UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGUIATORY COMMISSION
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(Possession Only License)
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AFFIDAVIT OF ALBERT G. PRODELL
Albert G, Prodell, being duly sworn, says as follows:

1. 1, Albert G. Prodell, reside at Remsen Road, Wading~-
River, New York 117982 which ie about twe miles from the Shorehan
Nuclear Power E£tation ("Shoreham Plant"). I have vwned this
property for thirty years. Thus, 1 live within the geographical
gone utilized by the U.§., Nuclear Regulatory Commission (“NRC")
to determine whether a party is sufficiently threatened by the
radiological hazard and other snvirormental impacts of the
proposal to establish the reguisite irterest and standing for
intervention as of right.

2. I also own a sajlboat moored at Brewer Yacht Yard in

Greenport which is about thirty~three wiles from the Shoreham
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Plant and is, therefore, also within the geographical zone of

interest.

3. 1 have been employed as & Physicist for over thirty
years at Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton, New York 11786,
located about eight miles from the Shoreham Plant., I received my
A.B., M.A., and Ph.D. in physics from Columbia University in New
York and taught physics et Columbia University and Barnard
College before taking a position at Brookhaven. 1 presently work
in the Accelerator Development Department at Brookhaven. I have
served on the committee which worked in cooperation with the Long
Island Lighting Company ("LILCO") to study and develop emergency
evacuation procedures and routes for the School District's
students and enp)oyees to feollow in the event of an emergency at
the Shoreham Plant., My training and experience as a Physicist
has given me a thorough understanding of nuclear radiation. I am
familar with both the benefits and risks of nuclear power plants.
1 strongly support the use of nuclear power to meet the energy
needs of the Long Island area, and the Nation as a whole, in a

safe, economical, and environmentally benign manner.

4. The Shoreham-Wading River Central School District
("School District") covers an area of about twelve square miles
and the Shorehanm Plant is witnin the boundaries of the School
District. Thus, both I and the School District's students and

employees regularly spend a considerable amount of time within
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(YLILCO") application for & possession only license amendment

("the anendment”) for the Shoreham Plant license.

e I am concerned that the amendment would constitute
another step in the decomnmissioning process presently underway at
Shoreham in violation of my rights, and those of the School
District's students and employees, under the National
Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA"). The amendment would reaffirm
and further the previous NRC decisions allowing LILCO to reduce
staffing and maintenance to a level clearly inconsistent with the
terms of the full power operating license Lnd NRC regulations.
The School District submitted a Section 2.206 reguest in July of
1989 when the destaffing and plant disassenbly activities had
enly just been announced and were yet to be implemented. That
reguest asserted that these actions should not be allowed to go
forward before publication of a Final Environmental Impact
Statement ("FEIS") pursuant to the dictates of NEPA and because
they were inimical to the public health and safety due to their
inconsistency with LILCO's license obligations as a full-power
licensee. On behalf of the School District and myself, 1
separately reaffirm that principle with respect to the amendment.

9. 1 do not believe that any steps in furtherance of
Shorehan Plant's decommissioning should be implemented until a
FEI1S evaluating, among other things, the direct and indirect

impacts of, and alternatives to, the entire decommissioning



proposal has been completed in compliance with the terms of NEFA
and the NRC's own regulations in a single proceeding, 1f the NRC
sllows steps which are clearly in furtherance of decommissioning,
and have no necessary independent utility, to be implemented at
the Shoreham Plant prior to the necessary NEPA review, my rights
and the rights of those similarly situated to have an opportunity
for meaningful comment on the environmental consideration of the
decommissioning propesal will be prejudiced, if not completely
denjed. BPesides reaffirming past actions aimed at removing the
Shoreham Plant from service and, therefore, in furtherance of
decommissioning, the amendment also sets the stage for yet other
actions in furtherance of decommissioning. LILCO has spplied for
a8 license amendment to transfer of the plant to the lLong Island
Power Authority. The amendment is & further link in the chain of
actions directed towards the issuance of a license amendment
authorizing “"possession and use, but not operation." The
issuance of a possession only license would be a further step in
removing the plant frorm service which is part of

"decommissioning" as defined by the NRC regulations.

10. The amendment also represents a threat to my, and the
gchool District's students' and employees', personal radicloegical
health and safety and to my and the School District's real and
personal property in vielation of my and their rights under the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, since neither the

financial responsibility nor safety planning requirements of the
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regulations have been approved although they are prerequisites

for the smendment,

11. As & lLong Island resident, 1 am interested in actions
wvhich will have a direct effect on the availability of reliable
and environmentally benign electric generation to meet my needs
and those of my family, the School District, and the community as
a whole., 1 understand that lLong Island is presently at the full
capacity of the existing natural gas pipelines which supply this
area and that there is inadeguate reserve capacity for the
growing electric energy demand of the area. Thus, either the
Shorehan Plant must be operated or alternative generating
facilities will have to be built and operated. Because natural
gas supplies cannot easily be increased, oil-burning plants will
inevitably be reeded to replace the Shoreham Plant thereby
increasing our reliance on foreign oil and thus reducing the
security of our energy supply, among other things. These plants
and the facilities needed to supply them with fuel will have a
significant adverse impact on the local environment which
includes pristine marshes and beaches. They will also emit
pollution lowering air quality in the region and contributing to
global warming and acid rain. These effects of the Shorehan
Plant's decommissioning will have detrimental effects on my
health and that of the School District's students and employees
and on the quality of the natural environment in which I and they



live day-to-day. This calls for serious consideration of the

alternatives to decommissioning.

12, 1 am also concerned about the adverse economic
conseguences which will automatically follow from the
decommissioning of the Shoreh*m Plant. Under the terms of the
existing Agreement between LILC and the State of New York, the
cost of electric energy will probably doublie over the next ten
years., 7These outrageous rates combined with a drastic reduction
in tax levies (the taxes levied On the operable Plant censtitute
appreximately 0% of the District's tax base) will cause a
precipitous decline 1in the quality of education offered to school
children in the District in addition to huge tax increases IOT

pDistrict residents.

13 And if the scope of this proceeding ig narrowved to its
relationship to the choice among the alternatives for
decommissioning mode, I believe my health, safety and
environmental interests would be harmed by any actions

consistent with mothballing the plant ("SAFSTOR") .

14, 1 understand that the School District has been joined

by S8E; in seeking to intervene in hearings on other issues
related to the proposal to decommission the Shoreham Flant. I
also understand that the issues raised by all of these actions

significantly overlap due to the fact that each of the acticns
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Donald P. Irwin, Esq.

Hunton & Williams
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Nicholas S. Reynolds, Esq.
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Winston & Strawn

1400 L Street, NW.
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NYS Department of Law
Bureau of Consumer

Frauds and Protection
120 Broadway
New York, New York 10271

Shoreham-Wading River Central
School District



