LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY

) PC




Mr. Robert Tedesco
July 8, 1981
Page Two

2. Late review of submitted material. We found Staff
reviewers were in many instances just getting to our
resporses on Opan It>ms at a time when draft SER sections
were to have been completed according to the NRC schedule.
Thus, any additicnal questions arising out of this review
were, by definition, late with respect to a July 1 scheduled
SER supplement.

3. Distribution of submitted material t)> individual reviewers
was in many instances late and cont: ibuted to Item 2.

The above three “"contributions" to the current situation are offered
as constructive observations with the hope that the NRC will considcus
them in your reevaluation of the licensing review program. I also
would request that future letters, strictly related to HRR review

of the Shoreham docket, he directed to my attention.

Very truly vours,
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B. R. McCafffey

Manager
Project Engineering
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cc: M. 8. Pollock (w/attachment)



