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The Honorable Edward J. Markey [c h , , .t
Committee on Energy and Commerce s, ;"

United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

SERVED F to O o 1937Dear Congressman Markey:
I

I am responding to your letter dated January 14, 1987,
concerning notification to parties when meetings are conducted
by the NRC staff as part of its review of a license
application. NRC policy in this matter is covered in a
Commission policy statement published in the Federal Register
on June 28, 1978. A copy of this policy statement is enclosed. - -

I regret that a representative of the State of Massachusetts
Attorney General's Office was unable to attend the January 14,
1987 meeting. Because of the concerns of the participants in-.
the Seabrook hearing, the Staff is initiating a practice
whereby the active parties in the Seabrook proceeding will be,

notified of scheduled meetings by telephone (in addition to
written notification) as soon as possible after a meetina is
scheduled. We will give parties two weeks notice of meetings

i as you suggest. However, unusual circumstances might require

: that a meeting be scheduled with less than two weeks notice.
! In those cases, we will provide as much advance notice as

| possible.

|
The Staff will also transcribe all future meetings related to

| Applicants' December 18, 1986 petition for a waiver of the
10-mile emergency planning zone. The transcripts of those

; meetings will be available to all parties to the Seabrook
proceeding. I believe that these measures will address the
concerns of the parties involved in the Seabrook proceedings.

Sincerely,

b .44A.
Lando W. Zec), J

Enclosure:
As Stated
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COMMISSION NOTICES

POLICY STATEMENTS

Conduct of Proceedings
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January 14, 1987

The Honorable Lando W. Iech, Jr.
Chairman
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717 5 Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20555

.

Dear Mr. Chairman:

For the second time in the past several months, my office was
contacted by attorneys f rom the Attorney General's office in
Massachusetts to complain of lack of notice of scheduled meetings- -

between. the NRC staff and Public Service of New Hampshire in
connection with the Seabrook licensing proceeding. In this most,

recent instanco, the Commonwealth of Massachusetts received notice
yesterday of a meeting at NRC's Bethesda offices today. The
subject of the meeting is the Brookhaven National Laboratory study
paid for by the NRC as part of its evaluation of Seabrook's
cont;inment structure. The study is germane to the licensee's
petition to waive the 10-mile Emergency Planning Ione requirement;

! and was discussed at my Subcommittee's November 18, 1986 field
| hearing in Amesbury, Massachusetts.
|

! The meeting comes approximately two weeks before the NRC
| staff, as well as other parties, are required to submit their
I views on the licensee's petition for waiver to the Atomic Safety

and Licensing Board. It is essential that the Attorney General of
Massachusetts and other parties be fully informed about what
transpires at this meeting.

There is absolutely no excuse for providing one day's notice
which precludes the Commonwealth f rom bringing technical experts
to the meeting. NBC's Policy Statement on this subject
contemplates two weeks notice of such meetings. Particularly

| where the issue is so sensitive, as is the case with Seabrook,
there is no reason whatsoever for not complying with the two weeks'

specified in the Policy Statement.

Mr. Lawrence Sidaan, the Subcommittee Staf f Director, and Mr.
Carlton Kammerer of the NRC, discussed the situation yesterday.
Mr. Sidaan requested a postponement of today's meeting, at my
suggestion. Apparently, there was insuffient time to arrange a
postponement. Instead, they agreed that there would be a
stenographic record kept of the meeting which would be delivered
to the Commonwealth of Massachusetts within 48 hours and that one
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of my staff also would attend the meeting. They also discussed
t

arrangements for providing adequate notice of future meetings of
this type, as follows:

1. All acetings between the NRC staff and any person (s) that
pertain to the Seabrook nuclear power plant will be noticed by
mail two weeks prior to the scheduled meeting date.

2. Contemporaneously with the sending of the notice, the
staff will telephone the interested parties and inform them of the
meeting time, place, subject, and participants.

f 3. A complete record of the notice provided for all
meetings, including the dates sail notices were sent and a list of
the parties contacted, will be maintained and will be made
available upon request.

,

Please confirm in writing that the NRC will adhere to these
procedures in the future. I appreciate your commitment to improve
the notice process, and I trust you will impress upon the staff
the importance of adhering to these modest and reasonable
guidelines.

Sincerely,

Edw d J. Markey
Member of Congres

,

|
.

.

e

9

w-.--.w-- e---- , n,-,--,,_,,--,,,-,-.,-,-%,_ - - - - - - - - - - . - - - . , , _ . - - - - - . - . - - - - - - . , , , - _ _ .


