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- - q,ne,dW 41717 H Street, N.W. i

Washington, D.C. 20555 \,u,,, DuY* O # %17.*,7
,,%

f ' ' iq i.4Dear Persons, /) p/
I am writing in response to yo . 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 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 enange 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 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 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 source.s, but an evergy source which does longterm dam-
age to the con m ers 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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D.*I ' 8*-15. Sa=nel J. Chilk D u.a, - e,auwon $/ g ' anne.
*~ae fSecretary of the Cocsission d 5** * ^

U.S. Huclear Hegulatory Commission $ .A, s ,,
Washington, D.C. 20555 6, A,-

RE: Request to Cengess to Grant Interim Licenses to Cempleted Unclear
Power Plants Prior to the %spletion of Public Hearings

Apr1127,1980

Dear Secretary &iv :e

I wish to express my strong objection to &mi-nn Hendrie's suggestien that
the ~Z~[-related backlog of nuclear power plants avaiting operating licenses
necessitates the incredible notion of penting interi= operating licenses to
those plants which are now, er h.ich vill soon be,ccepleted-prier to the
completion of required public hearings. Such pre-e:pting of the public's
right to participate cea-9sf=117 in resolving allegaticas of censtruction
deficiences, emergency plan inadequacies, and other problems in areas dealing
with the public's health and safety, as required in the regulations, is appal-
ling. Such blatant disregard for de centributions made by the public in the
hearings is astounding -for the Cc==issioner asserts that such interim licenses
veuld culy be granted "where all applicable health and safety requirements
have been ret" C3C News Releases, 3/17/81, p. 2). Does d e Coc=issioner i= ply
by this statement that suen judg=ents on the adequacy of such ec=pliance are
routinely =ade before public hearings begin-before intervencrs' cententions
relating to health and safety have been resolved? If so, one venders why the
NRC bothers to hold hearings at all!

Several other questions ecce to mind after reflecting screntarily upon this
proposals (1) Ecv long an " interim" operating license period is the Coc=issioner
proposing? i =cnth? Two? Ten? Once the plant is operatienal and functioning
even at a lov test level, wouldn't the utility have little er no incentive to
respond to inte:renors' questions? (2) Wouldn't the issuance of such a " learner's
permit" prejudice the full-scale operating license hearings in favor of the
licensee? Ter if, for say a =enth of lev-level testing, no disee-nable flaws
were noted, veuldn't the '3C staff and the Hearings 3 cards conclude that such a.

good record constituted prcof positive dat the intervencrs' cententiens vere, in
fact, poundless-and =cve for s-a y disposition en the basis of the interim
results?

I strongly suspect that if interin operating licenses were, in fact, p anted,
such scenaries would beccce co==enplace and the issues raised by cencerned citi-
: ens would never be considered or resolved. In effect, I suspect that if the in-
teris licensing recess were besun, it would effectively sher W ~ M ' * e hearings
process itself, stifling valid contentions and leaving crucial questions unresolved.
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125 Doll Parkway
Syracuse, New York 1321b.
April 29, 19 P

Secretary of the Nuclear Regulatory Cor: mission
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 make it even more difficult to ask the necessary

questions.regarding safety, economics, environmental impact, etc.

that should be asked and answered before a plant is allowed to

go into operation.

Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely yours,
',
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C46 PR 17A /6.) TwSn>b
t- 3Secretary of the Commission g

"

g,y* 4 ser.U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 4, 8"
washington, oc 20555 6

IW'

Attention of Docketing and Service Branch.
l
4'Gentlemen:
l

We have a copy from the Federal Register, of the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission'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 coment period, 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:

The amendments are proposed to speed up the licensing1.
process because of the possibility that a number of reactors
will be completed prior to the completion of adjudicatory hearings.
The quostion that comes to mind is why construction is permittedthe commission is still, at least theoretically, in thewhile
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

find this totally irresponsible on the part of an agency that,
again theoretically, is protecting the safety of people.

2. The changes propose to eliminate the opportunity for
parties to licensing proceedings to engage in formal discoverythe staff, but staff would produce relevant documentsagainst
and would respond to requests for information wherever oracticable.
It would be up to staff to determine whether to respond to in-

In otherformal discovery or provide witnesses at hearings.
there would be no effective rule at all, and parties towords,

licensing proceedings might or might not have necessary informa-
tion made available to them.

3. The Licensing Board Chairman would be authorized to act
alone on prehearing matters, but it would. be within his discretion,

to consult other members on appropriate matters before action.
Again, no real rule.

The Executive Director for Cperations of the NRC will4
designate witnesses at the hearing, and the attendance and betestimony of the Commissioners and named NRC personnel may not

trequired by the presiding officer, by subpoena or otherwise.
) ,l . h

.
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Nr2 jog'N4Mr. John.F. Ahearne, Chairman C ,

'

'Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717 E Street, NW f*% O'

D "-Washington, D.C. 20555 ''

% ) /,

q . V.
Dear Mr. Ahearne:

,

Recently, 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 proposed NRC rule
changes, notice requirements, and disposal of hazardous wastes.

This letter is to request that an investigation be made by your
staff into the questions raised, and that an answer be provided
to Pc . Nemethy's inquiry at your earliest convenience. I would
also like to request that I receive a copy of the NRC's answer
to Mr. Nemethy's inquiry.

Thank you- for your attentionet%this matter.
! O

Sihcerely, '

-

- . _ . - - . . - - . ..

/ Aa-so
._mes L. Ne<a ica %
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Chairmaa. Jehn F Ahecr ee c

NB C-

,1717 E St, NW,

iseb, DC 20555

Dent Sir -

Ao ar,ti cle 10 the Ear 10 New Y?rk Timee caye the NEC ie pro-
p?ei q; tule chaegee l'e the ifceceleg ;f cew at:cie react;rr.
Ac?og the pr ovi ri toe w?uld be a licit Of 25 dayr le which
icteTvee;;r c;uld decard Televaet icf?: cati;o ft:c the appli-
cac t.

Ale?, a pTep? pal t? eliciecte acy r ecuit ecerte that the URC
provi de acy eupp;T tici data.
Fieally, ace? cieg t; the rep;T t, the new Tule w;uld cllow
c;ti;oe f? dir=irral ;f fete: vee;;e! c;ctecti;te tt ae-

Jtime.

a s cce uedet rt .cd ti,e lie C ' r c ?o ce: c , f;11: wies the inci dc ot
at 3-tile.It'.cr5, t :- get the Tecci:: pr : gr e. : 111.;g cgitp.

H; wever - if ; a: ue Jc: e tacci ng t e c; r e ct - ware ' t the URC
obc tried ir the?ty ct.leart, te eerure-public rcfety?,
_ _ . , _ _ _ _ . . . . - . - - -

If y;ut tule cbacce g?er fot; cffect, we euggert t.c fellowieg
acr e dce c t r :

- Zerp the public ief;rceo pt?cptly ;f caj;: devel;peeete,1

euch at thir ;ee, ett by publicati;n ic the Cecc:eeri? cal
R e e ;; o , but by el ect ly-w;r ued t el etr e r t; the oewe eervicee,
with t cioicut ;f ja:g;o.

2 - If y;ur c;ccite d ;c ir tr uly c r egulat ty ;ee, it eeece to
up y;u eh ta ld be pr epar ed t? Terteed pt;motly to public
requertr f;; icf;T sti;e. If rhetec; pies cf relevaet

documeetr are arked f07, they ;ught te be available ft: no
sete thac 5e a page. (We've beer d the NEC wsr chargios 25e
er 50e a page)

Fically, though thir euDjfCt d:erO't haVC 8 beaTieg 7C y7u! pT7-
p;eed rule chaege, we'd like to care a cupccetite cb;ut radio-

'

active warte diep;eal.
-
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/,/ it~ leert f ;ut ct ear of the c;cetry ar e c;w Letvily c?ctacie: ted

' with Tadi?cetive werte: the rtr.tes ;f acchic?t$ c, Idah; cod?

S Cet ?lica. Alt;, there c e t he r i;.c e- i f u r'd er g ?ur d c t;ci o-

teFtF - i o h'evada?
Irrtcts of ;ppo i o g ::T r vic t r duge , v,'.y e;t ramp w,,,ter in

at e ct alt eady c?ctcalcuted?

M y truliy,
- ,'
' I, |-

.\ i U l,, .

I Iiccethy, Sec'y

ec: T; ?ur public of ficials

- - - . - . - - - . . . - . . . . . .
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