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- ( -
,

Secretary
_

! '4
. _ _ ,

U. S. Nuclear Regu1atory Commisslost!k .
" O'U V'

;,iRoom 1121 " ;, g' -
,

1717 H Street NW
Washington, DC 20555 ,

Attn: Docketting and Oktvice Branch
i

NRC PROPOSEh RULE 10 CFR P' ART 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 *
.

euthorize 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 Coinmissioners in the strongest possible way not
to change the rules.

. .

Sincerely,
i

dC
*

( Na me ) / u

| OTJ2 W
(Address)

il 7CfM, ,

#*

FTown, State, Zip)

DS10: g

add: P. Crane, H-1035
J. Lane, 266 PHIL

.

. Moo # edged by estti. . ,,1_ . . . . _ _ _ _ .
Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.

'--~--~~~~-~ ~~~--~~~~~~~~-~~~~--~~--~----~~~~~
8705120262 070429
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April, 1987 >

'87 APR 29 P5 :44
Secretary
U. S. Nuc1 ear R. gulatory Commission . .c q . .

'

Room 1121 50'Cr!Dnn! d.-

1717 H. Street NW B H e'UC ~

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

Sincerely,

A/> =
''

( Na me ) '
~

2 5 \/an Ab.
' ' (Address)

O&A L ||73d5>

(Town,S ste, Zip)

,

.

3M? tid 6dW. . ,| ,._ --.

cerJ. ,,,mm

Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
__________________________________________________________________
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The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
87 APR 29 P2 :071717 H Street

Washington, D. C.,

CF?L .-

Dear Commissioners: 00tnl ci,. .i.
EF::v.%

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 Nevsday.

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 heal th 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,

, - . , , ) . F/i ~

!#- !. W c' ,>c--) - ,, , . $.

I1,,, fu |$'y .4 '> .

f, 5, $t . hc f. , |), if ') }}

.

LONG 15 LAND COALITION
FOR SAFE LIVING (df|3yk'

Box 1355 by ciiFf,h _ _ ,
-

_

Mossopequa. N. Y.11758 '''"----a

. . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ .__ _ _ . . - - - . _ ._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _
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: -The Nuclear Regulatory Commission

1717 H Street ._ e

Washington, D. C., 20555 g, . .,, . ; mu-
p :.% -

Dear Commissioners:

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 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 1icensing 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, -* -

.

j .a . . t .
~

...

,

.

.

-
..

.

EAST END SHOREHAM OPPONENTS .
.

Post Office Drawer XXXX
'Eastljampton,NY 11937 Acknowfedgedb9 conf .E...... __

--
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The Nuclear Regulatory Commis., ton *87 AFH 29 . 6:00o
1717 H Street
Washington, D.'C.,

0FFM .- -- -

InDear Commissioners: 00CXEig.:

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 lasr 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. i

'

In this 60 day period of public comment, we the people |
of 1,ong Island wish it recorded, that we earnestly '

protest the licensing of Shoreham on the arounds 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, f

therefore, also vehemently protest the actions of the i

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

;

.

!

!

Sincerely,
'

hme A.

NANCY A. oCWALD
'

IN SIMMONS DR, [
EAST 13W,NY tstu ;

'

a

!

:
:

.

' '

LONG ISLAND COAltflON t

i

i FOR SAFE LIVING
Son 1355'

|
Mossepeque, N. Y.11730 !

.W ~ w w n . ~ .;.* ' - g . ._.,,.

- - , _ _ _ . - . _ - . _ . _ , , - _ . , _ _ _ _. _ _ , _ . _ _ - - _ _ - ._-
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24 April 1987

e

Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission *

Washington, D.C. 20555
Attn: Docketing and Service Branch (10CFR Part 50)

Dear Secretary:

,
I strongly protest the proposed rule change 10 CFR Part 50. Nuclear

,

plants should not be allowed to operate in any state without state
approved evacuation plans. 'Ihis is the least one can do to protect the

,

public against the dangers of a nuclear accident. The change may be
in the interest of the nuclear industry but it certainly is not in the
interest of the very much larger energy using population. The proposed
change raises in addition serious questions about the degree of auto-
nomy vested in state governments versus.that in the Federal government.
In my view the proposed change would give an undesirable power to the .

Federal government at the expense of local government.

In particular, one year after the Chernobyl nuclear disaster, where
people as far as Switzerland and. Sweden got heavy doses of radio. activity.
I would not.have expected that evacuation plans for people living near a
reactor would receive such short shift in this ill conceived proposal to
change the rule. If anything, the present rule seems not stringent enough,
but the proposed change is certainly a step backwards. Let us not be so
foolish to accept it and let no licenses be.given to nuclear plants such
as Seabrook and Shoreham without approved evacuation plans.

.

Sincerely yours,
,

I ) y{ ,/. . .:.w., .

llandrik J. Garritsen
Professor of Physics

llJG:rms

cc: Representativo Fernand St. Germain
Senator Claiborne Poll
Senator John Chafee .

. .

%

_ - . _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ . _ . - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ - - _
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April 25, 1987-

17 APR 29 P5:49Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Bommission
Washington, DC 20555

i"n:- .:''h D,

Re: 10 CFR Part 50. Proposed Rune .f t
, .,

The proposed amendment to the emergency planning- rule is a
disservice to the oublic and would fly in the face of your charge
to protect public health and safety., If you allow utilities to
submit evacuation plans destpite clear public opposition you will
be stating positively that promotion of nuclear power is your ,

primary interest and that health and safety of the public are
secondary considerations in your decision making.

The rule-making following the Three-Mile Island accident was
was obviously decided for the express purpose of protecting the
public. We all know that no nuclear plant is 100% safe, and tNe

'

legitimate concerna of local citizens should weigh heavily in your
licensing decisions.

.

The.non-safety issue to which you refer in your proposal ,

'

is certainly a concern for the utility, but since when have econ-
omics been 8f greater importance that safety? In all of the weight-
ing which you must consider, surely safety must come first.

I find your presumption that governments would "c$ange their
positions and cooperate in planning" if opponents' " administrative
and judicial remedies" had all been exhausted has no sound basis.
The fact that people at Hampton Beach cannot be exacuated is not
debatable. If you license Seabrook you will be placing an unbear-
able burden on the governments concerned. [

The first of your two options, to stick to the existing rule,
is the only viable option.

') ,s

GM 'l kvb5 -

J'ene B. Grant

I
.

L

i

|.

. .

'4 e **
* *A ,] *-

i
. _ _ _ _ _
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norii 23, 1987

Secretary (Ffil *

*'<!U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission u0C,u Q. , ,. ..
* ''"*,

Washington, DC 20555
*

Dear Secretary:

I fino your oroposso rule enange 10 CFR Part 50 to be
unconscionaole. Your plan to not recuire state accroved
evacuation clans, thus snrinking evacuation zones arouno some
plants, would leave tnousands of citizens witnout orotection
from a nuclear power plant accident. Your idea seems especially
foolhardy and dangerous in light of the Chernobyl disaster in
wnien the Soviets had to evacuate 135,000 people witnin an
18-mile radius of the plant.

I strongly advise that you consider the health of Americans
instead of the health of the nuclear industry and drop your -

plans to allow plant licensing without state approved evacuation
y , plans.

s carely,

f V/ ,

r ;
4 ?'b|

.
,

0

.

.

i

.

_ - _ _ - - _ - - _ _ - - - _-
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Sacretary
'87 APR 29 PS :47U. S. Nuclose Regulatory Cerarnission

Roora 1131
1717 H Street NW 0FFg, . : ..,

Washington. DC 20555 00ChE f ;'i . '. ,' mf- ,

S M NU-

Attn Decketting and Service Branch

NRC prop 0 SED RULE 10 CFR pART 50.

Deer Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state ray strong opposition to the Nuclear
Regulatory Cornrn i s s i on' s proposal to aniend its rules regarding
of fsite ernergency planning at nuclear power plant sites.

There are absolutely no circunistances where the NRC should '

authori:e a full power operation license if the utility cannot
rneet all of the NRC's current ernergency planning requirernants.

I believe that rny health and safety, and that of rny farnily,
are of pararnount irnportance.

I urge the NRC Cornrnissioners in the strongest possible way
net te change the entes.

Sincerely,
A

L . UTJWWL
( narne )

$b3 01Yh|Ef Y1LL Y -

(address)

SalvtLLC /! ||192
(t own, st at e. 1p)

.

e

E

F
y a w- W -

. _ - - - - . _ - - - _ _ - _ - _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . - _ - - - - - _ _ - - - - . _ _ - _ _ - - _ - - _ - _ _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - . _ _ _
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April 24, 1987 gg .. . .

00CHE * m : , na^
Biata

Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555*~

Attn: Docketing and Service Branc}}

Dear Sir or Madam:

On April 8th I wrote to the members of the Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission expressing opposition to cutting the emergency
planning zone from an area of 10 miles around a nuclear power
plant to that of 1 mile. I am thrilled to learn the Commission

.

re3ected this change.

Today I am writing to express strong opposition to the '
proposal to eliminate state approval of evacuation plans. I
live with my family in Rhode Island and therefore (at least at
present) am not in an area to be evacuated in case of an emer-
gency. However, I believe there exists a moral responsibility
to take a firm stand in any issue wherein human welfare and
safety is at stake. The NRC has as its foremost obligation
the assurance of public health and safety. How then can any'
consideration be given to changing the emergency planning rules
established in 1980 by the Commission? In 1980, the Commission
found that stace and local participation in emergency planning
was central to adequate emergency preparedness. Now, seven years
later due to pressure from problems at the Seabrook and Shoreham
facilities, the Commission is considering a change to that rule.
Such a change poses a serious threat to the public safety should
e.n emergency situation arise.

Unless state governments are involved willinolv in the plan- ~

ning process of emergency plans, such plans are doomed to failure 7 '

Broper training will not have taken place, confusion will result
and innocent people will suf fer tha consequences.

The safety of the people must be given every priority.
Three Mile Island and Chernobyl should not be forgotten. Let us ,

never become so confident that we do not take every means neces-
sary to insure against an emergency situation. /:

' ?
Please, vote No to the proposed rule change. O

,k. .

Sincerely, g

<hu w heb t,c.G. [c':. . :

su- n.

. . 7
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Mr. G. Wayne Kerr, Director-
Office of State Programs
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

SUBJECT: Nuclear Regulatory Commission Proposed Rule Amendment regarding
Emergency Planning.

Dear Mr. Kerr:

This agency is opposed to amending 10 CFR Part 50. Specifically, any
relaxation of procedures designed to ensure public safety (such as State
and local emergency planning and preparedness) is considered unacceptable.

We are unconvinced that the measures outlined in Option II to compensate
for lack of cooperation in planning by State ar.d local government would
adequately address the full spectrua di ofi%st te planning to prepare for,
respond to, and Pecover from a nuclear power plant accident. It is felt
that this issue is too important to be sched through rule changing
procedures.

With due respect, we are sympathetic, considering the economic impact, to
the plight of the two utility companies. However, resolution of their
difficulties may ultimately be a matter only the legal system or
congressional mandate can decide.

Sincerely,

'

e

| Darrell G. Waller
i State Coordinator

DGW/RLB/mjr

|

.

$

0

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
-
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Governor Dummer Academy |
Eyfield, MA 01922: |
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April 26, 1987
W AR 29 PS :30 |
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Nuclear Regulatory Commission 53 N"

Washington, D.C. 20555
.

Dear People:

In a democrac/, such as the one in which we are sunposed to be
living, it seams absolutely ridiculous for the government'to assume
the authority for licensing nuclear power plants where the
inhabitants of the area affected do not want nuclear power or
where a safe evacuation plan $s not rossible because of the placement
of a particular nuclear power plant.

I assure you that when the people do not believe an evacuation
plan will work, they will not participate in it. You must have
received petitions from teachers in the 10 mile zone arcund the .

Seabrook Nuclear Plant that clearly state that they will not accept
the responsibility that New Hampshire Yankee wishes to impose upon
them - they will not abandon their families to load students on
non-existant busses (which bus ccmpany has accepted to make the
futile, suicidal effort to try to drive into a radiation zone? - we
know all the. traffic is going to be trying to go idthe opposite
direction). Nearly every member of our staff and faculty signed
that petition. (Governor Ducmer Academy).

Just because the utility companies have poured billions of
dollars into this ill-conceived project, the Nuclear Regulatory Cormission
sho71d not feel compelled to permit it to operate. The NRC is,
I believe, supposed to rotect the safety of the people. You would
not be nrotectine the safety of the people by licensing nuclear

' never nlants without state-autroyed evacuation plans. wnen une state
doesn't auprove evacuation plans it is because tne area cannot be
safely evacuated and if you let other than state plans be substitued
there will be massive opposition (with good reason) and non-coopera-
tion in the event of an accident at the nuclear power plant in
question.

Sincerely,

se~w
(bbs.) Iaurel E. Abusamra-

French Teacher
Governor Dummer Academy

cc: Senator Edward M. Kennedy
~

Cengressman Edward Markey
Governor Michael Dukakis
Congressman Nick Mavroules

**~w & - ; - .a n_ _ _,__ , ,
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Howard Hughes Medical Institute
Research Laboratories / Philadelphia

University of Pennsylvania Schoo! of Medicine
Department of Human Genetics
37th & Hamilton Walk
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104-6072

.

April 26, 1987

Secretary b
United States Nuclear Regulatory emmiasion C

y, ._,
Washington, D.C. 20555 11 7 , 2 u5'

!",?.Attn: Docketing arxi Service Branch p~: to
C

... n i. .:
o

Dear Mr. Secretary, '

@
. c>

It has ccane to my attention that your mmmi== ion is planning to chaige
the wording of a rule regarding a utility's obligation in the event of an
accident. My understanding is that the wording now states that utilities
must insure that "ad elate protective measures can and will be taken" during
a nuclear reactor accident, and that the wording might be changed to " reason-
able" and " feasible" measures.

In my mind, this p.vycsed change will twM an NRC end-run around the
ruling that is now delaying the licencing of the Shoreham and Seabrook
facilities. " Reasonable" and " feasible" are words that are difficult for
anyone to precisely define. Hence, the new rule would be rerriered meaningless.
Since the original rule was implemented for reasons of safety, I believe
that the proposed change serves only the utilities involved and definitely
not the public interest.

'Ihe unfortunate events at Chernobyl one year ago have focused the
public eye on issues of nuclear safety and have thus fmsai those eyes on-

the NRC. For the NRC to blatantly ignore those recent events in favor of
the monetary plights of uncaring utility cmpanies is a violation of the
little public trust that remains.

Do not charge the rule.

Sincerely,

N '

i .~--t s-

Dr. 'Thman Kadesch
Professor of Human Genetics

.

G

G , e * *'
p..

_ - - - - - - - - -



. -.

stK40
#

- j y'tMCeadaA h.
$2 FA 69 &

, , , ,
koch {c:sk,YT\ct.Ol't(

<.lf; L.

d C O_ ( k CO N KCL. M binvn.5'35 e'ol b C d M ,1919_..Q

Wa>J6 b , % c. . ;Ao5 55' '87 APR 29 P5 :01 _

4 : DocLch ""6 ~ a '" 6'*ccL ' ~ ~

d 00Chli g g " ~ff
.

h

IW iho_ A co ok A \oc - sc k ' ce nce_,
_

k SMro6F--. h p1'i yv e . kh hv~s ha Ok .
%

=J

bo.ck._ w _f 40 .@_ $a ; ss % s -\al_,co o

So vno w issx. P ww 4 G. osc_, %a es -% Joe..

\ tccu.16 ' m_ -b w Ad (s .,xend 4c _ . .

'

.

>.

b d r o C AC--- h h h v/2M kh Sfa,)

t&g 4kak gla.s c.a.nneh ypn na. __ _

-

Aw dw & s s o u c__. de a \a y
\i cce , anA ce4c-vn.ndon c4- %.- gwi,
uW Yhssac6043 ks a_pom\ aa.c_va.h (Wa

hce.n.L ,g
Sad /n 4. RUcis
Anke.a_ 4. LW e_.

.

.

.

e-**

|

.msey cae . ......w-

..

.
.. . .

,

, _- - _ . - - . - -



AJGhL| skinGL 1 p

Of<fEO9FO g ! s

(J2 FA&9Fe)
--:.i$-x -['7

87 AFR 29 P :01-
,

WA5 Elf, fbi k(&it Quc( ufg y' J cmc , ,
NRC /cL G 6f'uux (i: c ex i'wj cc 5%LY"~

7 Ad xd ceateaf iv,ec aputaafw E.g
,

-Thi hwbead .. cab wahn xh'c-a
| 6 $ h . k T la a :c f n i t (E I J a j b la a ,b a a l c l & a f c/ 'f

.
, , . -. - . . . .

<,2k
'

,;;, ya/u ;
4 ., cas - s acJ .amcu n.

'
!

$ Q~ ,sf $ W (b ll' h $$fM ' , 9Cli C 'O'

ALaM ad alatf na- .;&ak . & lacask

Jay:c f$ cAQt in ,awwwu % ,> - u d , L a cu6

catba&G , din !
.

,

.,,$a& 5G Ebbi$f7s
'

|,

c ,

$$&, ,'L|$ut|-I -

/

?
,

^
^Uhj( . L 't .

-

"

:}i'?C,

.

.

o|
~

_ . -

i

e*

$d f @ hdied D' CTdi. m , ,,,,,,,,, ,l



4 tEt w uBER )
.

~~dg

Cn FA t,9ta_
gf[grcmuD autE;

. - - - - - , . - ? ?ni -a n a.::cri .$~.
., ' ;

:|<N< W<c)'Ei N ~r* *; '

....:.. :,'.'?.,., .
, ,

.-

. :n ' 23 ';-7.

.;>:yhr &!!/-!nr Rin5Nrl
-

. 87..APR.2.9 P5 :02a .v:. .:nie c n

* M ILftd$* #

,, . t

Ie*
i..,!yu a.gs.'. %v. u,. <ec.~e- /hhi. I t'--

i ~.
- ww.

.

h. Ok
g 'O

..
.

4

v\ < e a <* b r.
n
r
/

f

b Q ;<'d &f*1 .*,t.' U(*2g Ve *) '
'

PrueN hqu{ahoas yeqacebnqaclear m'E
M

an grauau-

v.@ar be as yt. ate a c eo m & 6 ns1 Jf ~

0%
,

~, he.;; b, b /

gg & gg|g g g g( (,,uz,prgegdue
* ta \ p i opg.

.,upf ,a # 1 * "
..

f
i f

?Nh$'f'EO C % W .co; G,:EL C 3%2.C E'ET* Yt-
W 1 i t / r*j i

A ''' !
"'

! s
c

N b$hS :D ' L ? ult ,9.f.j v.t r h {~* Ggr a b. IT 'jC.'EO-\* ? ''*5 =
, ,

, r i
.

.,7- ? ! t 7 . . , -

e'' Y .'O'

'?$ G McCqil g{ w & %1 Yz.|.'L Cll'a 0 Y 1 ' U. ,
..tt

!5E* h '. Q f :]
.

gf 11) '
J., cri | .1:25

*
:.

'. ,, ,
i . . . . s , c.. : r

. -

$ ') "T,L ] 0 $ ') O 't 5' = ' 0 ''o *

', O p' ,"e - "~I/O.'C & rj a,.gf:r'. :',' ' v . ) V 6 '.,*%; A '''# . ,
..,

"* '

a
. ,

. '[. , e
.i

. t w .m <= u'y-) !? $ 9^A91 ELY * ej' . .O $4 -

pg. pw, .%3. w:w.- i
o

.

W

fwfulowledged by cag, ~

_.



AEGL W 3 }' .-p k= y-
.

.

ggggo AUDi |

(f2 FA (o9f0)
.

n;

. . '87 AFR 29 P5 :07
^

CFF::i .

; ':i00Chr
2. : '. . -

:s:---

h
'IQ "b '

fy&-A'
-

,

Na,& n 9
b4/ Ef

'W
z

1% w cm M 91 ;

avst StGp W ~

')(,& aL & $d |[

g pJdr eW+
( gg vCWA

fue <f 4 u M L t & "'
/ /

$ e f b G l 4 % '$}0 74 mg. c +L, e,
.:.

(" QA '
s T

ficO -y ,

/
nC.. i g. , [' 'f L.cc( .)gt ua t 7

' --

\ t e,' ^,

Kit, ach c., }OI
;,- Q g ji j g, f fA n

-

- er'!66
_

*EE=
* =cucer m otses

.

Acknewteegeo. y xM.I.~,2,,,. .,.2

. . . .

__



Md |

-

|

cszm91s)

.

'Y

,

R.F.D. Box 27
CENTER CCNWAY. N. H. 03813 ' IL'-.

'.
.

-

,

87 Apa 29 P5:07

April 27, 1987. .
..r .. - , z. ,

Secretary, U.S., NRC 001,^i.'{ig, - ~ '' ' "
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Sir;

I am opposed to a change in the

rule governing evacuation plans with-
{

j out state approval. Such a change
6 would endanger public safety and weak-

ens currant NRC regulations.

Yours truly,

/$ -

Richard B. Earle
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Dear Admiral Zech, .

I urge your commission to vote against the rule change that denies
the people of an area the right to protect themselves.

Your rule change defles: ,

V .

1. the promise of President Reagan in 1984 that local determination
n Suffolk Co. will be honored.

t

2. the 10th Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.

3. the policy established that nuclear plants be built in unpopulated
areas.

Imagine 6.7 million people TRYING to evacuate Long Island!!
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Dear Admiral Zech,
.

I urge your commission to vote against the rule change that denies
the people of an area the right to protect themselves.

| Your rule change defles:

1. the promise of President Reagan in 1984 that local determination
j } In Suffolk Co. will be honored.
! I 2. the 10th Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.l 1

{*

3. the policy established that nuclear plants be built in unpopulated 1,
areas.

Imagine 6.7 million people TRYING to evacuate Long Island!!
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Dear Admiral Zech,
,

I urge your commission to vote against the rule change that denies
the people of an area the right to protect themselves.

Your rule change defles:
.

1. the promise of President Reagan in 1984 that local determination I#

in Sufrolk Co. will be honored.

2. the 10th Amendment of the U.S. Constitution. L
s

3. the policy established that nuclear plants be built in unpopulatedareas.

Imagine 6.7 million people TRYING to evacuate Long Island!!
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213 Westmoreland Court WM.
Georgetown, KY 40324
A ril 26, 1987Sierra Club P ,

Cumberland Chapter
OFr.g e .

,

Secretary 00C.H il. 0 *. ~ .

WIUS Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

ATTN: Docketing and Service Branch

' omments on proposed rule, " Licensing of Nuclear Power PlantsC
Where State and/or Local Governments Decline to Cooperate in
Of fsite Emergency Planning" (Federal Register, 52 FR 6980, March
6, 1987)

The Cumberland Chapter of the Sierra Club strongly objects
to the proposed rule for five basic reasons:

1) All US emergency planning is flawed, and the
proposed rule compounds an already bad situation.

.

The US has no standards indicating what is an unacceptable
dose level to residents in an emergency situation. Therefore,

we have no criteria to say who should be evacuated and when.
The NRC has indicated that current plans are inadequate. The
NRC staff, for instance, told the Limerick Atomic Safety and
Lice'nsing Board that evacuation beyond a ten mile radius would be
unlikely unless a 200-rem thyroid dose was expected over a period
of seven days; but fatalities can occur with a 175 rem thyroid
dose.

Since there exist no objective criteria indicating what makes an
adequate plan and when and how a plan should be put into effect,
bypassing state and local governments, which could be expected to
place a high priority on the safety of residents, is completely
irresponsible.

2) The rule illegally places cost above safety.

A court has ruled that, in plant licensing, safety, not
cost, must be the primary consideration (Power Reactor
Development Corp. n International Union, 367 U.S. 396, 408-409
(1961). Now the NRC says, "Significant policy questions of
equity and fairness are presented where a utility has
substantially completed construction and committed substantiala

My resources to a nuclear plant and then, after it is far too late

SS realistically for the utility to reverse course, the State or

:|:$ local government opposes the plant by non-cooperation in offsite
" emergency planning.",

E5
U} 3) The question of fairness to the , utilities is notd

relevant, since the utilities and the NRC rejected. attempts by ,

\ c' d

k" 1 -i

8 Actmowledged by card. .m _
'

u_,

.To explore, enjoy anctpreserve the nation'sforests. teaters. trikthfe, anct tvikterness.. ;
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intervenors to raise the emergency planning issue earlier.

Intervenors at Seabrook, for example, tried to show in the
mid 70s and-again after Three Mile Island that the

~

Massachusetts /New Hampshire area could not be evacuated in a safe
and timely fashion. The NRC did not allow them to be heard on
this issue, and, after Three Mile Island, the NRC did so at the

.

request of the utilities, who recogniited that they were proceding
at their own risk.

4) The " realism doctrine" on which the NRC bases its
proposed rule is invalid.

The argument that in an emergency the states and local
governments will cooperate is beside the point. Maybe they will,
but in the meantime there will have been no proper planning and
no proper testing of the plans. The whole point of emergency
evacuation plans is that they are plans. Last-minute action will
result in a chaotic situation.,

5) The rule reverses previous NRC regulations and .

undermines the intent of Congress.
,

.

When Congress in 1979 asked the NRC to develop emergency -

planning regulations, it turned down an amendment that-would have
made state and local participation only optional. Furthermore,
the NRC admitted at the time that emergency planning regulations
might lead to a situation in which " inaction of State and -local
governments" would " affect [ ]" "the operation of some reactors"
(45 Federal Register, 55,404, Col. 1). Nevertheless the NRC now
says that it never intended states to be able to stop plant
licensing, and is trying to correct this situation.

Ny A
Mary B. Davis
Nuclear Issues Chair
Cumberland Chapter of the Sierra Club
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ME M' e

Judith Freuk(5/ Y d 16 Dresden Ct e*
Albany, NY 12203 :.. gy

3.

April 28, 1987
~

'87 MW 29 PS :40
Secretary- -

Nuclear Regulatory Commission GFer '
Docketing & Service Branch 00'CE57h . .

Washington, D. C. 20555 9 4. '

SUBJECT: My comments on Proposed
Amendment to Part 50

Dear Secretary:

It seems clear to me that the NRC feels itself
dutybound to Itcense every plant which applies to it. NRC's
proposed rule change would make the commission able to
do just that while at the same time pretending citizens .

will be under no increased danger when the next accident
. occurs. The proposed change would be an easy way out for

the commission and unconscionable.
.

The NRC is very concerned about " equity and fair-.

ness" to utilities which have " committed substantial resources
to a nuclear plant" and then discover that the local government
won't " cooperate." Won't be browbeaten is more like it. Spare
us the tears. In the first place,why are plants allowed to
build before they work this problem out with the local 8overn-
ments? And where is the Commission's concern about fairness
to citizens living near nuclear power plants.

I don't have hours and hours to go on about this.
Therefore please consider this short letter along with my
letter of March 16, 1987(attached) as my formal comments to
your proposal to make it easier to license nuclear power plants.

Your rules should remain as they are and not be modi-
fied merely because you need a way to get around Governors
Guomo and Dukakis. Ibey are both good sensible men and
decerving of the commission's recpect and attention.

Members of NRC should individually examine their
role in our society. A little more respect and empathy
for their fellow men might go a long way toward improving
their collective judgment. We folks who live near nuclear
power plants are not just so many rats to be wished away but
human beings with fundamental rights.

Sincerely, .

Judith Frank -

Attachments .

Oslo: gggjg _

add: P. Crane, H-1035
J. Lan<e, 266 PHIL

-_
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NRC March 16, 1987 {
'

King of Prussia
-

,

Pennsylvania. 19406
?

' ' Gentlemen:
_L

. .

I've been reading that there is a movement afoot to drop the requirement that [
states cooperate in putting together evacuation plans incase of a nuclear plant q

catastrophe. There really is no "in case" about it--it is just a matter of )
time if nuclear plants are allowed to continue. (

>
W

How much wiser it would be to invest in solar energys Nuclear power plants are y
time bombs waiting to go off. ;

3.

Governor Cuomo and Governor Dukakis are right when they say there would be no g,

safe exodus of residents when a catastrophe occurs. j
e

kI've attached an article which describes the terror residents near Seabrook felt
recently when blasts of steam escaped from that plant. If this steam escape was just b

*

part of a test as Seabrook claims, why weren't they required to warn the residents
first? What is your job at NRC? Why don't you regulate--isn't there something-
in writing that requires'the plants to be responsive to those living around them-- )
if.not, why not? [.

p-.

- - If nuclear plants are so nonchalant in their attitude toward nearby residents, . _g
~

:Lhow can they expect anyone to believe them when they say...it was just a test...or
there was.no danger to the public? Their credibility is zero.

The article I've attached implies that the plants responsibility would have been [

met if they had informed _ local police. I say not enough. They should have f
made television and radio announcemants well in advance and repeatedly. [

h'
If your organization isn't responsible for seeing that nuclear plants are more g
responsible, then who is? This is not a rhetorical question.- I'd like an -g

answer g*

c
f.

Sincerely,

: c G ~l d M <
~

*

|
.

Judith Frank
I'

! 16 Dresden Ct
!Albany, NY 12203
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Dear Admiral Zech,

I urge your commission to vote against the rule change that denies
.

the people of an area the right to protect themselves.
Your rule change defles:

1. the promise of President Reagan in 1984 that local determination
,P

in Suffolk Co. will be honored.

2. the 10th Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.
t

*

3. the policy established that nuclear plants be builtin unpopulated
,

j areas.

Irnagine 6.7 million people TRYING to evacuate Long Island!!
,
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Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission CFFlu
Room 1121 C'E ^ ''

* *

1717 H St r ee t NW
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branc d
|

--

ED RULE 10 CTR P
----- ~

NRC

's i

Dear Mr. S ry:

I wish t ta te m st g op lon td Nu Regulatory
*

ules eding gDffsite emergenCommission's oposal men -r
planning at nuclea wer pl sites

luteQQ circum e the NRC shopThere r ce w
authoriz powerJperating ense if he tili ca nr. t me,et

cy plannfgg requ c utenall of 4 C's cu ent emerg p
I believe tha y healt ndgs y, and of fam 1 e

of paramount .por ance.

I urg the NRC C mm ssione the tongest s ib1 way not
to change the rule

,

Sinc ely, LOUIS DE MA!O -%
\ $?$n"r$ $mn:Ya

'

F \
Na me ) "

'

\ L // N

["'''f)
(Tow , tate, Zip)

'

f, g ,

I @*u hhW % ->gpg*"=*a%c
Please fold along this line, and return to me before April 24.
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Seeretary

; U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission ,y q ., .F

Room 1121 00CFE ur.e. 9 iLi-
M E'1717 H Street NW

Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketting and Service Branch
.

e

% ...

NRC PROPOSED RULE 10 CFR PART 50

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I wish to state my strong opposition to tha 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,-

a

0, f ,'w
( Na~me ) $

3 s':[ --,

(Addeess)

/b' N /1,6 e m , <,
( Town , S ta te , Zip)

.

863 CHURCH STREET
BOHEMIA, N. Y. 11716 5005

.

.,-- iiw=v* * " 4

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

9
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To: Secretary, Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555 Offt
C0CXt' - ; :.;.

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

Please register my strong 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 Seabroox plant,
over luu,uuw geople gather at nearby beaches on hot summer days,+

ano no one has yet produceo a reasonaole plan to evacuate them in
tne event of a major release of radiation. Governor Dukakis
shoulo be applauded for retusing to approve unworkable evacuation

'

plans. In doing so he has insistea tnat the safety of area
resioents 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 countea on to make such a wise decision,
whicn is why evacuation planning should never rest with tne
utilities themselves.

On the issue of low-power testing, if tne NHC licenses New
Hampsnire Yankee before the emergency planning deoate is
resolved, you will seno the public the clearest possiule message
that the Commission is committed to seeing Seabrook 90 on line at
any cost. This is not an appropriate position for a regulatory'

agency to take.

Thank you ror consicering and recording.my opinion on these
1ssues.

Sincerely,

- ,.. / k ..-
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SMNCH

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 plants, when
state and local governments refuse to participate in 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 state
and local governments in matters regarding the adequacy of an
emergency evacuation plan for a nuclear power plant." Has
the President forgotten this position or does the present NRC
board repudiate the Presidents' views? The Federal Emergency
Management Agency, FEMA, 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

t resignations of chairman Lando Zech and Mr. Victor Stello for
i 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,
.
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ADMIRAL LANDO W.ZECH,JR., CHAIRMAN
kg.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
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ADMIRAL LANDO W.ZECH, JR., CHAIRMA
- U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Dear Admiral Zech', Washington D.C. 20555

I urge your commission to vote against the rule change that denies
the people of an area the right to protect themselves.,

Your rule change defles:
.

1. the promise of President Reagan in 1984 that local determination
,

j la Suffolk Co. will be honored.

} 2. the 10th Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.

3. the policy established that nuclear plants be built in unpopulated
areas.

Imagine 6.7 million people TRYING to evacuate Long Island!!
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ADMISAL LANDO W.ZECH, JR., CHAIRMAN
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington D.C. 20555

I urge your com=Insion to vote against the rule change that denies
the people of an area the right to protect themselves.

Your rule change defles:
',

1. the promise of President Reagan in 1984 that local determination
in Suffolk Co. will be honored.,

h
2. the 10th Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.

3. the policy established that nuclear plants be built in unpopulated
.

,

areas.

Imagine 6.7 million people TRYING to evacuate Long Island!!
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Dear Admiral Zech, ,

i I urge your commission to vote against the rule change that denies.

the people of an area the right to protect themselves.

Your rule change defies:

1. the promise of President Reagan in 1984 that local determination
? In Suffolk Co. will be honored.

' 2. the 10th Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.
'

3. the policy established that nuclear plants be Wb in unpopulated
areas.

Imagine 6.7, million people TRYING to evo z.te t ig Island!!, -
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Dear Admiral Zech, ,

I urge your commission to vote against the rule change that denies
the people of an area the right to protect themselves.

,

Your rule change defies:
'

1. the promise of President Reagan in 1984 that local determination
in Suffolk Co. will be honored.

2. the 10th Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.
>'

3. the policy established that nuclear plants be built in unpopulated
4 areas.

Imagine 6.7 million people TRYING to evacuate Long Island!!
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