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U.3. Muclear Regulatory Commission
1717 H Street N.Y.
Yashington L.C. 20355

Mr, Hendrie:

1 am writing to express my concern with the decision by
the Muclear Regulatory Commission to streaunline licensing
procedures for new nuclear power plants. The question of
licensing a new nuclear power plant involves many sensitive
and complex issues that are of importance to the general
public and especially to neople who live close to the plunt
site., It is absolutely necessary that all matters pertaiuing
to licensing be dealt with thoroughly and that information
be mande available to the public and that the nublic be invited
to particinnate in licensing hearings.

[ am particularly concerned with the Diablo canyon nuclear
power plant. Tlhere are several issues that nced tokresolved
before a low power testing license is granted for this plant,
the plant lies less than three miles from an active earth=-
nuake fault and it is not certain that the plant has been
designed, built, and altered to withstand an earthaunke tnat
this fault could de!iver. imergency planning is inadequnte
and the plan for plunt security should be made available for
nphlie review, [he issue of on-site waste disposnl must be

examined, lhe question of decommissioning should be 1ncluded
in licensing hearings. These issues must be rcsolved be'ore
any license is granted for the Liablo Canyon plant. ublic

hearings must be held to resolve these issues. ''he health
and safety and economic well being of the public must not be
sacrificed for streamlining lieensing procedures.

Sincerely,
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15502 Bonnie Park o
Houston, Tx., 770684 =
22 Aprll l9cl N\

Docketing and Service Branch

Nuclear Regulatory Commission

#ashington, D,C. 20555 ..vnei v -l
PROROSED RULE PK

Dear Commissioners: 4@ FRIT2/6

1 would like to register my individual protest
against the proposal to speed up licencing of new nuclear
power plants. I feel that the consequences of an acciden
at such plants is much too grave to justify their use. I
do not feel that the safeguards are proven, and that we
should do much more research into all aspects of nuclear
technology hefore any more plants are built.

My personal background is that I am 43 years old, a
wife and mother, and dc not belong to any organizations,
political or otherwise. 1 bhave done reading on this
subject on my own, and these are the conclusions I have
drawn.

If you have any information on the stance of the
NRC on licencing of new plants, or anything else that would
be useful to me in forming a raticnal opinion on nuclear
power generation, I would be grateful.

Sincerely,

A

¢

Claudia N. Higginbotham
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Samuel J. Chilk YoFR172]6

Secretary of the Commission
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Mr, Chilk,

I object to the following proposed changes to the
Rules of Practice for Domestic Licensing Proceedings,
(10 CFR Part 2,):

1. The new rules of discovery do anot apply to the
NRC Staff. This would allow significant information
to remain unexamined.

ro

The allowing of summary disposition motions
at any time is an unequal burden to intervenors,
whose limited funds dc not allow quick response.

These changes will make it even more difficult for citiznes
concerned about safe energy to receive a fair and just hearing before
the NRC.

I live near the Big Rock Reactor; my views should be taken
into account.

Sincerely,

Susan K. Moore
Traverse City, Michigan 49684

Samuel J. Chilk

Secretary of the Commission

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commigsion ~
Washington, D.C. 20535 . r

Attention: Docketing and Service Branch ¢\
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46 FR 17216

The Honorable Robert J. Lagomarsino
1117 Longwor+th Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Lagomarsino:

In the 18 March news, I read of some disturbing new proposed

Nuclear Regulatory Commission regulations and legislation. Two

- aspects trouble me. First, the proposed regulations would gignif-
icantly reduce the public's right to gather irY¥Ormation in cases
the NRC handles. Under the present "discovery" process, citizens
san ask questions and receive documents relating to specific NEC e
cases, thus exercising their right to rpeceive information. The
proposed regulations seek to entirely eliminate the discovery pro=-
cess, with the NRC deciding if and what information to give citi-
zZens.

¥hat this amounts to is a removal of United States' citizens
right %o gquestion projects which have gserious potential for ex-
treme damages (damages to both property, and life itself). withe
out info-mation, now can we participate in democracy? A democrate
ie society must make information available %o all citizens, and
not have some dody (the NRC) deciding what information should De
available to its citizens; such a society which withholds facts re-
minds me of the Soviet Union. This proposed regulation is remov-
ing a democratic right. Rather likxe asking people to vote without
xnowing, seeing, or ever reading about the candidate.

Second, the prospect of issuing operating licenses defore
safety hearings are completed is absolutely ludicrous. would any
rational man drive a highepowered car on the freeway before salety
checks were completed? Would we even let him drive, thus endan-
gering our lives, without a thorough safety check? Quite assuredly,
no. Yet the NRC has suggested we approve of legislation which would
allow an extremely dangerous technology (dangerous not just t¢ th
individual, but to large segments of the population) to operate te-
fore safety hearings are finlished. 3Such benavior is throwing ea-
son to the wind.

Such irrationality may be acceptable if it affects only the
man who chcoses %o be the fool. But when it affects significant
quantities of other people, it is absolutely unthinkable. Yet this -
is what the NRC proposes. s

[ Ty - o 2 . \
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I urge you to reject the NRC proposed regulations and legisla-
tion. As responsible citizens, we must take the time to ensure,
without a doubt, that a nuclear plant is safe. As United States
citizens, our right to information so vital to our safety, and our
right to participate in our government, must be upheld.

Again, I urge you to reject the NRC proposals. Democracy and
reason go hand in handy The NRC proposals disregard both.

Sincerely,

e 7 /
S S

Fred S. Etheridge

.
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...c Commicsioners

6) Westsicde Drive

A7T17 B s, | Rxeter, M., 943
~ashington, D.C. 20555 NMBﬁRPR April 2, 1okl

o e
ear luclear kegulatory Commicssion 7 ionere q’b.F ;r{ry,\hearﬂ.f, or. rewer Aradiord,

e, Vietor Cilinsky, and Mr. Jagcph liendrie;

1 was actounded to reag 7 your rropoied “ruler-otfenmaniic changes intended to
speed up lernl proceedings on applicaticong to coansirint or sperate nuclear eclectrie
renernting facilities!. !y naieve astoundment metamorchoced into abeolute increulity
~hen I read tne tenor of your justificatisn for thece ~rocedural changes... cne aspect
~f wnich was reportedly due to having reasgsigzned 5o many resrle within your srgani ation

voie '
Lo ascess thL ?T??:'skin Three il2 Island, that not encurh rersonnel were left tn 4eal
with current practice procedural licensing matters.

Firet 2f all, I can't believe that you have more anrplicants for licensing toiny
than you had anytine in the recent past! 1T say thi: considering the huge numiar f
muclear nlant cancellations that have occurred in the past few years. The wirk lasat an
the 1iNC should actually be IESS today, 1if anything. "n aidiiti-n, T am ascuming Lhat the

ctunl zice 37 your stafl has increased {= the lasrt "wr or five yearr alreo
€ dly, and more importantly. If so much URC mapuver {8 bel pent acyessiae
1. 242! she 1rC's rile 4n THI, wouldn't it mmiie cenrc Lo pul) bacz on the Léchnalagi=ai
aialese throttle 8t a oit ¢t~ be adble “» assess the rhicle's enrire” ~erfarm 27n mare
siyatels and reliauly | 1 soin Bgrriat AR | sin s i ahy shs -
W F netion; nat Hlind geceleratlion into the un

ar the life cf me, I 7an’'s anderatand hovw presutiply rcliable and rea £t e
ment o ficials can seek to emasculate a workaole lesal nr cefure bo Tdeliuetig” the
oY gl Lod oo which eitizen and organi-ational intervenors oan rarticisate in Liv -
Ment . WSIECTAILY in light of the uncertainties and criticirms raise y the Uagnvin Bress
Jurthermore, 2 am distressingly aware of the nine monih delay cn tne pary of <he "T7 in
recponding o a "'Seaccast anti.Follution leapgue snonsore how Couse” order/res e::.\

\
and o the 193 day delay in your review of the Mirectror'z decision which was le=ally 9\‘
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,fuppesed to have been made within 22 days!

How can you possibly Jjustify this kind of totally irresponsible behavior on one

‘hand, and on the other, state that the public comment period on these propcsed rules

changes will not be extended beyond April Tth...which givec the public not much more

than three weeks to think about the proposel and formulate a response ?? It is no wonder
that so many pecple, intelligent, rational, and patriotic peorle, come to a complete

feeling of frustreticn and injustice in ¢rying ta cope with the NRC's actions; they are

rirtually driven to acts of protest, demonstraticn, and occasionally, lawlessness. It is

no wonder at all, even though I disagree with these praciices.

Gentlemen, please reassess your role in this American democracy. Pe willing te
’ v S

csncider the justice, the demccratic impact, the very wigd-a

Y idse Sawm a noare 0.-

proposed! If not, be ready to accept the respensisility foz

outery than you have ever heard from Americans whe are absolutely Ted up with

govyrnoent.

agencies which: seekx nct their

legally directed responsibilities to protect and ~reserve the safety erd the rights of

- - - -

its citizens: and which fail to adegquately disclose to the citiren pertinert informa

o
54
O
3

Your potential

sf our democracy nrovide enlichtened hope

3
Q2
©n
f

A Yee
nect MNally,

1/ [ - / ”
P
J A iy
T LA L
Hervert S. Moyer
¢e to: Pregident Teagan Citiren’s Safety Ciomittes

Vice-President Rusn
Senator Gerdon Humphrey
Senator Varven Muiman
Senator Cecrpge Mitel
Senator Rovert Sta
"
.

-u""*e sann Lc'm

”.d. “bzerﬂcr Iugh C

Mr. Srian Grimes « MO
11 R ‘o4

¥r. Mitehell Rogovin

M. John Kexmeny

participation in the process of government; neslect their

» ; T S U _ 5 s
for abuse is disheartening! Your capability 4o reaffirm the esgentia
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Secretar: 2Y the Tnani:
U,S5., Mue.cer "sgulat:r
“aghinetnn, ©,3, 20I5S

Adr. Secratary,

negurding the prairsel am . ¢t d . 2 Lisensing
procedures I must Tivc of all say izt 1 feol i thanies are Yighiv
inapyr ‘ﬂte‘ RRG 7L 3% parT onf the Ledigtecad iafermaiim evolslfn
that the slowdown 1o ¢ 8 Licensing praocsss Ls lzogely Sut to the alacd
9f safaty cansiforstic 8 first. if the 2787°-THI: Lessq Lavmlive a
ilower, moze cau~inus Llceasing proacess in th: friura, tien this is
the most appropriate © urse of action, i{he mantisned 'delay cnircs
utilities and, ultinsT ly, rete ,a"e*s“ which "esuld rus ints blilic
°f dollars” a‘e campic ely irreleveat Af oupr prisary e9s09rn is safety
and nn mra accidents use to regulatery failuces, In the Tun ysar
since Three Mile 1slan , many larga public devzascrarisss and ozl
surveys have clearly s ate? Tha publis's epinion: Lf nuclsar pover
zenerating is o ¢onti us was o the ficst pgrizsity. The
sconomics must ba sz:t.sd 2 52 The 20:%s of Licensing nuclea
slLants as gsfely as 0o jUisRiy. Cuzarly, then, glil
seapo@ed changes are o eumises o7 safels ., It is not the
N-chg part to raspon? 2aszidaractione of 2 new executive
aiministration, n o lau,
Speclfle oo'ntz « the chargzs 775> Lnéprcnpriate ara those which

1a eltizan Latervz .. 30 mere diffleuls, 244 in reaiicy do radfuca the

iality an# Talrness < Che hearinz, sirce si:iz31 grouss do nac !

1@ financial an’ o ic izetional povier that t i Lidustsy can marsha

.ne input of ecit. ze~ 3 s crucial 7 & hih 1ualilty hedring,

guld atharwise 'or . az gely the priirities tha in'ustry, v
sarily thoza of ‘he ~e e living in tha ares ivme 9f the prapesad
shignges wrieh are muit letrimental ineluds:

#17 1t i3 abosluz: @ ecsaatisl that sertii: contisse tos nava iorn
diangvery a1y ronied againe?t 50 gtalf, The rublie muzt ha
the right 2y ¢ t marvarisl Lg Lspo-tant for 1f 9 have
Llts grse r 4 n af w EFET! &2 F& what i Ladies
e gerv. o £ inf -~ & pacnare vitgl Lalsesstd
f:;:‘:: Na 3k S, @IS 18 A9t vezih wrataver 1. savi
mey te poEsitl

#2) 1t ie imrase = ea keep ouen Yl ¢ raeien: cany
tha Licalisi sd TO relinallir nv ribes, ATnOY
NLATSCRS & vravaeanted w1l ALY AL thiis practadure,

$4) Ore of the gre . tudt flagws Ln T dazisiac maltlag processe
centreliinz r spoansitility on sna chalrren, Alzhousgh th
ha' sasgacames 1 Simag Af exizls Tostee gnridan o,
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-y & Though 1 sinzily ¢ these specliic poln.. 3 chief cuamples of

it fli&s Lo me 2 st 2o oca thet 1 gm aprosed Lo the encire notion
shanging licc'sinz praceedings far the solec purpnse af spesding up
tho rocess, Szfety in 23 complicated a2 system as a Muclear Station
requires all the time znd forethouzir ve cam allow and we must accept
the cnsts nf sa‘ety, rat seek shortecuts which

allnw less room to
corvect human aoversighrs,

Since aly veourrs,

Dl



March 30, 1981/‘

647/
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717 H Street, N.Wh

washington, D.C. 20555 UOCKET NUMBEK .
PROPOSED RULE PR =
Dear Persons, 4l FR 1121 6

1

I am writing in response to your request for public
reaction to current consideration of modifications in the
licensing peolicies for nuclear power plants. I was amazed
to read in the Los Angeles Times and hear on the radioc of
possible elimination of the discovery rule. I think it is
vital that informaticn on safety issues at any specific plant
be available to the public for assessment prior to the licens-
ing hearings. I would think this change would seriously inter-
fere with the goals of such hearings, tending to make them
more a formality than a genuine attempt to evaluate the safety
and appropriateness of licensing.

I am also very concerned about the possibility of some
nuclear reactors beginning operation at low levels of power
even before the public .icensing process is completed. Again,
this seems highly antago.istic to the goals of the hearings
and licensing process, not to mention the potential danger to
the public in surrounding areas.

I strongly protest these changes. I view them as reflec-
tive of reduced concern over the safety of power plants, with
higher priority on the speed and number of plants licensed.

As a citizen very much concerned about radiation and the imme-
diate and longterm effects any leakage would have on us and
the ganerations to come, I voice my strong objections to priori-
ties vhich do not put safety first. I know the Commission is
under pressure because of anticipated .ncreased demands for
energy sources, but an evergy source which does longterm dam-
age to the consumers is an obvious tragic failure. If the
citizens of our country canriot depend upon the government
agency delegated to control and regulate nucliear development
to pursue an approach in these matters which we¢ can trust will
protect the health and wellbeing of us ahd our children, our
country and its values are in serious trouble.

Sincerely,



‘4,(' March 30,

Nuclear Regulatory Commission

1717 H Street, N.W. CUNAGL MU

Dear Perscns, 4@ FRI112I G

I am writing in response to your request for public
reaction to current consideration of modifications in the
licensing policies for nuclear power plants. I was amazed
to read in the Los Angeles Times and hear on the radioc of
possible elimination of the discovery rule. I think it is
vital that information on safety issues at any specific plant
be available to the public for assessment prior to the licens-
ing hearings. I would think this change would seriously inter-
fere with the goals of such hearings, tending to make them
more a formality than a genuine attempt to evaluate the safety
ané appropriateness of licensing.

I am also very concerned about the possibility of some
nuclear reactors beginning operation at low levels of power
even before the public licensing process is completed. Again,
this seems highly antagonistic to the goals of the hearings
and licensing process, not to mention the potential danger to
the public in surrounding areas.

I strongly protest these changes. I view them as reflec-
tive of reduced concern over the safety of power plants, with
higher priority on the speed and number of plants licensed.

As a citizern very much concerned about radiation and the imme-
diate and longterm effects any leakage would have on us and
the generations to come, I voice my strong objections to priori-
ties which do not put safety first. I know the Commission is
under pressure because of anticipated increased demands for
energy sources, but an evergy source which does longterm dam-~
age to the consumers is an obvious tragic failure. If the
citizens of our country cannot depend upon the government
agency delegated to control and regulate nuclear development
to pursue an approach in these matters which we can trust will
protect the health and wellbeing of us and our children, our
country and its values are in serious trouble.

Sincerely,

\ >
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FR: LANE AND MIXE KRAUSE
RE: PRCPCSED RECULATICN CEANGE
JOUAET NUMOER
8 s PROPDSED £ PR"’ 2_
DATE: 4/16/81 ¢ el N° &
We (the public) do not need any decreased ianput into
the licensing of future nuclear plants. To do so would be
an action diametrically opposed to public service, During
this time of general distrust of nuclear businesz it would
te a bad F.R. move of the part of the NRC.
Keep the existing K rule. (appendix Bto Part 2 of
NRC Regulations.)



o 504 3. wall, Apt., 228
Carbondale, IL 62901
March 21, 1931
Senator Alan Dixon

Room 456 ‘4’I ‘:
Russell Senate Office 3ldg. OOCKET NUMEER

Wwashington, DC 20510 PROPOSED RULE PR" z

Senator Dixon: 4T 26

This is to express my dissatisfaction wi‘h some rule changes proposed
for the Nuclear Regulatory Commis..on. 3oth these rules seem designed to
bypass public hearings on whether certain nuclear plants can be built.

In the first case, the NRC is proposing a removal of the public's
right of diacovery. By this measure, any public interest group opposed to
the licensing % construction of a nuclear power plant has access to informa-
tion about the plant, and can use this information to argue a case against
the plant. The elimination of right of discovery in effect would bdbypass
the public will by denying the public information on which to prepare a
case.

Wwhile that proposal disenfrancnises the public in effect, we would be
disenfranchised in real.ty by the second proposal: a rule that would permit
nuclear power plants to begin operating before a license has been granted.
This in 1tself is bad enough--if this rule 1s adopted, we might as well not
arrest anyone who drives or hunts without a license--and it is a slap in
the face of the rule of law. Taken with the other proposal, it speaks of a
willingness on the part of the current administration to goverm by fiat,
rather than by consultation with the governed.

Mr. Reagan's advocacy of nuclear power is well-known; what is not well=-
known, especially in light of the Three Mile Island incident and other les-
ser accidents, is whether nuclear power 13 as safe as 1ts proponents claim.
The proposed rule change would seem to want to settle the issue without
examining the evidence. ¢t would be an unconscionable move, and I ask you
and your colleagues to speaxk out and vote agains*® this propoesal., It's an
insidious trend, short-circuiting government via the consent of the governed.
This is a principle which no administration should turn its back on, however
pig its "mandate".

Yours,

Patrick Drazen
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RACKOSED RULE Durham NC 27705
Yo FRITETG April 1581
To: US Nuclear Peguiepory Cormission ©
Re: "Immediate Effectiveness Rule” grovosals B of 1 April, 1981

Conments of Wells Rddlemsan, feneral Fnergv Consulting ‘fzqii/’Jf/Qf;§h,47__
1. It is confusing, to say the leas?, +hat the bulk of the provosed
changes are for construction permits, not overating 1ieenses., Nowhere Iin
the intreduction nor in the summary are ary reasons why changes in the
procedures for construction permits wculd be desirable or required.
With lead times of 10 to 20 years (Shearen Barris Tnit 3, near my home,
was provosed in 1971, set up with the old A¥C by 1973, and 1s now scheduled
for completion in 1994), a delay of a few days o1’ even & few months for
safety review is surely inconsequential. And with nuclear units being
delayed and cancelled all the time, the uncertalinty as to date of possible
completion, if any, 1s on the order of several veavs, Agzain, 6 few weeks
or a few months won't change anything significantly.
5. It is not very practical to couduct a post-T™MT safety review
of any final nature at the construction permit stage anpway, There, the
debate s over paver designs, What neede.to be carefullv and thorecughly
examined, preferably by Pallure Modes X wffects Analvsis or a similar
procedure incorvorating all possible fallures and their consequences,
not just those thought "likely" or "eonceivable", ls the actual constru-tior
and operation of the plant as bullt. Nevertheless, the Commission ls
right to retaln the ootion, in review cf any constructlion permits cons'dere
frem now on, to "determins that compliance with existing regulations and
volicles may no longer be £ sufficient to warrant anoroval of a license
annlication and may alter those regulations and noliclies.,” This feature
of both options A and B re comns*truction permits 1s the only one that has
any merit, But 1t should never opreclude the Commiss’on, the ASLE, or
tne Appeal Board from making further inquiries into any safety matter

at the operating license stage, There 1s no reascn for exvediting :t33&:Y
Construction Permit (CP) review and the Commission has given none. \ N

W
\



- |
Toerefere there should be no expediting of CP reviews., Only the rloxibilit73
to éhlngm exlsting regulations found inadequate (including policles)
should be {mplemented. This would alid somewhat in heading off future
nuc . car accldents.

I hove the Comission realizes by now that the nuclear industry
cannot afford another significant accident, ever one that can be labeled
"harmless" from a radloclogical effects standooint, You must »nursue a
policy of gzero defects. The Commission should use procecdures such as
wer> “oyveloved in the aerosvace prcgrams for making sure there are no
ldentifiable deficiencies in nuclear systems, and thoroughly analyzing
all possible fallures, thelr consequences, and what can be done adbout them,
The example of the svace shuttle, re¢cently delayed many times to assure

safety and performance, which then performed well, should be your gulde.

3. The Commissicn's declared intent to lssus overating licenses
faster 1s the same kind of thinking that caused TM. and will cause more
accidents Lif you den't abanden 1t, If you don't have enough staff to
analyze ™I (the accaident, 1ts causes, and the cleanup and how to prevent
future accidents), hire more staff, Don't rush your review orocess,

I am seriously disturbed by revorts the NRC 1s understaffed now,
particularly in insvection in the fleld, To the extent tkhat you cannot
f11l oositions you must exercise greater caution in licensing and in
overaticns., This is sc elementary I would not menticn 1t, excepot that
the NRC has & long record of ignering maragerial common sense about safety.

A nomber of studies of Three Mile Island (TMI), including the "Kemeny
Commission" and the "Rogovin Fenort" ildentify sericus management and
safety-attitude deficlenclies in the N2C. These are what vou must remedy.
Instead, you say you nave your new rules "sufficlently settded", There
isn't even a claim, much less any evidence put forward, that the deficienci:

in the NRC have been remedied to the exten® that 1t 1s safe to go badk



-la
to "business as usual? liensing of nuclear plants, some of which belong
to utilities with no nuclear experience in Commercial Operation, e.g.
South Carolina Electric & Gas.

As I've sald, you can't afford anotber accident, Therefore you s-ould
droo the provosed immediate effectiveness rule changes at the operating
license stage entirely. Taking more time 13 nc guarantee you'll cateh
all the mistakes in a pvlant design or license. Taking less time is a
virtual guarantee you'll catech less of them. The fewer errors vou catel,
the more safety and efficlent operation are comoromised., Fixing the errors
after overations begin is a muck harder job, esvecilally since many parts
and areas become highly radioactive in overation and thus repairs and
changes must Involve mere workers, more rrecautions, more time and more cost:
Therefore you .uould not have any form of immediate effectiveness rule
or expedited test licenses or lowe-power licenses at the C.L, stage. You
should, nowever, take jurlsdiction (4f the Commissicn doesn't already have
't) to determine in any overating license case that "commliance with
existing regulations and procedures may nc longer be sufficlent to warrant
aporoval of a license awplication” and to alter those regulations and
oollicles accordingly. This is a vital safety procedure to have, and can
avelid the preblems of %rying to f1x reactors after they start up, which
I nave alluded to above and whicr are currentlw =»la . u ne the 7., nuclear
induatry (excevt for the svare parts neowle, who are doing gocd business),

Le T stronglr guesticn the statement on nage 7 that thia rule (either
nronosal or both) "will not, if oromulgated, have a xmx siznificant
sconomic impact on a substantiul aumber of mall entities."” The affect
of sveeding uv licensing of nuclear units will be to ralge rates (throug
the larger amount of vlant cost then Iin rate Hase fo» thelr cuners) his
willl certainly hurt the small cus% uers, who are a subsctantial number

{millicns) of small entities, To give one examwle, Duke Power Cormary new
’

s
seeiks an expedited license for ?ta MeGulire nuclear unis #1, The aff
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licensing this unit will be a $110 million rate “‘ncrease (10,4%) for
Duke Power's 2 million North Carollina reslidents. A similar percentage
increase will anoly in South Caro.ina and to wholesale customers, a total
of about 4 m._lion nersons., The 3110 million per year is Duke Power's own
number, supplied to its stockholders, and filed in North Carcline TUtilitiles
Commiss’on Dockat No. -7 sub & 314, Duke's latest general rate incresse,
Sach of the 2 million perscns whose families are served at retall by Duke
Power will vav an additional #55 ver vear If HcGui*ﬁlcnmns tnto omewatinon,
For peovde garning under $10,2000 ver vear, that is more increase
than the arovosedk;:g;g tax cut., PFor those on Social Security, disadility,
pensions and so on, that amcunt of monev s even more significant. Many
of these veovle cannot duy food, medicines they need, and energy even
as things now stand., To squeeze them out of even more morey is certainly
a significaut economic immact cn them, New nuclear plants generally have such
hign capital costs that they will raise rates similarly, regardless of cperating performance.
The NRC aovnears to intend (as in i{ts previous pro-osal to sveed up
iicensing nearings) to suvport the cash flow interests of a few very large
entities (power companles’' * the expense of bdoth the safety and the

econvyilc interests of small entities (consumers, small businesses, etec.).

This 1s both wrong and very dangercus to the nuclear industry.

In sum: There 1s no reascn to chanye the Construction Permit process,
and i1t 1s a foollsh vaver exercise to try v» finally CK safety systems at

that stefe. At .e Operating License stage, thorough safatw veview s vitel

This pronosal (both A and B ocotions) makes it harder to give a thorcugh

"

safety review, It will also have substant . verse econom.c mMi=mract on

small consumers, those on fixed incomes, and uchers, The only suggestion
of any merlt in these vrorosals <8 that the NRC have autrar'i7 to revise

its rules and »rocedures whenever current ones are not su” “leolen

or
-

and o

dery or n0dify licenses and change rules and nolicles tc ensure greater

P

safety. This last suggestion should annly at the overating license szvage
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RROFOSED RULE PR~ =
Mr, Secretary, N Q-'(p FR /q
Regarving tha propased ammmarmd'mants vhich would axpadite Llecensing
irﬁceduren, I cust first of all say iLla®? 1 (ool ths changas are hizhl:
neppropriate, The first part of tho tackg—und Lafarnation explaing
that the slowdown In the licanseing proeess 13 largoly due to the placing
of safety considareticas fizet, If tla gcst-TMI lagsoneg Lavolve &
slover, mope cautiouz licencing procnas in The future, than this is
the most eppropriate eourse ' @ astlon, The nentiozald "dolay cosis to
utilities acd, ultimetaly, - aayors™® woizh Yeould rum Iinto dillions
of dollers” ere completely . _acavent 4f our prinacy concorn is safety
and uo more accidonis due to rcegulatery failures, Iz thae two years
tince Three Mile Island, many lamge pudlic 4amonctraticas and opinion
¢t \rveys have clearly stated the publie's opinion: 'f nuslear pawer
geasration is to contince, zofoty nmust be tha first priority, The
sconanics nmust Yo settled;, then, btasod 09 tho enstz of licensing nuelear
plants as gafely as possible, not gz guleXly, Clearly, then, all of the
prn?oouﬂ changes are objectisnatlpo ecovorenisos nf 3afaty, 1t is not the
NRC's part to reepond to ths connonle ennsidnrations of 2 new executive
administration, in my view, K
Speclific points of the chanzet mrst {nanpropriste ave thosa whieh
mgke citizan intarvuntion wmore difflesle, and in reality do reduce the
quality ané fairnese of the heerins, since ~itizar grouds ¢o not havs
the firanclial and orzganizationel pnwar that the industry can marshal,
The Linput vf citizen groups L9 ecrucial tn 8 hizh quailty hearing, which
would otherwisa reflect largely tha prleritics of the industry, not neces-
sarily those »f the people living in the area, Sonme of the proposed
changees which ere moct detrimental include:

#17 Lr is sbeolutcly eoseaticl that merties econtince too have !
elacovery opportunities againat FRC staff, Tne publie must have
the right to Jacide what matorial is important for it ts have for
its case, The discretion of NEC etaf{ as to what is "precticadle”
can servo only to prevent infsemation, perhars vizal iaformstion,
from ceming out in publie, end 45 oot worth shatsver time saviags
may te poseible,

§2) It is impottent o keep open the possibility of motions requesting
the Licensiag Zooxd Tty reconzidar proheariag ordars., Impertant
nistates mey Do prevented at 2a ¢arly stags bv:this procedura,

#4) One cof the groatedr flowe ia IMC decislon making processes is

: centralizing respunsibllity on one chalrman., Althoush this may
be neteecary a1 timzs of eriszia {malcr abcidcnt’ aete,), advance
licensing procesedings ere the placz vwhare the ¢ime and care can
ané must be tckiaen e discuur avary wejor decislou, Again it is
not encuzh to lesve it to the “dicescileg of the ehalrnen to

gonsels the othor members,” ® lontt twr Lisensing Beard members
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Though 1 single »ir thace apecifie points as chief axanples of
fleuws, let e 2qcia cuvoin Tant - o9 ~=tnaor to the entire notion

of ~hamlm 1ic=malng cdlsedlings fov “ha sole purpasa of speading up

the process, o~ ey in &3 CrriiCei.) 9 Sysies as a luclear 3tation
requires all tha time ond Toratiouzihr o cen cllew and we must accept
vhe onats nf gefely, nit seck ¢ srtents which allew less room to

corvect human cversishts.
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145 Dorsey Avanu
Mcrgantown, WY 26505
March 20, 1381
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Senator Robert C. Byrd\=l i M Sl 55/ T 5.5 '
United States Senate | < N 3 N e
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Dear Senator 2yrd: ' ‘ A7 ERI17ZI¢

I am writing to veice my cppesiticn o the preposed changes in the NRC
licensing regulaticns, especially those changes relating o reszricting the
digcovery procedures and allowing nuclear plants o begin cperation pefore
¢inal licensing approval is obtained. It seems toO Me smat the NRC, in pro-
posing these changes, is confusing she aims of safetry and public P ctecticn
and speed. The ragulations were designed not to save =ime in licensing Dbut
+o allow an adeguate forum oy the examination anéd depate of salety risks
and public dangers. 1# «he real gocal -- the only geal == % speed in licensing,
wny doesn't the NRC simply push to abolish all existing regulaticns rather than
trving %o gut the structure whish already exists? I believe the existin
regulations work to the renefit of the pudlic, especially to the penefit of
~hose who live near proposed reactor sites. Using nuclear power should not
be a casual undertaking. 1£ something goes wreng in 2 fogsil-fuel system,
chere is a localized disaster. e risks of nuclear power &are substantially

greater, and we must constantly De aware of that fact. Therefore, all due
cagtion should be exe ~ised in licensing and cperating such plants. (I perscnally
am Jpposed to using nuclear power, but if it must be used, let us employ all

Furthermere, we xnow from past experience shat, human nature being what
it is, agencies and cerperations will invaziably do thelir
mis-represent CI senceal informaticn detrimental to their particular interests.
(An~ the NRC, like most gcvernmen:al regulatery agencies acts more as an advocate
for =he nuclear industry than for the public good.) Conseguently, the process
of discovery is vital and cught not tc De 1imited, as the NRC propceses. on
a nroader basis, restriction of the discovery srocess at the benest ~f one
agency will make the process that much weaker when ancther agency (for example,
«ne EPA) decides ©0 attack it. Thus, segstricticon could begin a dangerous
ercsicn cf the public's right to know.

3.

In clesing, I would like to tell you chat I thoroughly ar~.audeéd your
vete against the Halg neminazien. I think it is deploratle that with many
gqualified pecple from whom tc cnccse, the nevw rresident selected 2 candidate
whe re-cpened the 13 wounds of Watergate, dividing us anew at a time when
we should be *rying =0 neal divisicns.
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Ro=-1, Clearview Jrive
3radford, R. I. 02808
April 28, 1981

JUCKET NMUMBER s
Secretary of the Commission RULE PR z
U. 8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission PROPOSED O——

Weshinzton, D. C. 20555 4o FR 1721 &
ttention: Docketing and Service Zranch

Re: UNRC 10 CFR Part 2, Rules of Practice for Domestic Licensing
Proceedings -~ Expediting the NAC Hearing Process

Jear Sir:

I have studied the essential features of the RC Proposed Interim Licensing
Legislatior as discussed in Tews Release 91-48, dated Veek ending llareh 24, 1887,
It is oy judgerment that what is being propeosed is presisely opposite %o the
direction that shnuld be taken - we need more careful rather than fewer regulatory
restrictions., Particularly, the importance of public hearinzs and the Hear.nzs
in the Congress cn nuclear issues remain vital, and due process rights of
intervencrs asa the gemeral public must not te ignored. The regulatory process
must not deteriorate to autocratic decisions by the IIRC chairman.

A temporary expedient in behalf of industry to speed up licens b
on econcmic Zrounds at the expense of full safety review reflects the co
short-sightedness of industry in calculating its own interests. It i
that industry cemnot, and the public will not, tolerate another Three
In view of the total costs of a major accident including plant resrof
improved safety, rerlacement power, the sociological and eccnomic imp
ence in the !IRC and the nuclear i

a community, and the decreased confid industry,
one would expect industry to adopt the slogan, "Safety iz Cost Effective”.
Bvidently industyy has not leamed that nuclear safety is essential to both
piblic health and to the financial 1isks in nuclear investment.

This propecsed legislaticn adds fuel to the deterioratins s-nfidence br the
sublic that the A0 knows what it 13 doing« Instead of %zlting acticns that will
strengthen the trust of the public thet URC has concem for nuclear safety, -is
proposed action forces the public to question the meotives end the regporsidilities
of the JNRC, CTonfidence in the nuclear industyry is not hizh owinz %o the ocontinued
rroblems that beset nuclear plants., These proposed licensinz chenges bdeing
rressured on the IRC by this same industrvy, will undermine even more, the 2anfiden
that this industrr n=eds to go forward. [‘ore than this, T 2ind 1% di2ficult %o
reconcile tiis agtion by HRC in behalf of industry when industry itzel? zas been
guestioning the adequacy of YA rezulation. The claim Piled b7 4he T'T svmers
againgt the NRC Zor four billion dollars for their feilure to alert *hem %0
design and equipment inadequacies suggests industry desgire o> —ore patermalism
but fewer regilatory restrictions.

I would urge +hat the U7 withdraw this pyopoged legisliaticn gg seing
against the best interesta of the public and tne URC itsell.

\ >
\ 4
Sincerely yours, ? X
\
W 3
58/s Samuel Seelv, Piule \
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Dear sirs:
The proposed changes in *he Commission's recsulations to speed up
the licensing of nuclear rower plants would preclude the thorough

1 Tdmd e s
-7 -Q:«‘-N .

investigation of latee-surfacing rrotlems, and serious
right of .re publie to full hearings.
The potential hazards to rublic health and safety are too great

to permit any shorte-cuts in the licensing srocedure,

24 e e
Sincerely,



April 22, 1621
502 Tremont Sireet
Chattanocoga, TN 237405

OCORET WMBERPR
Secretary of the Commission, NRC £BOEDED BULE e

waghingten D,C, 20555 46 F(/ 72/6

D2ar Mr, Secretary,

It kas recently been trought to my attention that the X2C is considering
changing 4t3 regulation concerning the final review period between NRC licensing
approval for a plant and the date that new license becomes effective, At t
very least, with publiec safety being your main concern, this regulation should
not be changed, The licensing time should not be shortaned at all, but in fact
lengtherned if we are to have acinowledged that we have learred anything from
cur nuclear experinece, In my own territory, the licensing of Sequeyah luclear
plant has moven *that a great deal of careful observation and practice zust te
observed to give 3 minimal impression of safety 10 the com—unity, It isrcy
telief that nuclear power is not needed for the production of electricity in
this country but considering that we do have to degl with tris outragecus

protlem, then tcse in charge of policy making should azt with utmost respons

3

ility to the idblic they serve, Therefores, shortening the licensing review ti-e
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wuld only preve to convince me that the NRC does not set with the ¢
tublie in zind but rather with the profit of the nuclear industry in mind, I

urge you to act respongibtly and reject this proposed change to existing rezulaticns,
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Mr. J. Hendrie, Chairman

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commi
1717 H. Street, NW
Washingtoan, DC 20533
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Dear Sir
- X . g : :
The @enclcsed letter was sent Co Senators Bevill, Moynilhan and
D'Amato to express my councern over Nuclear Power Plants wnicn are ready
t2 operate, but have not yet rveceived their license 1 note your
~sncesrn inm this matter as evidenced by vour request for iaterim
licensing authoritly
Tt is a shame that these plants are sitting idle, when they could
be producing power and saviag oil which 13 now Delng used IO producs
elactricit The decision to build these plants and operatce them in a
safe manner was made many vears ago ov competeat technically gqualified
! ” - 11 - - a ” - LY a 3 ' 1 . n-\' - -
persons Now is no time to allow obstructionists to "held up  tche
publiec and the util.ties,
Your affarcs 20 move forward the licensing process will be gresatly
majorisy of uwgilily customers
Yery truly yours
‘ fi
/)-0
.
E.L. DeMerict
Tanm s anl A\ en aF ampr Fmm Tmarsans 2lammnims
secniral AssLs3tant O0r SLmergeac TLanNL0g
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