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Teeclve the cutstanding {smuies regarding ™I, At that hearing, scre twenty-five
withessas testified repvesencing citizens’ groups, the NRC, GPU, state senators,
the State Charbar of Caperte, courty commissionass nyoTe.

That hearing disclosed:
1) encemous punlic wenyy about the recommerdstion of che NRC stasf ta pestast T™T
Lmitlbampuﬂmirq.\kiumn:tw:ﬂmwmwtym
ooncluded ;
?\ substantial concern by GPU and muclear industry proponencs about the future of
micleas anargy in light of the lorg delays in resolving the TMI matter;
3) serious questions about the of the NRC t0 perfarmm i{ts Congressicnal
Mandata as embcdied in the appl le Fadaral Statutes.

As the recxd unfolded, there have been & multiplicity of Foceadings imvolving
the NRC Itsalf, tha NRC Offime of Investization, tha NRC Special Inquiry Group, the
Atguic Safety ard Licaneing Board, the Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal Board ard
the Special Master.

AliﬁtimmdmmmmeyﬂuWMaﬁmmm
been concluded since almoet five years have alapsed since the incident of March 28,
1979. Mr, Denton of the NRC staff testified;

"It is incplicable wiy it had talan £ive years to get here,“

It is totally unaccwptable, es mildly as I can put ie, to have no rational justifica-
tion for the intnlevable delay.

Amjwmmuw@mmmmmemuono:m.mmw~ "
Dieckarp in GPU's managarant, When I spake to tham last Tuesdsay, December 13, 1583,
Imethﬂt&tmm&mﬁuNﬂ:h&mWﬁMof&m
alout thelr knowledge of or imolvemant in falsi{fication of recwds, operstox cheatino
& other allegations of wrongdoing. mmmmmmmmmmpqd

16, 1883, there was finally some linited questioning of Mr, Fulms and Me.
Dieckarp by NRC representatives. It certainly is & curious ocoincidence thet no one
questioned those GPU officials for move than four years ard eight menths, but did so

appearancas at my office and my heering, I am
wwmteimm.muk.blﬂmmmmlminwwm-
well a@ all interasted
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page 2
| T the basis of this recard, (¢ (s rmy judgment thet the VRS is gullty o non-
feasance in falling & act properly to discharge its statutcry duties an tha g
inciZams, This (s the moet lopostart lssus in the history of the muslesr Lndus—
which the NRC i5 charged with pugulating, & it L5 ad has heen entitied o -3 F=FP §AY
tTeatent,

The people of central Pennsylvania, the miblic genarally, the camperny, the
rdustsy and the Cogress are antitled 0 answers or the ™ invdders which ha-
been pending for almost five years, The NRC should caplets the hearing prooese
ad let the chipe fell whare they mav 80 that those at feult will be ousted =1 *he

At Priday's heering, your counsel confizned that the NXC itsalf aould held the

necassary hearings amt reder the relevart judgments, I that the NRC itself Mol
Buch hearings and make thoge judgments under an appropriataly tishe time—tanla,
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January 24, 1984 SRANCS

Dr. Nunzio J. Palladino

Chairman

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
washington, D. C. 20555

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The Commonwealth is in receipt of NRC staff's re-
sponse to GPU's management proposal and I want to *~ke
this opportunity to reiterate my views concerning the
question of restart of Three Mile Island Unit 1.

As you know, I have repeatedly stated that I will
remain opposed to the restart of TMI Unit 1 until and
unless I receive adeguate assurances that Unit 1 can be
operated safely, and until and unlees there is a funding
mechanism in place for completing the radiation cleanup
at TMI Unit 2.

In my letter to you of June 2, 1983, I expressed
my view that a variety of questions, including those
related to management competence and integrity, should
be resolved prior to restart, not the other way around. -

In your written response dated July 14, 1983, you
provided assurances that the NRC would mak- no decisions
regarding the restart of Unit 1 until such i:tsues had,
indeed, been addressed.

I believe that the NRC staff's recommendation,
which would permit the conditional restart of TMI-1
in the face of unresolved i-sues related to competence
and integrity, would be inappropriate and inconsistent
with the spirit of your statement of July 14.



Dr. Nunzio Palladino
Page two

Public safaty must be the primary concern and
principal objective of the operators and regulators
of nuclear power facilities. In the interest of
public safety, the NRC should reject any proposal to
separate competence and integrity issues from TMI-1
restart, but rather resolve these issues prior to any
decision on the future of Unit l.

pcerely yours,

*s
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December 16, 1983

Dr. Nunzio J. Palladino

Chairman

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Mr. Chairman:

In view of recent events, Gov. Thornburgh asked me to
share with you this reiteration of his administration's position
regarding proposals for the restart of the Unit 1 nuclear
generating facility on Three Mile Island.
: Sincerely,

Fo, At
Dr. Frank Wright

Secretary for Policy
and Planning

L‘&‘b/—‘es
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December 15, 1983

Honorable Arlen Specter

United States Senate

Room 331, Russell Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Sen. Specter:

1 want to thank you for this opportunity to reiterate Gov.
Thornburgh's views concerning the question of restart of Three
Mile Island Unit 1.

1 particularly want to note that your interest and concern
for the safety of those who live in the shadow of Three Mile
Island is well-known here in central Pennsylvania, and 1
commend you for your continuing efforts on their behalf. .

As you know, Gov. Thornburgh repeatedly has stated that he
will remain opposad to the restart of TMI Unit 1 until and
unless he receives adequate assurances that it can' be operated
safely, and until and unless there is a funding mechanism in
place for completing the radiation cleanup at TMI Unit 2.

The zovernor told the chairman of the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) last June that these conditions had not been
met and that he was particularl;, concerned at that time &about a
variety of outstanding questions which could directly relate to
the safety issue. i

He felt then, and he continues to feel, that all such.
questions, including those related to competence and integrity,
should be resolved prior to restart, not the other way around.

In a written response dated July 14, 1983, Commission
Chairman Nunzio J. Palladino assured Gov. Thornburgh that the
NRC would make no decisions regarding the restart of Unit 1
until such issues had, indeed, been addressed.

While the Governor's Office has yet to receive any
official communication from the NRC regarding a staff plan to
reverse this order, we are aware of published reports in which
the staff seemed to propose, in effect, restarting Unit 1 first
and answering the outstanding questions later.
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We were samewhat reassured by subsequent reports quoting
Chairman Palladino as saying that no restart decision is
imrminent, although the staff procedural recommendation
appeared in the same news accounts to be on the commission's
agenda. The governor continues to feel that such a procedure
not cnly would be totally inappropiiate, but inconsistent with
the spirit of Chairman Palladino's statement of July 1l4.

Some progress in resolving restart issues has indeed been
made since the governor expressed his reservations of last
June. GPU Nuclear signed an agreement with the commonwealth,
for example, stipulating that it would not allow TMI-1 to be
operated by any individuals found to have cheated on their
qualifying examinations. Yet, several cther important issues
remain to be resolved, particularly those relating to
competence and integrity.

The governmor believes that public safety must be the
primary concern and principal objective of the operators and
regulators of nuclear power facilities. He believes the NRC
should reject any proposal to separate competence and integrity
issues from TMI-1 restart, but rather resolve these issues
prior to any decision on the future of Unit 1.

Copies of the Govefnor's letter of June 2 and Chairman
Palladino's response of July 14 are attached for your record.

L

Sincerely,

A Nl i
Dr. Frank Wright

Secretary for Policy
and Planning
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et July 14, 1883

The Honorable Richard Thornburgh
Sovernor of Pennsylvania
Harrisburg, PA 17120

Dear Governor Thornburgh:

This responds to iour Tetter of June 2, 1383 regarding Three Mile Isiand,
Unft 1. In that lTetter you expressed your concerns with regard to three

133ues that You believed should be resolved before the Commission takes any
action with regard to restart:

(1) the Possibility that TMI-1 would be operated by persons found
to have cheated on their qualifying examination;

(2) the possibility that the cleanup at TMI-2 may not be proceeding
as safely as it should; and

(3) the possibility that the levels of operator competence and

integrity at TMI may not be as high as those which the public
is entitled to expect.

With regard to your first concern, you further explained that ¢ would be
inappropriate for the Commission to act on restart prior to hearing the .
nwealth's appeal on the operator cheating issue, We note the
stipulation between the Commonwealth and GPU Nuclear, fi)ed July 11, 1983,
and the appended Motion to Withdray Appeal, in which the Commonwealth agreed
to withdraw {ts appeal and the licensee agreed to specified conditions
concerning TMI-1. The Commission plans %o consider the integrity of the
individuals responsible for operating TMI-) prigr, to authorizing any restart.

With regard to your second concern involving the cleanup operations, the
Commission is investigating the allegations of unsafe practices at T™I-2.
The Commission has decided that the allegations of unsafe practices at T™I-2,
together with other 2llegations that the NRC is investigating, raise
questions which preclude a final restart decision for TMI-) at this time.

The Comnission does not plan to act on restart of Unit 1 until 1t is

satisfied from the relevant parts of those investigations that Unit 7 can be
safely operated. "

Finally, the NRC staff itself has raised additional questions about
management competence and integrity. The staff is undertaking furthe: review
of thess matters. The parties to the TMI-1 restart proceeding will be -
provided an opportunity to comment on the resulting staff reports to the
Commission before the Comission reaches a final decisfon on restart. The

Commission will not make 2 final decisfon on restart until those Questions
are addressed. , :
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Cormissfoner Gilinsky adds: “Nothing is more important to a decision on whether
to permit TMI-1 to restart than a favorable assessment of the integrity of GPU's
top management. My own conclusion at this point, which is set forth at greater
Tength in the enclosed draft separate opinion, is that there is sufficient infor-
mation in the record to conclude that the top management of the Company -- and by
that I mean the Chairman of the Board of GPU, the Prezfdent of GPU, and the Pres-
ident of GPU Nuclear -- should be changed.® ' » T

Cownﬁésfoners Roberts and I believe Connﬁsﬁioner Gilinsky's decision to be pre-
mature. My responding views are also enclosed.

Sincerely

Enclosures:
As stated




o~ -
ComMMONWEALT™ OF PUNNSYLVANIA

QOFricE oF THE Goveanor
Hammissung

THE COovERNOM

June 2, 1983

Dr. Nunzio J. Palladino
Chairman

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Mr. Chairman:

1 am writing because of suggestions that the time has come
for your commission to authorize restart of the Unit 1l nuclear
generation station at Three Mile Island.

Nearly four years ago, 1 asked this commission to postpone
any decision regarding Unit 1 restart because a number of
serious heal:th, safety, environmental, operational, management
and other issues had yet to be resolved. I believe the

comnission acted in the public interest at that time by post-
poning its restasrt decision. :

Nearly two and one-half years later, on Nov. 24, 1981, 1
repeated to this commission by coucern that any action by the
NRC to allow restart of TMI Unit 1 be preceded by adequate
assurances that this facility can be operated safely.

Today, more than four years after the March 28, 1979
accident at the nearby TMI Unit 2 facility, I must advise you
that while progress has been made, adequate safety .ssurances

have not been fully provided with regard *o Unit l, either to me
or to the people of this area. '

My reservations are now principally focused on the poss-
ibility, to which this Commonwealth has objected, that TMI-1
would be operated by persons found to have cheated on their
Qualifying examinations, the possibility, raised by engineering
technicians and others, that the radiation cleanup of the
damaged TMI-Unit 2 may not be proceeding as rafely as it should,
and the possibility, raised last wonth by the NRC staff itself,
that the levels of Operator competence and integrity at TMI may
not be as high as those which the public is entitled to expect.

-’,--
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A prompt, thorough and effective investigation and public
resolution of those issues raised in the Commonwealth's appeal
of August 20, 1982, and those raised by your staff and by
workers at the plant itself, is absolutely essential before this
commission seriously entertains any action with regard to-
restart.

efore these issues are resolved, 1 would find it dis-
turbing, indeed, for the commission to take action on restart.
I would find it particularly inappropriate for the commission to
take such action prior to hearing this Commonwealth's appeal on
the operator cheating issue.

On behalf of all who live within thk2 shadow of Three Mile
Island, all who believe that public health and safety must be
the first concern of those who see a future for commercial
nuvclear power, and on behalf of the integrity of the commission
and the regulatory process it represents, 1 once again urge you
and your colleagues to postpone any decision on restart until
these issues have been satisfactorily addressed and resolved.

Commissioner Gilinsky
Commissioner Ahearne
Commissioner Roberts
Commissioner Asselstine




