Oyster Creek Nuciear Watch
PO. Box 243

Istand Heights, N] 08732

May 11, 1996

Hon. Shirley Jackson, Chairman
US. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Dr. Jackson,

I am writing on behalf of Oyster Creek Nuclear Watch to respectfully request
that your office investigate and correct a highly inaccurate public statement recently
printed and widely circulated by GPU Nuclear regarding the current license
amendment application for the Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating Station.

In the enclosed Apn! 1996 "Neighborhood Update”, which is circulated to
many thousands of households in Ocean County, New Jersey, GPU Nuclear makes
the following statement on p.ge one in their lead story:

"Both GPU Nuclear and the NRC agree that this [license amendment
request] is not a safety issue, but a procedural one"

That the above statement is untrue is clearly demonstrated by the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission Bulletin of April 11, 1996 which states:

"The NRC staff audited both the initial and updated 10 CFR 50.59
evaluations pe.formed by the licensee [GPU Nuclear] and determined
that the proposed cask movement activities represent an unreviewed
safety question that should be submitted to the NRC for review and
approval pursuant to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.59 and "090"

"Accordingly, as defined in 10 CFR 50.5%¢c), if an activity is found to
involve an unreviewed safety question, an application for a license
amendmeni must be filed with the Commission pursuant to 10 CFR
50.90."

As | know you are aware, the necessity for GPU Nuclea™s license an.endment

request is created by GPU Nuclear's desire to leave the nuclear reactor running
while they lift an unprecedentedly heavy (100 ton) load over the reactor's

for the purpose of
transfering used nuclear fuel from wet to dry storage.

This is a safety issue par excellence, and the public deserves to be told the
truth, not the opposite.
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We therefore respectfully request that the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
require a new mailing by GPU Nuclear specifically dedicated to correcting the
misinformation disseminated in the April 1996 “Neighborhood Update"

We also respectfully request that the Nuclear Regulatory Commission take
any disciplinary actions that may be appropriate in this matter.

cc: Hon Frank Pallone

Sincerely,

“./‘.‘ (RS WERT Mo J.‘“X)" é\‘_

William deCamp, Jr, Trustee
Oyster Creek Nuclear Watch

201-376-6639
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License Amendment Request Delays Interim
Spent Fuel Project
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Acting Bug Contagious in Skleros Household
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