/ ( 'Itwn , S ta te , Zip)

MAY 04 3g7

E W. . . . . , . . . , ,

Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ . . _ . . _ _ _ _.. _ _
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Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission OFFnM D a m ut
Room 1121 00CKEimGs 15 WICf
1717 H Street NW BRANCH

Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

~ ~ ~ ~ ' ' ' '

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission 's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites .

There are absolutely no circumst ances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules.

Sincerely,

f,j ./

p
ob](sv'

( Na me )j

f D"p (i
t

ff l (Address)-

1 e a
J

fNghJ"gl |*e)$1 V
,,

( Town , S ta te , Zip)

- DAY 0 4 587.-g
f Q'fi/p g < 'f i mg oy afd . . . . . . . . . -- - "

\

Please fold along t is line, and return to me before April 24.
i ___________________________________________________.._________________.
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Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 0FFfct J u . -#
Room 1121 00CKET E A 'd WICI

BRANCH-

1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

___

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission 's propcsal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount impor tan ce .

I ur ge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules .

Sincerely,
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Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
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Secretary
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1717 H Street NW
'

Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regalatory
Commission 's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I ur ge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules.

Sincerely,
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Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
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U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 00CKErir4G s DE WICF.
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Room 1121 BRANCH
1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:
.

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
commission 's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules.

Sin cer ely,
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\Cknowledged by Card. ******

Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
-----------.
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Re Proposed Rule Change concerning Evacuation

Dear Commissioners:

I am writing in opposition to the proposed rule change
concerning local and state participation in nuclear plant
evacuation plans. Emergency response plans must include
State and local authorities. These are the only people who
know whether the area can be adequately evacuated.

It is totally unaccepatable to allow a nuclear facility
to be licensed without the development and testing of an
evacuation plan that includes state and local participation.
This proposed rule usurps local police powers and threatens
the health and safety of millions of Americans.

The NRC staff paper acknowledges that no new scientific
data is available to support this change from the original law,
which was enacted in 1980 following the accident at the
Three Mile Island facilty. Is the NRC looking for a way to
change the rule in order to license plants in areas where
there is public opposition? The NRC is charged with protecting
the public's health and welfare, not the financial investment
of the utilities. THIS RULE CHANGE MUST BE REJECTED!

The North Fork Opponents to Nuclear Exposure, an organization
with several thousand supporters, is concerned about the affect
of this rule change on the licensing of the Shoreham Nuclear Plant.
On Long Island State and local authorities believe that they
cannot protect the public in the event of an accident at Shoreham.
The utility, Long Island Lighting Company, has a plan that is a
sham and does not take into account many of the real situations
which occur surrounding the Plant. There is no way to evacuate *

the area around Shoreham and this has been documented over and
over by local residents.

It is time the NRC became responsible to the people it is
supposed to protect: the citizens of this country. Do not =

allow this rule change. It is unjust! fincerely,
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The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 71 APR 28 P4 $3
1717 H Street
Washington, D. C., 20555

,

00CKE34., . ! etr'
Dear Commissioners: BRAtcw

The Covernors, Senators and Congressmen representing
more than 35 million people testified before the NRC
on February 24, 1987 on the proposed rule change to
license nuclear power plants where state and local govern-
ments refuse to cooperate in evacuation planning.

More than 75% of the people of 1.ong Island have spoken
out against Shoreham as determined by the last two polla
conducted by Newsday.

You Sirs, and your staf f members, should be held criminally
liable for injuries and deaths sustained as a result of
your decision to usurp the functions of state and local
government to protect the health and safety of citizens
under the 10th Amendment of the Constitution.a

In this 60 day period of public comment, we the people
of Long Island wish it recorded, that we earnestly
protest the licensing of Shoreham on the grounds that
feasibility studies done by impartial evaluators have
shown that there is no safe way to evacuate the citizens
of Long Island in the event of a nuclear accident. We,
therefore, also vehemently protest the actions of the
NRC to put the self-serving interests of Lilco before
our health and safety.

. .
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Sincerely,-
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,' EAST END SHOREHAM OPP 0NENTS

Post Office Drawer XXXX enon.eogeo of cyc . . . . . . . . . . . . -
East Liampton, NY 11937>
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Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regu1atory Commission [0 ,jjj|gF

Room 1121 BRANCH
1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50
7

-

Dear M ect r -
'

I wish to state ut -_ ; : ._ , to the Nuclear Regulatory /
Commission's proposal en -n d ita rules regarding offsite emergency
planning ai. auclear power @lant. sites .

N |W/WY ~

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of che RC'c curran * amar gency pl ann in g r equ iremen ts .

I 501icJe tha t my hea4-t -d f my family, are
of paramount impo .

C ce the NRC Commissioners in the strnngant y eaihin u2y not
to % cne tuleR

Sin ce t el y ,
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Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
_ _
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Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulator y Commission oppy . . .,.

Room 1121 00CMUitiu ? lf - vir.r,
1717 H Street NW BR A NCat

'

Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART'50
----- --

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's proposal to amend its rules regarding offsite emergency
planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
author ize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the NRC's current emergency planning requirements.

I believe that my health and safety, and that of my family, are
of paramount importance.

I utge the NRC Commissioner s in the strongest possible way not
to ch an ge th e r ul es .

Sincerely,
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Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
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