23 July 1975

United States Nuclear
“weulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Good People:

The Alternative Ei.ergy Coalitiorn of Massachusetts wishes to czll to
your attention a vioclation of the operating license o Vermont Yankee Power
Plant located in Vernon, Vermont. We wrote you eight months ago, but recent
newspaper accounts inform us that you may never have received the letter.

Our complaint is that the emergency evacuation plai filed by the licensee
prior to receipt of their operating license is not maintained in an up to
date fashion nor fully tested annually as required by law. This is documented
in part in the attached testimony before the Massachusetts Commission on
Nuclear Safety, April 23, 197°

Attenpts to hold the utilities accountable at the local level have
brought twe responses: '

1) A publicly announced drill which will reguire four months
to plan, the nature of which will bes fully communicated to
the subject utility, prior to the test, which will not
test citizen movement capability. This drill nay not
conform to plans filed with the Atomic Energy Commissi on
prior to the licensing of this plant. 1

2) A public statement from the utility that they have no
responsibility outside of their own plant fence. 2

We call on yc . to suspend the operating license of Vermont Yankee under
the provisior of ti. Coce of Federal Regulztions, #10, Section 50.100, for
failure to comply with the provisions of Section 50.110, Appendix E, Section
IV, Budb. A, B,'Cy D, Ty and 1.

Our investigation ¢~ this matte: has also revealed to us that Yankee
Rowe atomic plant in Rowe, Kassachusetts may not have any evacuation plan
either. We request an investigation of this also.

Our legal counsel has informed us that we may not file for an injunction
against these plants until we have attempted an administrative remedy to
this illegality. We intend to file for such an injunction should your actions
fail to bring the licensees in compliance within a short +time.
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‘ Public concern on this matter is high in this area, and it is our feeling
you may wish to benefit from public input by holding public hearings here
“(not in Washington, D.C.) on this matter. We look forward to a response
from you in the - near iuture.

With love

2 // : 4 ,Z/Zl .-}
Francis Koster : Samual Lovejoy Fred Zapinski
Rocom 200 Box 66 Box 269
Hills North Turners Fall, MA Chestnut Hill Road
University of Massachusetts 01376 Montague, MA
Amherst, MA 01002 (413) 863-4754 (413) 367-9374

(413) Su5-3410

1gre enfield Recorder, Saturday, 19 September 1975,
2Springfield Unicn (A.P.), Tuesday, 22 September 1975.

ATTACHMENTS (2)
Koster Testimony to Massachusetts Governmors' Commission on Nuclear Safety.
Excerpts of the Code of Federal Regulations, #10.

Cories to:
Goveruor Dukakis - Massachusetts
Covernor Salmon - Vermont
Governor Thompson - New Hampshire
New Lrgland loalition on Nuclear Pollution, Inc.
Mr. Parnham - New York Times
Ms. Pale - Erattleboro Relformer
Mr, LeFevn - Rutland Herald
ir. Oykle - Greenfield Recorder
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(hyh : Title 10 « Atomic Lnerpy

©0.200 Revocation, susuension, wodification of liccnses and construction
permits for cause.

A license or conctruction permit may be rovoked, suspended, or modifled
in vihole or in part for any material false statement in the application |
for license...or statencnt of fact or any report, record, inspection, or
otiier means, which would warrant the Commission to refuse to srant a licente
en an oripinal application...(b); or for violation of, or fuilure to okserve,
any of the terms and provisions of the act, repulations, license, permit,
or ovnder of the Conrdsaion, |

fppendix E - Emergency Plans for Production and Utilization Tacilities (requirea)
IV, Content of Fnérgency Plans

The emergency plans shall econtain, but not necessarily be limited to,
the folloving clements:

R sk e) arpropriate State, and Federal apencies with responsibilities
for coping with emerpencies;

B. ... Other persons with special qualifications who are not employees
of the licensce ¢ .d who may be called upon for acsistance chall also lLe
identified....

‘

C. ...participation of local and State apgencies and the Atomic Eierpy
Commlssion and othcs Foderal apercles, and eriteria for determining when
pretective mrasures should be considered within and outside the site bhoradiny
Lo protect nealth and safety and prevent damage to property;

JEET—

and Tederal officials and apencies for the early warming of the public and jane
for public evacuation or cther protective measures should sueh varming, ;
evacuztion, or other protective measures become ne¢essary or desircble,

ineluding fdentisrication of the prinecipal officiels, by title and zrencies:

i
D. Procedures for notifying, and agreements reachad with local, State, I
|

b ahiianande el e

E. Provisions for maintaining up to -date:

: (1) The organizovion for coping with emargencies, (2) the procadures
0 -~ ‘Y - - - . d g TR .
or uqe‘ln etiergencies, and (3? the liste of percons with special cualifications
for coping with cmergency conditions;

X Provxsio?s for testing, by periodic drills, of radiation energency |
e IR - . - ! . .

errd‘to assurae fu?t employces 9f the licensee =ve familiar with “heip epecific

dutics, agd provisions for participation in the drills Ly other persons

whese assistance may be necded in the event of a radiation emerpency:

o



Testimony of Alternative Energy foalition

Apeii- 23, 1978 t
The Alterhative_Energy Coalition calls uron the Governor to insist
on an immediate shut down cf Vermont Yankee, and Yankee Rowe, pending

a successful test of the existing emergency evacuation plans which in-

volves the movement of the population,
Pedcral Lawl requires nuclear power plants to create, maintain in

.~
up to date fashion, and test evacuation plans. These plans would be ac-

éivated in the area downwind of a nuclear plant accident which releases
‘radioactive gas. Federal, ctate and local officials are to participaté
in tests-of these plans annually.

Western Massachusetts has :wo plants to worry about. Vermont Yan-
kee (operated by Northeast Qtilities) and the Rowe Plant, (operated by
Yankeé Atomic ). Accordihg to published reports;2 the local safety
offirfals in Rowe are unaware of any evacuation plans., Our investigation
cof the viability of Vermont Yankee's Fvacuation Plans shiows they won't
work: .

l) The nuclear incident teams of th: Commonwealth of Massachugetts
lhave never had a drill, according to one of its members, a consultént to
the Department of Public Health,

"v@ phone ndmber to be used to alert the NIAT team was unansvered
Friday niaht, 9:30 P.M., August 24,

1) Civil Pefense, a céntral part of the state's response plan, has
almost died since the plans were drawn up.

4) The Northern most county in Massachusetts, Franklin county, is
15 miles from Vernon, Vermont. Franklin County has no C.D. Director.
lle died last year.

§) The Greenfield Director, Mr. Wiles, was unakle to locate his

Evaculation Plan during & perronal visit July 23, 1974, Town clerk could

not find one either., Neither knew the procedures.




6) The Hampshire County C.D. Director, Mr., Spcffor, said "have

not had a drill since I have been here."

7) It.is essential that the Governor realize that the existance on
paper of an Evacuation Plan does not guarantee citizen safety. Recent
events at Connecticut Millstcre (operated by Northeast Utilities) show
that the Plans existance means nothing -.they must be tested completely
and fully.3

8) 1In the case of Vermont Yankee, any radiation gas leak would flow
south at about 8 miles per hour across state lines. Inter-state safety
forces communication is not known for its efficiency. The town of Green-
field woulq have about 1 hour to be completely evacuated, and the univer-

sity town of Amherst about 3 hours.

We anticipate the utilities to rebut this issue in two ways:

1) They will say they have had drills annually,S We would point
out that these minor drills did not test citizen movement capability,
and did not testi the inter-state communication link.

2) They will say maintainance of adeguate communications links
between hospitals, fire and police, civil defense, etc. is not their res-
ponsib}lity. We would point out that the state and local gcvernmengs

are remiss, However, the cost of such testing is a true cost of generatin

electricity in this noxious fashion, and ought to be borne by the utility.

An conciusion, the Altcrnative Lnergy Coalition would like to
point out th:t if our energy neceds were met through such sources as the
sun and wind, none of this nonsense need be dealt with at all.

For further information: Mr. Frarcis Koster

413-545-3410 (office)
413-367-9374 (home)



FOO'INQOTES
Code of cheral Regulations, Title #10, Section 50, 34 pp. 266-271,
and 50,110, Section IV., pp. 309-310.

U.S. News and World Report, March 29, 1971, p. 68, center of page.

Connecticut ArQused Over Radiation Leaks, p.l, Greenfield Recorder,
April 3, 1975. (attached)

Vermont Yankee FSAR, Section G, Figure G-II.

The Reforner, (Brattleboro, Vermont), June 13, 1975, P. 5.
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