Congress of the Tniteh States
Teonse of Vepresentatipes
zshington, B.C. 20515

July 28, 1982

The Eonorable Nunzio Palladino

Chairman '

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Dear Chairman Palladino:

This is to express our strong opposition to che Commission's
July 27, 1982 order limiting the scope of the ongeing Indian
Point nuclear station Special Proceeding. We urge the :
Cammission to reconsider and withdraw this unfortunate directive
to its Atomic Safety and Licensing Board (ASLBl.

2s you know, the Indian Point Special Proceeding began as an i
effort by the NRC to investigate the conseguences of a serious
niclear accident at that site. We endorsed the Commission's
original decision to undertake such an investication because

i+ is essential that the agency examine all evidence relevant

to whether or not the public can be protected in the event of

an accident at Indian Point. The need for this investigation
persists, and the Comission's new order imposes an unwarranted
and unnecessary restriction on the types of issues to~be con-
sidered by the ASLB.

The Commission's July 27th order has the effect of changing the
rules in the middle of the game. Section II D of the order
imposes new restrictions on the admission of contentions in

the Special Proceeding in a way that contradicts or goes far
beyond the Commission's previous orders pertaining to this
matter. In fact,.the new restrictions come more than a2 month
after the start of the evidentiary hearing itself. This
unusual intervention by the Commission in the ongoing activities
of one of its licensing boards unnecessarily calls into question
the Commission's willingness to hear and consider the views

of the public living near facilities licensed by the NRC,

~The order also raises troubling questions about the seriousness
with which the Commission regards offsite emergency planning 2s
an important means of assuring that public health and safety
will not be endangered by the operatiocn of a nuclear plant.
Since the risi *o which the public is ‘exposed is iIn inverse-
proportion to the adequacy of the emergency plan, it is clear
that any consideratioa of whether tho public can be protected
in the event of an accident, must take account of both the
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