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Secretary of the Commission N ANCH

Washington, D.C. 20555
Att: Docketing and Service Branch

Sirs: \
1 am writing to you on behalf of the Democratic Women's Association of the
Desert regarding the public comment period set for NUREG-0956, "Reassessment
of the Technical Basis for Estimating Source Term". We understand that the
comment period is 90 days from the date of issuance which was August 7.

A period of 90 days is not adequate to consider such a lengthy and serious
document. Since we have just reconvened for the 1984-1985 season and have
not had the opportunity to evaluate NUREG-0956, we request that the 90 day

review period be increased to 180 days.

Sincerely,

~t?é‘¢é§/ﬂ,/ /‘46935?%L¢'/
Carolyn Toenjes, legislative Co-Chair
Democratic Women's Association of the Desert
P.O. Box 3028
Palm Desert, Ca. 92261
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U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissicn
Secretary of the Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Att: Docketing and Se.vice Branch
Dear Sir:

I am writing regarding the public comment period set for NUREG-0956,
Reassessment of the Technical Basis for Estimating Source Term." It is our
understanding that the comment period is 90 days from the date of issuance,
August 7th. Such a period of time is not adequate considering the fact that
the document is extremely lengthy and is too important to pass over lightly.
Our organization only recently became aware of this document and only row
is putting in a request for the document for review. Since the document
has taken years to produce, we feel that it is only right and fair that
the ninety day period for review and public comment be increased to at

least 180 days.

Sincerely,
/)
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Dollie Irwin
Representative of Desert/Pass Action Group

420 N. Morongo
Banning, Ca. 92220
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