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to represent my interests, as described herein, in any
proceedings to be held in connection with the Long Island
Lighting Company ("LILCO") application for a possession only

license amendnment ("the anmendment®) for the Shorehanm Plant,

5. 1 am concerned that the amendment would constitute
another step in the Jecommissioning process presently underway at
Shorehan in viclation of my rights under the National
Environmertal 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 and NRC regulations,
SE, submitted a Section 2.206 request in conjunction with the
Shoreham~Wading River Central School District in July of 1989
when the destaffing and plant disassembly activities had only
just been announced and were yet to be implemented. The 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. I separately reaffirm that principal with respect to

the anmendnment.

6. I do not believe that any steps in furtherance of the

Shoreham Plant's decommissioning should be implemented until a



FEIS evaluating, among other things, the direct and indirect
impacts of, and alternatives to, the entire decomnissioning
proposal has been completed in compliance with the terms of NEPA
and the NRC's own regulatiors in e single proceeding. 1If the NRC
sllows steps which are clearly in furtherance of decomnissioning,
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
decomnissioning proposal will be prejudiced, if not completely
denied. Besides 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 applied for
a license amendment to transfer the plant to the Long Island
pPower Authority. The amendment is a further link in a chain of
actions directed towards decommissioning. The issuance of a
possession only license would be a further step in removing the
plant from service which is part of "decommissioning" as defined

by the NRC regulaticns,

7. The amendment also represents a threat to my personal
radiclogical health and safety and to my real and personal
property in viclation of my rights under the Atomic Energy Act of

1954, as amended, since neither the financial responsibility nor



safety planning reguirements of the regulations have been

approved although they are prerequisites for the amendment.

g, As a long Island resident, I am also interested in
actions which will have a direct effect on the availability of
reliable and environmentally benign electric generation to meet
ny needs and those of my famlly and the community as @& whole. 1
understand that Long 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 Shorehanm
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
needed to replace the Shoreham Plant thereby increasing our
reliance on foreign oil and thus reducing the security of our
energy supply, ameng other things. These plants, in turn, will
enit pollution lowering air quality in the region and
contributing to global warming and acid rain. These effecis of
the Shoreham Plant's decommissioning will have detrimental
effects on my health and on the guality of the natural
environment in which I live day-to-day. This calls for serious
consideration of the alternatives to decommissioning.

9. And if the scope of this proceeding is narrowed to its

relationship to the choice among the alternatives for



decommissioning mode, 1 believe my health, safety and
environmenta: interests would be harned by any actions

inconsiste ith mothballing the plant (“SAFSTORY).

I understand that SE, has been joined by the Shoreham-
wWading River Central School District (“"Scheool District") in
seeking to intervene in hearings on other issues. 1 alsc

understand that the issues raised by all of these actions

significantly overl )@ to the fact that each of the actions
constitute anothe: I the decommissioning process underway
at 4 shoreha lant. would favor ensolidation of all of
the issues raised by
ould be the nmost efficient and
proceed ! ] oncerned. ]l aleo submit that
i demanded by NEPA because all of these
d proposals and ac ne in fact, part of a single
l, are cumulatively significant, and have no utility

lent ©of the decommissioning proposal.
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