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He' are g?,aica to respond to your 1a eiter datad February 16, 1877, in
which you irﬁi cated @ concern aboui radio aet€V< jedine 131 comtamin-

._%?ﬁ, t?a Clan gﬁ, South Carol ?sag grin kf-q Haters N C

""\

The incident to which you re pter in vour letier 15 a rpceﬁt vﬂ? sas
radioactivity into the Keswse River From the Doones Huslear Sta t%e¥.--v
The Hetwee River feads into Lake Hartwsll, Hater samples %aaen in :
5 timdly manner Foliowing the relesse indicated hai r?Jic Eivity
in-the river al. the sesrast drisk !ﬁ@ wa%gr %ﬁctiJﬂ posad n threat . -

TR0 pua§:a é@é%tg aeé safety. ‘

Tais incident was investisated by the Huclear Regulatory Camsission

(4P0) Inspection ang Enforcesent. personnsl whosa Findings support

the conctusions of the State of South Caroling and Yuks Powar Company

thet the effect of this. evéht on public heslth was insigaificantly

small, = - Wl ' - '

In resard to your cossgrs tf on was inifially “hushsd ~

ap”, we have.ng svidopne casg. |

Your letter asks aboul gettip £ th the ?i esident on. thfs matter.

In view of the fact that 24 .r,n,£¥~ fuvestigated and that

the meastreneuts taken of sking water demonstrated that it d j

not econstitute a8 threat & Th- ! sadety of the public, ve .

do aot feel this wmatior warranis %is';ﬂrsaua? sttantica, -

12t me assure RLF that we do wot Ti %tif.aism%sc instances of unplanned .

radioactive releasss from ruclear plants. He are “Kﬁwi’?ﬁg the iﬂua 8 -

of this particuiar rolease with the §iﬁgmsét, Duke Power Company, with

the oblusciive of reducin g vhe ?é%eivhs i of  future GETUITRNCES of Ehis

nature ' )
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o Februory 16& 1977

,x.Nucledr Regulatory eomm1531on,"'
'fg!ashlngton, D.C. ,

';fTo Vhom Tt May Concern:
“ C enclose d

.visit our daughter and granddaughter in CLEMSON, South

' the Clembon“at r supply from Lake H\RTIEL

A

|

b ,
' and the Seneca JOURNAL, and the role of the DUKE PO4ER

‘We will not be leaving until later .in March
'should be ample time for us to hear frocm you regardlno

B In view of the Dre51dent's concern with the

MY

swe. wlll appeal to hlm as a next step.

‘{ Slncerely yo

s%)c@m

)nuclear fuel sources, would it be a good idea to get in touch Nlth

'Thunk you for glVlng thlS matter vour attentlon.
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BOX-180 RFD, 1
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' KATONAH, N. Y. 10536
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The copy of an article in today's W.Y. Tlmes speaks for 1L—f

- self. ‘I am writing because my wife and I are plannlng a trip to '

Carollna.

- We are dlquJELed by what we hear from our daughter and son- -in-law

{our granddaughter is only two years old) about what has happeneo to

It has come out that due to an unfortunate "1nadvercency"

Iodine 131 has been found to have contaminated the Clemson water

’&ksince come out in the local newspapers including the Greenville pap:t

CCMEANY .
so that there
this matter.,

problem of

1‘
h1m¢ . Please adv1qe.'_ Of course, in case we do not hear from you,

L\\C%ov1s lenlng, L.D

‘_supply. - The situation was apparently initially "hushed up" but-hés -
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£0 Been Understated in Studies

e ® b

CONNECTICUT SCORED |

."-tP-a'n'eI: Asserts Radiation Hazards
t ~and Peril of Sabotage May Have |’

4

bs

b

By LAWRENCE FELLOWS

" HARTFORD, Feb. 15—An eight-member
panel that visited nuclear installations in

" the state says that the latent hazards
of radiation posed by such plants may!-
have been understated by studies on the':
subject. And it called for the establish- |
ment of an agency independent of the|

- .utilities to check the plants regularly for:

" .. possibly hazardous operations.

'A»-.‘g-l.

¢ Ina report to the state’s General As-
» sembly, the panel, which was appointed ;
. a year ago, also said that the dangers
of sabotage and of the malfunction of
critical safety systems in nuclear power |
' plants might also have been understated. !
The Reactor Safety Study. the standard
j work on the subject. which was published
fate in 1975 by the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, conciuded that the dangers
inherent in the operation of nuclear
power plants were iess than those in most
human activities.
~ But having found the Federal study
weax -in the specifics it brought to the
Assembly’s notice, the Connecticut panel,
caljed . the Temporary Nuclear Power
Evaluation Council. suggested that the
¥ederal Government might be underesti-
mating accident probabilities based on
material in the Reactor Safety Study.
- Differing Reports Cited
_Doubts spread among the elght mem-
hers of the council when they were given
widelv differing reports on their own ex-
posure to radiation.
Four of tie eight members added their
-own misgivings even about the report
“they were submitting to the General As-
sembly, for some ¢f the shortcuts in thor-
~oughness or logic they thought they per-
© ceived. One of these points arose in a
discussion that compared radiation ef-
fects en workers in nuclear plants and
deaths attributable to coal mining, with-
‘ont also mentioning the people who lost
thesg Jives mining uranium. : :
The plants are audited now by the Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, although
that Federal agency normally does not
- heve the people to do more than review
the utility's own inspection of . its nuclear
insiallations, the council reported.
“As long as the industry acts as its
own pnliceman, there will always remain
a question relating to the adequacy nf
the quality of plan: design and compo-
¥ nenis U the cnine.l said -

. - Three Plants in State
Connecticut has three nuclear powgr?.

plants: Connecticut Yankee in Haddam,
on the Connccticut River; and Millstone!

1 and Millstone II at Waterford, on Long |-

Island Sound. Millstone III at Waterford

is expected to be in service in 1982. Vi

More than half the electricity used ini
Connécticut is generated in the three !
operational nuclear plants. About 12 per- |
cent of Connecticut’s power needs is sup- i
plicd by the nuclear plants,

Because of the expansion in nuclear ;
capacity that can be expected in the fu-:
ture, and the widened hazards, the state |

.should pursue encrgy conservation and

. look for other sources of energy as alter- |
. netives to expanding nuclear power, the:

1ty 8f Connecticut,

. prég@@ent of United Technologies.

council suggested.

g: <1:ouncil members are: i

ries G. Karanian, a lawyer and t

council chairman. w : he !

Barbara F. Bass of the Connecticut
Ludg Association.

Bhomas F. D’Muhala, president of the
NL;&l:ear Technology Corporation.

ichard H. Goodwin, professor emeritu

of Botany at Connectjcut College, :

Baiil Haake, a chemist
Wedlowar ry professor a;

Qifford B. Pinchot, a physician and for-

met ‘biology professor at Joh ;
University. ns Hopkins

Carlos Stern, associate professor of
envirdnmental economics at the Universi-

le Van Winkle, a lawyer and vice
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