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Mr. William J. Dirck :
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
7735 0ld Georgetown Road ~ ~ -
Washington, D.C. 20555 -
Dear Mr. Dirck:

On April 27,

Barbara Stemaris,
Plant Project.

Was the meeting held on April 27

represent.

Sincerely,

MIDLAND COUNTY EC

~ s TR

ROBERT B CHATTERTON
President

RBC/ smm

300 Rodd Street
442 BA0AJ0
gags}nggcx 0500038"?

1984 open to the public? Or,
words, could we have had representatives attend this meeting who would have
truly represented the majority of the people in the community?
future meetings of this nature may we have a representative attend?

Midland, Michigan 48640

SERVED MAY 151984

1984 there was 2 meeting held between Consumers Power Company
and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
the paper, were persons specifically representing GAP, Lone Tree Council,

and Mary Sinclair, all of whom oppnse the Nuclear Power
Further this group alleges to be "representing the communjty"
while in fact they represent very few in the community.

Also in Attendance, as indicated in

in other

1f there are

The groups I mentioned above are self-appointed or appointed by a very small
group, and for the most part are not from the community that they allegedly

They should not be in any way considered as represntatives or
spokepersons for the Midland County community, for they DO NOT.

Their concerns on safety has already been addressed and their statements on
economics are short ranged, inaccurate and in some cases absurd.

The - County of Midland, the State of Michigan, and in fact, the United States

cannot afford to allow a small but vocal group to continue to interfere with
the well being of their great Country.

IC DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

Phone 517/839 0340
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"Are We Being Left Behind? G

mc following article Is c:ccrnnd from several sources,
lhd proviges supporting views for the articie in this 1ssve
of the PEl ingustry Forum,, ' Safety and the Emrgv i
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Nmﬂvc countries now produce nuciear generatec

“ehACtricity. Ten more pian to 0o so Dy the end of the
' oecage. The International growth of this energy source

raises questions about what, If anything, America stanas

- D lose If It fails DenINg In NucCiear energy

- of total nuciear electric MMM mﬂﬂ f"

gevelopment
America heiped pioneer the technology of the wonad's

rudear plants NuCiear-generated electricity in the U.S.

[

Srew to a record 283 bINON Kiowatt-hours last year —
cdose to 13 percent of the Nation’s total electricity pro-

guction. fighty-four plants are now licensed to operate |

Aross the country, and 56 more are being built. in terms
MIINS NUMDEr ONE.», * .o « "2 & NE A il )

But since 1978, America has unoofwm 2 um ov na
gonal hesitation. For five years now, No new nuciear
power plants have been ordered in the US During tis

T @me period, there have been oroers for at least 40 such

plants In other parts of the wond, even with the giobal

' economic siump. France, the 5oviet Union, and Japan are
" among the many countries committed to nuciear elec:

-~

riCIty & an eCONOMIC, secure aliternative to oli-fired and
coal-fired power, as reported by the U. 5 Commmu tor
Energy Awareness. ~ . 7 & -

The national hesitation that presently mm Is due, ac

. cording to Bermard L Conen, professor of physics at the
* University of Pittsburgh and author of Before It's Tpo

Lare: A Scentust's Case for Nuciear Energy. to an

AMEnEn public which has been hadly misinformed.
"As a consequence of this misinformation” Cohen

states, “we are spending hundreas of millions of aollars

© per life saved Dy protecting peopie from radiation, wiie

we are gisgaining to spend one-thousanath of that
amount to protect people from disease, automoblie ac:
cigents and other common dangers.”

It has been found that more than 80 percent of the
public believes that nuciear power IS more
than 115 principal competitor, coal burning, which Is
typically estmated to kil 10,000 Americans each year
WItH IS air poliution — some studies estimate 50,000

small hanatul of sclentists WO MVC been U'Viﬂﬂ to
frignten the public about the dangers of ragiation.
"Joumnalists frequently make Implicit juogments on
scientific issues,” he said, “treating them like political or
SOCIal Issues ON which everyone is entitied to an opinion

- They 00 not recognize that a scientific consensus Is based

oOn vast amounts Of Gata, techniques ano experience, and
IS normally agreed upon Dy Over 90 percent of those
possessing these. The public wants and Is entitied to be
womoooftmmuﬂccwommnm
the 0DINIONS Of JOUrNBNSTS. i yor 50y 375

“Anmmmnnmmdrwmmm
than they were 10 years ago ? The scientific consensus IS a
resounding ‘'no, but the media have tuld the public that
It Is ‘yes ~otomtwsnamvmﬂcm
mmml‘ooqroroouu cal cansioeratians,”. Conen said.

n conciusion, Cohen said that these fallures-of Jour:

wtsm are costing our nation thousanads of unnecessary
geaths and wasting blillons of Oollars every year.
Moreover, they have quadrupled the inflation-corrected
cost of new electric power In the US. making It twice as
expensive as In Europe of Japan. “we can only surmise
wnatnonomacmocmwwmmmnmm
gecades,” he aoded.

wmwcmtomlvlmvmo!momm
competition ahead? America runs the rsk of 0oing just.
that — If they Ignore the growing intermationa rellance
on nuclear energy, and the reason behing the growtn.

The National Acagemy of Sciences has stated that “coal
and nuoisar power are the only economic

atermnativey
for large-scale application In the remainger of this cen

ry.” NuclearQerierated electncoity Is & secure, oepend-
able, economic energy source for miliions of people in
many countries, momwmwmmnmm

years to come.

JADaN NOW ODErates 25 NUCIEar UNits, and expects to
OOuDIe Its NUCear capacity Dy 1990 Japanese companies .

et @ nuciear PIant bulit there. United K
west Cermany all generate a greater share
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