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Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission BBRILE 5 56 L 'AR Y
Room 1121 KETiNG & ST eyt
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 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,

Lt 4 Bitrex

~ (Name)
2 Aped FOL -
(Address)
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‘87 AR 28 AB:38
Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Fi i "3
Room 1121 ugxnv o WVinE
1717 H Street NW BRANC

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,

//:5& %M
IS e o
Ul WY 1174/

" (Town, St!te, sip)
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Please fold along this lxnp, and return to me before Aprll 24,
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Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission ‘&ﬁf,- bt
]“‘._' . } » a!_
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,

ress)
/w,,r %ﬂgm //74//
,State,
MAY (4 1987

Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24,
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Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission -
Room 1121 DOCKE Tin: & TRR
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 importance,

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

Sincerely,

o T o i

me
2o Kopoa L
Address)
0

(Lhwn,State, Zip
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Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24,
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Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission FFILE g A
Room 1121 CKETinG & (rVICH
1717 H Street NW BRANLH

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,

(Town, State, p

Acknowledged by capy, il 199
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Secretary Lo P
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission FEKEhN:n w10k ’
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,

[ urge the NRC Commissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules, "

Sincerely,

By /\* %’{A&‘ /
me ) S C>

ﬂ‘ﬂshﬁd
" 836 SOUTH SIXTW evor- -
LINRENI !NHRMW Y //7.5?

(Town, State, Zip)

way 04 9
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Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24,
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Secretary : ik
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission ﬂ&#i’n¢=. Y
Room 1121 ARANCH

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 emergencv 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,

B\ Geosso
(Name)
_‘i.\_,é'{a\.?%w__\&ﬂ
O (785

(T ,State, Zip

MAY 0 4 1987
W.“c.nooooovm

Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24,
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Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission R Gk SR b Y
Room 1121 OCKETING & "¢ #vic
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 importance.,

I urge the NRC Commissioners in the str..gest possible way not
to change the rules,

Sincerely,

Frt G lamestio

(Name )

75 moody [

(Addres$)

FSUL NV /75

(Town,State, Zip)
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Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24,
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BRANCH
Attr Doeketting and Service Branch
NRC PROPOSED RULE 1@ CFR PART S0

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong oppositica to the Nuclear
Fegulatory Commissicor's proposal to amend its rules regarding
€f

gi1te emergercy plarming at ruclear power plant sites.

T™h

Ve  are abs:lutely no circumstances where the NRC should
At hay

1ze & full power cperztion license if the utility cannot
meet all of the NRC's current emergerncy plarnring requirements.

believe thaet my health and safety, and that of my family,

are of paramount importarnce.

urge the NRC Commissicorner
ot to charge the rules.,

"

in the strongest possible way

Sincerely,

W.g.vw

(riame )

4 Springh, ane

(address)

Lew-H—own NY 11756

'.Hwh.:’éte. -10

MAY 0 4 oy
MWM........nM
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cretary 1”’ “"28 A8H59
.8, Nuclesr Reguletcory Commission
Room 1121
1717 H Street NW flk.;.' S ¥
] : ‘»rperﬁ AN OCKE Tine, & ¢ wvinf
Washington, DC Z205SS BRANC =

Attrn: Docketting and Service Brarch

MRC PROPOSED RULE 1@ CFR PART S@

Dear Mr., Secretary:
Y

I wist to stete my strong opposition to the Nuclear
Regulatory Commissior’s proposal to amend its rules regarding

wffesite emergerncy plarming at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely ro circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power cperation licernse if the utility carmot
meet all of the NRC's current cmergercy planning regquirements.

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

I urge the NRC Commissicrners in the strongest possible way

not to change the rules.

Sirncerely,

(rname)

178 Bed Mayle Dyvive

(address) ’

Lev, ttswn; LY. 111se

(town,state, zip)
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Secretary
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 cjrcumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of the WRC's current emergency planning requirements.

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

I urge the “RC Commissioners in the strongest possihle way not
to change the rules, S ——

1)

Sincerely,

.-oocoog...“m

ACRNOWLAgea Dy carg
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To: Secretary, Nuclear kegulatory Commission
washington, D.C., 2¥555 FF ;
OCKE TiNG & 75 airy
Re: Low-power testing at Seabrook and 1¢ CFR Part 50 BRANCH

Date: 4/08/

Please register my!%%%;ng 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 consicer emergency evacuation
plans inadequate to ensure the safety of the public.

state governors can contribute an i1mportant and impartial voice
to gecisions on evacuation planning, At the Seabrook plant,
over lww,vve people gather at nearby beaches on hot summer days,
ana no one has yet proaucecu a reasonavle plan to evacuate them in
the event of a major release of raaiation, Governor Dukakis
shoula be appleudec tor retusing to approve unworkable evacuation
plans. In doing so he has insisted that the satety of area
resicents and visitors be placec ahead of the financial i1nterests
ot the utility involved, A company with & large investment 1in a
power plant cannot be counted on to make such a wise decision,
whicnh 1s wnhny evacuation planning should never rest with tne
utilities tnemselves,

On tne 1ssue of low-power testiny, 1f tne NKC licenses New
Hampshire Yankee before the emergency rlanning aepate 18
resolvea, you will senu the public the clearest possiuvle message
that the Commission is committed tOo seeing Seabrook yo on line at
any cost, This 1s not an appropriate position for a regulatory
agency to take.

Thank you 1tor consicering and recording my opinion on these
1ssues,

S{ncerely,

htra (&((ZJQ ?wfu«

Moar o

3-1601
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Docketing and Service Branch
Secretary of the Commission

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
washington, D.C. 20555 g

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 plants, when
state and local governments refuse to participate li such
planning. This proposed rule contradicts President Reagan's
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 an
emergency evacuation plan for a nuclear power plant." Has
the Pres¢ident forgotten this position or does the present NRC
board repudiate the Presidents' views? The Federal Emergency

Mana?ement Agency, ¥EMA, states clearly that any plans
developed without state participation cannot meet their

safety standards. Would the commission dismantle FEMA as
well? Since Chernobyl, three countries have abandoned
nuclear power altogether: Austria, Sweden, and the
Philippines, with Greece canceling its first reactor.
According to Worldwatch Institute polls, 78% of all Americans
oppose any further nuclear power plants. The NRC prefers to
dig in its heels and license nuclear power plants at any cost
to public health and safety. Perhaps it is time for the
resignations of chairman Lando Zech and Mr. Victor Stello for
starters. The people will turn to Congress to have their
voice heard. I believe we still have a democratic form of
government in this country.

Yours truly,
ﬁem
V.0 . Box SLC
Cpn-dem,/‘/‘z oLM//Mg

MAY G4 94

ACKILOW e Uged Lycard. ... - .
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Secretary FFIC : L
U.S. Nuclear Regqulatory Commission %DCKE NG A nes
Room 1121 BRANCH

1717 H Str2et 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,

0 bloai ;! !:é
Name

v 4 Y24
A Address)

Balyliry, ol 11702

tfown,State, 2zip)

-----

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



April, 1987
‘87 AR 28 A9 40
Secretary s
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission %ocninn-..-'lti
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
to change the rules.

Sincerely,

acknowledged by card

~~q *his line, and return to me before April 24.
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i 87 AR 28 AS 40
Secretary A AT
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission OC“VSaA““

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
to change the rules.

Sincerely,

“>YUL;§L%%§%§pu=qu;%3331~$L;,

c941)'77

dedress)

(Town,State,’Z1p)

/)77

Acxnowledged &Y &2

mna this line, and return to me before April 24.
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Secretary ‘ . e
g63$ ngiear Regulatory Commission AL oo

BRANUH
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,

S oro bt gﬁ«.&o—w\x

.ol NaE )

_@6 amne

(Address)

Teral Sl uf11722

(Town,State, 2Zip)
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The Nuclear Regulatory Commission ¥ MR 28 P35I
1717 H Street
Washington, D. C., 10558 Ffﬁ" i
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 tc cooperate in evacuation planning.

More than 751 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 ot 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 TUt the self-serving interests of Lilco before
our health and safety.

%mg - Dskn

Cz\: *of
PO B 931
asadh ,(17).?:,,,454

MAY 0 4 1387
LONG ISLAND COALITION
FOR SAFE LIVING Acknowledeed by card
B i LI SRR e 4 S SR e o M e g T

Massapequa, N. Y. 11758
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The Nuclear Regulatory Commission B7 AR 28 P3S3

1717 H Street
Washington, D. C.,

20666

FFiLs .
KE' NG 4 " fw i
Dear Commissioners: goc 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 751 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 4 1987

Acknowledged Dy carg e v

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



1‘!!!!!iii" - .u.."f)F‘-1:;§2

County of Monroe, Michigar%"““ w'or S

sy 2 R 4980)
Board of Commissioners
125 EAST SECOND STREET, MONROE, MICHIGAN 48161

B7 MR 28 P3:34

RICHARD F. PETTICREW, OFFict

Chairman Apfil 22, 1987 OCh: 3.‘;" £ mvICE

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 1%, 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,
) Y /o '
_/t fu c; m‘«"

Richard E. Petticrew, Chairman
Monroe County Board of Commissioners

REP/ip

cc: John D. Dingell

MAY 04 1987

Acknowiedged bycard ....... B
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15 Old Lowell Rd
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April 23, 1987 :
%CKU»M._ nrs

Secretary, US Nuclear Regulatory Commission

i
0 O5E

Washington DU 2
Dear Gir:

We ctrongly object to the proposal Lo change the rule regarding
state-approved evacuation plans for commercial nuclear power plants-—10
CFR part S0, Under the proposed change, new nuclear plants could be
licenced without worlable or state-approved evacuation plans.

Ihis proposed change makes a mockery ot the states prime
responsibility-—too protect the lives and health of their citizens. ihe
new rule would allow as acceptable paper plane submitted solely by

iti1lat OMPan1 es. wch plans are 1nevitably selt-interested, however
sincere the corporate otficrale who devise those plans. This would
undermine a key aspect ¢ our democratic freedom.

he tragedy at Chernobyl makes 1t all the more urgent that there be
proper evacuation plans n the event of a nuclear accident. Mor e
stringent satety rules were introduced by yvou after the Three Mile Island
accident. That was quite correct, but Cherrnobyl shows that yet more

strict rules are needed, NOT more lax ones.

We live about 40 miles from the Seabrook plant, whose start-up you
are currently considering. S0 we are particularly at risk 14 you approve
undemocratic and unworkable evacuation planning procedures. BUT we have
many friends who live turther away than we do from commercial nuclear
plants, who share our deep concern about evacuation planni ng. So we FNOW
we are not merely writing vou out of narrow self-interest.

Above all, please put human livee above corporate profit. We would
ourselves be glad to pa extra on our taxes or electicity bills, if¥ in
tact that 1s what 18 necessary to make nuclear power plants and their
evacuatrion fully safe.

vour s

Me ] 1al John HMacDougal !

MAY 04 1987

Acknowledged by card Crrsrsesessevveves
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87 AR 28 P3:35
Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555 %Ekil _ o34
Attn: Docketing and Service Branch BRANCH

To Nuclear Regulatory Commissioners,

As a resident of Hd'w'.dlocnod 7[ 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 p: problems in an emergency
situation and whether measures to protect the public are at all possible given
a radiclogical emergency.

By limiting the roles of states and localities in emergency planning,
public health and safetv 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 Commission has recently argued, "Significant policy questions of
equity and fairness are presented vhere 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
emergency 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
take precedence over the interests of business and investors. As a commission
charged to oversee the safety of nuclear power plants in the United States,
it is incumbent upon vou to make certain that our health is not compromised.

Best regards,

Clbawe N Wafdy_

138 € Bme #))| By
A/armm’ Na
wh 047 2145/

Wad....-u-"‘

acknowledged
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FiLs ’ April 22, 1987
F[n‘. TawiCE
3R ANC

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.

/‘// Janet Sharp

cc: Representative Joseph Brennan
Senator George Mitchell
Senator William Cohen

edtéur News 4Zo4r aT' £1¢o4t4voowa&{'fﬁzw’ﬁtou. tidre
dg.a{/mrrcw fﬁ:mmﬁauﬂoénw
/an

Wmm,"l o 0, carg. LSBT
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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

F2ar 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. 1 strongly urge you overturn
this decision and promise to work diligently should you ignore the safety of
citizens in our area.

Sincerely,

S

Grégg McCutcheon
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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.
Sl;cquly. -

Edith Grifffin

WY 04 99>
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April 23, 1987 %ti:filh,« sevill
BRENL™
Nr. Lando Zech
Chairman
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C.

Dear Nr. Zech:

This letter is written in response to
your call for a 60-day period for public
comment 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 buregtracy.

Sincerely,

fL MY o RS

Samuel C. Brown, Jr. " i

MAT V4 S
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Apr. 24, 1987

Nuclear Regulatory Commission LI 28 A 41
wWashington, D.C.
GF F i, &'y
Dear Commissioners: SOCHE'J. ¥ I
BRANCW

I am opposecd to & rules change which could allow the menagement
of Seabrook Nutlear Plant to submit its own emergency evacuation
plan to your agency. We have no assurance the utility's plen on
paper or in operation would adequately reflect the realities of
the surrounding communities, It is appropriate and necessary for
local governments to determine emergency responses in the event of
an accident at Seabrook.

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

Sincerely yours,

Nonganet Chaa - -
Margaret Chase

MAY (4 sy
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OFFIL: AT 8 Marlboro Lane
Lk PR East Islip, NY 11730

Secretary of the Commission
Nuclear Regulatory Comm
wWashington, 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
disasterous!

Not long age 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 read; "The day the L.I.E. stood still."
Our water supply does not come from upstate water sheds. We have a
very 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
any further!

cated to a Go nment
, of/ the Peppl

James W. O'Lear
uv n . qu'

ACKNOWISaged Dy carg . R
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April 21, 1987

Secretary of the Commission
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
wWashington, DC 20555

re: draft rule on nuclear plant emergency evacuation plans

It is the Soviet style of government to have a central commissariat
make 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 sc small that detalled
emergency planning exercises were not required - right up until
Chernobyl 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 Committee; it will be rejected by anythirg
that can legitimately be called a Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

Sincerely,

b

Walter Epp
5825 Telegraph #51
Oakland, CA 94609
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183 Gifford Way
Sacramento, CA 95864
Aptll 23. 1’.1
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, B.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,

Helen N. Hanna

MaY 04 88
mmwm....-....uum
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The Nuclear Regulatory Commission B MR 28 ABSI
1717 H Street

Washington, D. C., 20555 SFF _
C’(‘[Y‘N S ;

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 751 of the pcople 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 ir the event of a nuclear accident. We,
therefore, also vehement!y protest the actions of the

NRC to put the self-serving interests of Lilco before
our health and safety.

Sincerely,

MAY 04 %87
EAST END SHOREHAM OPPONENTS : R~
Post Office Drawer XXXX acknowiedged by card ?
East Hampton, NY 11937
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To: Secretary, Nuclear kegulatory Commission
washington, D.C., 2¥5355 OFFiLe ot
K["“;'- “ViCH
Re: Low-power testing at Seabrook and 1@ CFR Part 50 BRANCH

Date: 4§/¢6/

Please register !ﬁféiiﬂﬂﬂ-ﬂhlli§*ﬁg_ 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 uhot‘ state governors consider emergency evacuation
to

plans inadciuatc ensure the safety of the public.

state governors can contribute an i1mportant and impartial voice
te gecisions on evacuation planning, At the Seabrooxk plant,
over lwv,vv¢ people gather at nearby beaches on hot summer days,
anc no cne has yet procuceu a reasonable plan to evacuate them in
the event of a major release of raciation, Governor Dukakis
shoulc be appleudec tor retusing to approve unworkable evacuation
plans. In doing s0O he has insisted tnat the satety of area
resicents and visitors be placec ahead of the financial interests
ot the utility invoived, A company with & large investment in a
power plant cannot be countec on to make such a wise decision,
whicn 1s wnhny eygcyation plagning should never rest with tnhe
utilities themselves, -

un the 1ssue of low-power testiny, 1if tne NKC licenses New
Hampsnire Yankee before the emergency ylanning aqeoate 1s
resolved, you will senc the public the clearest possiuvie message
that the Commission 1s committed to seeing Seabrook yo on line at
any cost. This 1s not an appropriate position for a regulatory
agency to take.

Thank you (01 cConsicering and recording my opinion on these
1ssues,

Sincerely,

;5;77927,47{153;1341[ 7 [fzé%nrﬂ?"‘gzi¢25404§:;77;a£t. oRC3
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April, 1987

87 AR 28 ng:39
Secretary FFi.
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission OCk? W d Py e
Room 1121 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 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,

/96 )y e

(Address)

7\40,% Ny 1175/
(Town, State, Zip)
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April, 1987

B7 AR 28 A9 59
Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 86%l 0
Room 1121 KETING & FnVICH
1717 H Street NW BRANC~

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,

pf Ntﬁ

) " A‘Y rié (Name)

4 pY ‘u //
t 7// _/ 0!/

(Address)

@\ : (Town,State, 2Zip)
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April, 1987 ('52' FR 6980)
87 AR 28 P5:20
Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission ﬁgf : -
Room 1121 K‘%aANLH.'«J

1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch
NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secret ry:

I wish to sta“e 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 regquirements.

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

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

Sincerely,

Y
Wﬁ%

own,State, f2ip)

MAY (4 1987

“wrknne rdgec L, carg
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Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
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April, 1987

B7 APR 28 A9:39
Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission G&kfhr YR8
Room 1121 QRE'J.L“ '

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,

Cﬂ«((w?z ua—v“’/é'yb?d‘—'
L ?M&L e

(A dfess
. foakgfrn XY )76 3

(fown,State, Zip)

acknow'edged by OO .o vrivh B

Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
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April, 1987

‘87 AR 28 A9:39
Secretary OFFiLE T L
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission %mmguug,~gmwy
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,
{o \/{% {/li
[l ot 1170

{Town,State, Zip) ~

\cknowledged by card. ... ..onens

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

“ PATRICIA ¥ DE MARIA
a5 8L * o
To: The Nuclear Regulatory Commissioners o TAMOLD W 1187)

Re: Proposed Rule Change concerning Evacuation

Dear Commissioners:

I am writing in opposition 1o the proposed rule change
concerning local and state participation in nueclear plant
evacuation plans. Emergency response plans must include

tate and local authorities. These are the only people who

know whether the area can be adequately evacuated.

I inaccepatable to allow a nuclear facility
t be thout the development and testing of an
evacua that includes state and local participation.
Thi pr rule usurps local police powers and threatens
the hea safety of millions of Americans.

The NRC aff paper acknowledges that no new scientific
data is e to support this change from the original law,
which was er d in 1980 following the accident at the
Three nd facilty. Is the NRC looking for a way to
change 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

n yreham and this has been documented over and

dents.

It is time the NRC became responsible to the people it is
e protect: the citizens of this country. Do not .
allow this rule change. It is unjust! Sincerely,

¥f 41 ( CLA )>/ ,/,J )}L ((?"(\./
NONE Box 557 New Sukfoie NY 1957 ;3{4 —&;68
ACKNOWNedgeC 1 oo ~“t
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: ER0POSED RULE PR"SQ @

(52 FR 6980) |

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission B7 AR 28 P403
1717 H Street

washington, D. C., <0555 FEI

OCKE T & !
Dear Commissioners: BRAN( =

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 751 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,

EAST END SHOREHAM OPPONENTS . MAY 04 e
Post Office Drawer XXXX
East Hampton, NY 11937
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Secretary Aol
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission F’k{h“ e
Room 1121 BRANCH
1717 H Street NW

Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch

'NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50
. ({':4/;{7 Y7 uéltﬁ s Lut/)(“',(; e

= % L iw&/& '
Dear Mr. Secre(ary 2 4 tf/ﬁ/m‘( A ZZM . baile o5 W/Qu

I wish to state DyStmsmss-opoesssesess- (0 the Nuclear Regulatory

Commlss1o;tiﬂg;;ggggl_hﬂ.&ﬂlﬂd.;&&_tUIes regarding offsite emergency
planning ear power(plant sitns
¥ (o e ledd
There are absolutely no circumstances where the NRC should
authorize a full power operating license if the utility cannot meet
all of ! nning requirements.

,Il ]. |. | ’/.

of paramount impo

(k2 A

the NRC Commissioners in the

Sincerely,

va M/«

(Address)

Z;'M& )(_4{ 11707369,

(Town,State,'Zip)

MAY 04 187
ACKhOWwSaged Dy cand. .. .. ... cooassstlild

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

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
to change the rules,

Sincerely,

TName)

/ fotse g 2
( Address)
1//

A(Town:State.'?ip)

MAY ( 4 1987
B T R —

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