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Nuclear Regulatory Comissii}f wAY 1 4 1981 =
1717 H Street, N.W. * V.S, Mscag M”‘f'
washington, D.C. 20553 \- CCmmiss o O Rpistins B

Dear Perscns, 7 ‘2 LS =
I am writing in response to yoO Tequest 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 radio 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 cnange 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 opcration 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, nct 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 nunber 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 generations to come, I voice my strong objections to priori-
ties which do not put safety first. I know the Commission is
under pressu-e because of anticipated increased demands for
energy sources, but an evergy source which does longterm dam~
age to the consw.ers 15 an obvious tragic failure. 1If the
citizens of our cocuntry cannot depend upon the government
agency delegated to contrel 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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Mrs, David Z, 3olts
714 ¥. Merrill #214
Duncanville, Texas 75115

— MAY 14 1981w =

¥r, Sammel J. Chilk E2 b wasn paon

Secretary of the Commission \—". COMM 15 0N (&/,
U.S. Muclear Regulatory Commission A P A

RE: Request to Congress ‘o Grant Izterim Licemses to wompleted luclear
Power Plants Prior to the “capletion of Pudblic Hearings

Dear Secretary Chilk:

T wish to express =y strong objection to Chairman Zendrie's suggestion that

the T T-related backlog of muclear power plants awaiting opexating licenses
necessitates the incredible notion of granting interinm operating licenses %o
those plants which are now, or which will soon be,completed=—rrior %0 o
completion of required public hearings. Such preeempting of e public's

right to participate meaningfully in resclving allegations of constricti
deficiences, emergency plan inadequacies, and other problems in areas dealing
with the public's health and safety, as required in tbe regulations, is appal=-
ling. Suck blatant disregard for ihe contributions made by the public in the
hearings is zstoundinge=for the Commissicner asserts that such interinm licenses
weuld cnly be granted "where all applicable healih and salety requirementis

have been met" ((RC News Releases, 3/17/31, p. 2). Dces the Commissiomer imply
by tois statement that sucn judgments on the adequacy of such ccuplliance are
routinely zade before public hearings begine—before intervenors' conftentions
relating to health and safety have been resolved? If so, ome wonders why the
NRC bothers to hold hearings at all!

Several other questions come to amind after reflectiing zcmentarily upen this
proposal: (1) ESow long an "interiz" operating licemse period 1s the Commissioner
proposing”? 4 month? Twe? Ten? Cnce the plant is cperaticnal and functioning
aven at a low test level, wouldn't the utility have little cr no incentive %0
respond to intervenors' juesticns? (2) wouldn't the issuance of such a "learmer's
sermit? prejudice the fullescale operating licemse hearings in faror of th
licensee? Ior if, for say a momth of lowelevel testing, no discemmable flaws

were noted, wouldn't the .RC staff and the Hearings 3cards conclude *hat suci 2
socd record comstituted proof positive that the intervercrs' contenticns were, in
fact, groundless-—and move for summary disposition on the dasis of the interinm
results?

I s‘rongly suspect that if interiz operating licenses were, in fact, granted,
such scenarios would become commonplace and the issues raised by concemmed citl=
sens would never be considered or resclved, In o
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125 Doll Parkway
Syracuse, New York 13214
April 29, 1381

Secretary of the Nuclear Regulatory Cormission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Secretary:

I am writing you because I strongly oppose any move to cut
the review period on the licensing of nuclear power plants, I
feel this would maxe it even more difficult to ask the necessar
questions regarding safety, econcmics, environmental impact, ote.
that should be asked and answered before 2 plant is allowed %o
gc into operation,

Thank you for your attention,
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secretary of the Commission
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissicon
washington, DC 20555

Attention of Docketing and service Branch.
Gentlemen:

we have a copy from the Federal Register of the Nuclear
Regulatory Commissicon's proposed rules changes in the matter of
the licensing of nuclear power plants. A date of April 7 is
given as the expiration of the comment pericd, which seems un-
realistic since the changes were not published until March 18.
Another date, May 4, has been mentioned, and we are submitting
the following comments:

1. The amendments are proposed to speed up the licensing
process because of the pcssibility that a number of reactors
will be completed prior to the completion of adjudicatory hearings.
The guest.on that comes to mind is why construction is permitted
while ftue Commission is still, at least thecretically, in the
process of determining whether the plant can be operated. It
seems inevitable that once construction has been completed or
substantially so, the NRC will grant the operating license. We
£inc this totally irrespensible on the part of an agency that,
again theoretically, is protecting the salety cf people.

2. The changes propose to eliminate the opportunity for
parties to licensing proceedings to engage in formal discovery
against the staff, but staff would produce relavant documents
and would respond to requests for information wherever practicable.
It would be up to staff to determine whether to respend to in=-
formal discovery or provide witnesses at hearings. In other
words, there would be no effective rule at all, and parties to
licensing proceedings might or might not have necessary informa-

tion made available to them.

3. The Licensing Becard Chairman would be authorized to act
alone on prehearing matters, put it would be within nis discretaion
ts consult other members on appropriate matters pefore action.
Again, no real rule.

4. The Executive Director for Cperations of the IRC will
designate witnesses at the hearing, and the attendance and
testimony of the Commissioners and nameé NRC personnel may not Te
required by the presiding officer, by sSubpoena or ctierwise.
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Congress of the Urited States
Bouse of Representatines
Washington, B.C. 20515

Wasiraron, D.S. 21918 N .27 NUMBER AP Lt ?, 198]
plens T25(0%9
Fro~QSED RS
Mr., John F, Ahearne, Chairman
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717 E Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20555

COMMITTER
ARMED SERVICES

RN M TTTERS
READ INESS
INVESTIGATIONS

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE
REPFUBLICAN STUDY COMMITTEE

NORTHEAST -MIDWEST
CONGRESSIONAL COALITION

TTASK FORCE ON ENERGY
FORCE ON MEALTH AND

Dear Mr. Ahearne:
Qecentlv, one of my constituents, Mr. Emery Nemethy, forwarded
the enclosed letter to you. As you can see from his letter,
Mr, Nemethy has several questions concerning propcsed NRC rul
changes, notice *ecu--eme“_s, a“- éisposal ¢©f hazardous wastes.
This letter is to request that an investigation be made by veur
staff into the cuestions raised, ané that an answer be provided
o Mr. Nemethy's inguiry at your earliest convenience. I woulé
alsc like to recguest that I receive a copy ¢f the NRC's answer
to Mr. Nemethy's inguiry.
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