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PLEASE ENTER MY FOLLOwING COMMENT ON NukEG-0695, ENVIRONMENTAL
STATEMENT ON SEABROOK NUCLEAR PLANT: On

V (1) bEsRR00K'S OnNER/ BUILDER, PSNH, DOES NUT CONSIDER ITS SEACOAST
SYTE SUFFICIENTLY " SAFE" FROM P AJOR EAHTHouanES OR IT *0VLD HAVE MADE
OR AITEMPIED TO MAKE ITS COOLING TUNNEL'SYSTLM "EAHTHOUAKE PROOF.4 OO RATHER, IT IS nultoINc ON-SITE, A SINGLt COULING TU eR TO ue SriRED
BY BUTM NUCLEAR UNITS IN THE EVENT OF A HIGN= MAGNITUDE EARTMOUAKE
RENDERING ITS COOLING TUNNELS UNUSAdLE. Hoa CAN PSNH'S LACK OF 9-

U CONFIDENCE IN ITS SITE 9E RECONCILED WITH AN E.S. WHICH ESbtNTIALLY
SAYS THE SITE IS FINE?

n (2) AN EARLY SPRING OF 1980, WORMERS AT SEAbdOOK NUCLEAR PLANT aERE OU FOUNU T0 bE DUING C ONSTRUCTION WORK nMILE UNOLR THE INFLUENCE OF
DPUGS. UUR NEa HAMPSMIRE GOVERNOR GALLEN REQUESTED THE NRC TO 00 A
STUDY OF THE QUALITY OF CONSTRUCTION DONE DUWING THE DRUG-TAKING OpV TIME, I HAVE ASKED THROUGH THIS SPRING, 196d, F0H A COPY OF THAT
STUDY A ND THEN TOLO IT IS NON-EXISTENT. Noa CAN THE NRC SAY THE
SEABH00n PLANT WILL NOT EVER HAVE A DETHIMENTAL EFFECT ON THE Opd ENVIkON" TNT aHEN THE GUALITY OF THE CONbTRUCTION WORK IS NOT ASSURED 7
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THIS MAILGRAM WAS TRANSMTTED ELECT 70N!CALLY BY WESTERN UNION TO A POST OFFICE NEAR YOU FOR DELIVERY
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