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Dear Sir:
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I wi sh t o rnake a comment on the proposed rule for E,nsuti_ rag tije
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I have fourteen years ex p er-i enc e in the nuclear power
i ndust r y , six years naval and eight years commerci al .

1 am very skeptical that this rule will have any positive
impact on the commerc2a1 nuclear i ndustry. The additional costs
that this rule imposes, both logistical and material, will hamper
nuclear power's return ' to becomi ng a competitive source of energy
for our nati on's future needs. The . additional regulatory
nightmare this creates will rei nf or ce the ' i ndustry's CEOs present
opinion that' nuclear power i s more troubl e than -i t 'i s worth. =l
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Furthermore, how can the p u b l'I t 4 eel any mere assured that
t iucl ear power is safe, when. i ts governing agency proposes such.a
rule.that implies the utilities are conducti ng busi ness unsaf el y?

I'here is al so the issue of f airness. Commercial nuclear power
has arguably one the best i ndustri al safety r ec.or d s. Yet, .i t is
cotistant l y bei ng si ngl ed out by the press and government for non-

L existent saf ety problems. I r eal i c e the NRC has no control over
'

other parts' of industry, but what about the number of direct and
I indi r ec t deaths caused by fossil f uel ? Wh e< t ebcut the number of

deaths caused by equipment malfunction or pi 1 at error on
as rpl anes? It 2s 12 w tne ut211tl es are prai sed f or their safety
record, rather than forced to prove it again with this unfair

,

burden.
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Itiu;Jear power is t i nel 1 y belno recogni ned bv ino r e and mor e
nember = -of c ongrr Es and ihe'public as e necessary part vi the
4 al tti. t on to our nation's f ut ure energy needs. It- is safe,
econcimi ca L . ;4nd r el at i vel y a non-pol 1utant when cornpar ed to othe r i

energy sources. f<ecent events, such as global warming and the j

n a t i on ' e. landfill cr i si s, has finally shed some light t hat nut' ear
power inav achieve .a comeback; but who would want to undert a k e
cuch a . ven t.ur e as t he construction of a new pl ant 1+ ei r ule such
.a this is ta be i mposed upon them?

l i o s, pr oposud , ell e i s (tonecessar y, and f or the gopd of the
i ndits t r y, I implore you to reconsider.

Respectfita l v,
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ljJ C_.i T "jsb, -
Robert F. C: achor
SDP 20289
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