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April 1, 1382

ODear Chairman Palladino,

| recently received a copy of the views expressed by (uclear
nequlatory Commissioners durinn hearinas hald on the application
for an exemption in the case of the Clinch River Sreeder Reactor.
I wouid like to comment on a few of your statements since | realize
another vote may take place in the future,

You state that 'licensanility' will ultimately be proven even
if an exemption is grantaed, rowever, meetina all NRC licensing
procedures was part of tne objectives for the Llinch River creeder
w@actor, ospecial exemptions should not de aranted lightly - esp=-
ecially for a "first-of-its=-kind" reactor.

You also put neavy empnasis on tne fact tnat Congress intended
"expediTious completion” of the project. Yet, in testimony by other
Lommissioners and in letters to tne wRC, it is certainly not clear
that Longress 2ither favored or opposed an exemption for the CRBR,
ihus, a decision cannot te made strictly on _onaressional intent,

Finally, you say tnat "delay in conducting site prenaraticn
activities...can only result in harm to the public interest." On
the contrary, | see the exemztion as undermining the putlic's con-
fidence in the project. In addirion, the normal waitinc period
would al low for further research on the propesal and its effects
on tne health and safety of the public.

| hope you will consider these commznts snould znother hearing
take place,

| sinceraly,
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