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Dear Chairman Ahearn:

February 27, 1980

'-~

Do:mRUMBd' ../ .;
PROD." UTI!.FAc.~~c:,es.J))

THE ASSEMBLY

STATE OF NEW YORK

ALBANY
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.., --

STANLEY FINK
SNAIICIA

Hr. John F. Ahearn, Chairman
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717 H Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20SSS

•·,

By notice dated February 13, 1980, the Commission solicited comment on
the decision of the Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation on the petition
sub1ll1tted by the Union of Concerned Scientists concerning Indian Point Units
1, 2, and 3. I offer the following comments with respect to the Director's
dec1si,on.

an expedi­
Insofar as
I find the
spurious

The assured protection of public health and safety requires
tious determination of the questions raised by the UCS petition.
the D~rector's decision fails to address these serious questions,
denial of a request for a rule-mak1ng proceeding on Units 2 and 3
and irresponsible.

I therefore strongly urge the. Commission to convene a formal adjudica­
tory p'roceeding before a licensing board. Further, I concur with· Commissioner
Gilinslcy that the import of this matter is so serious that the C01lllDi.ssioners
themselves must serve as final arbiters in the decision.

The question of whether the plants may continue to operate during the
resolu,tion of this issue leaves me deeply' distressed.

An elected official can have no greater concern than the health and
safety of the citizenry. If there is reason to believe that Indian Point may
pose ~~ unacceptable risk, then prudence dictates that these plants be shut
down p1ending a final deter1ll1nation.

Ylet the loss of electric power, .should the plants be shut down, would
cause I!COn01ll1c hardship for the Metropolitan New York area, and exacerbate
the re:gion' s dependency on imported oU for the generation of electricity.

I'I: is apparent .that the NRC, and its predecessor-AEC, may have gravely
erred :Ln the licensing of the Indian Point- reactors And in concnrring in the
New Yo:t'k ·State Radiologic Emergency 'Plan. In the event that Indian Point
Units :Z and :3 are shut down, either permanently or temporarily, I consider
it the responsibility ,of the NRC to work with FERC and other relevant agen­
cies tCJ secure replacement non-oil fired power at comparable cost.
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'lbe publlc safecy and econom1c well-being of the people of New York
State rests to a large degree on your actions in regard to Indian Polnt.
I'urge the CommLqsioners to exoeditiously resolve in a forthright manner
this vitally important issue.

SF:mld

cc: r.ommissioner Peter BradfordCoaDissioner Victor GalinskyCommissioner Joseph HendrieCommissioner Richard Kennedy

s~neere~,/}~ II
~r~/~1)~~~~i-'
Speaker,
New York State Assembly

. .'
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February 25~ 1980

72 JAn Snur • HIWYo.c. Haw You 1001.· (212) 675-S911

MAR 10 1980.
Office of traa~
DocbtiaI.& StnIcI

\:

...

- .
Federal Register docket numbers SO-3~ 50-247~ 50-286
Friends of the Earth -- Comments on petition by Union of Concerned

tisu and decision issued by Harold Den~on re Indian Point

FRIENDS OF THE EARTH

re:

Mr. ·John Ahlltarne
Chairman
Nuclear Re~11atory Commission
Washington~ D.C. 20555

Despite the urgent petition submitted to the NRC by the Union of Concerned Sci­
entists~ Mr .. Denton~ the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation and the commis­
sion staff c:ontinue to ignore the substantive contents of the petition~ the on­
going safet)r hazards at Indian Point plants 2 and 3~ and the omnipresent threat
presented by continued operation of these plants to over 20 million people in
the metropolitan New York area.

By opt~ng t~l permit continued operation of these plants pending safety reviews
and retrofit:ting~ Mr. Denton is taking a calculated risk on behalf of area res­
idents~ despite his public admission that the risk of these plants~ due to
their unsafet siting and population dan~~t7' is not sustainable on a long-term
basis.

There is no technical basis whatsoever for assuming that a catastrophic acci­
dent (class 9) of unpredictable nature and cause cannot or will not occur at
Indian Point in the future~ or during the period when the prescribed safety im­
provements will be carried out (nor is there any technical basis for assuming
that such improvements will prevent such an accident or mitigate its conse­
quences). This point should be stressed since the reqUired upgrading is being
done as a result of admitted technical and engineering inadequacies at both
plants. -

These changes are being done~ by Denton's and the staff's own admission, to
"compensate for" (Denton's and the staff's term) admittedly poor siting. The
emergency response planning requirements being imposed by the NRC are also sup­
posed to be compensation~ but here again they are meaningless inasmuch as they
completely ignore the impossibility of shielding or evacuating 20 million peo­
ple, and. mo're importantly~ do not require consideration of the consequences of
a class 9 accfdent . .

In effect, the NRC staff and Mr. Denton are using less stringent criteria to
judge the acc:eptability of Indian Point tha.n are used for ether plants. If the
NRC admits Iridian Point is badly sited and that it wou~d n_ot be l.i,cel1sed in
that site tociay~ then those siting criteria should be applied not only to fu­
ture plants but to operating ones since, clea~ly~ operating'plants' are a great-..----_._.,_.....

" __ ':.._.... r ••• _. _ _ ..... __
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er risk thaJll those not yet built. The NRC admits that future plants must meet
stricter siting criteria; thus it is illogical and untenable to apply a double
standard to operating plants since there is no technical basis to assume they
caJllnot have catastrophic accidents.

The Indd.an I)oint plants present a unique threat to area residents and should
not be permitted to operate until all safety problems have been eliminated, and
until the question of siting criteria is settled in an equitable manner. Un­
fortunately I' Mr. Denton's decision ignored these profound unresolved problems.

We believe 1:hat full public adjudicatory hearings are necessary in order to es­
tablish an accurate and full record 'regarding each item in the UCS position,
preferably tmder a specially established Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, to
be followed by full assumption of decision-making on the merits of the case by
the cODliissi.oners themselves, not sta£f or the special board.

We believe Mr. Denton has done-a disservice -to the mandate of the NRC to assume
full uncompr'omised protection of public health and safety by requesting cosmet­
ic, supeTficial changes rather thaJll subs taJlltive ones. We urge suspension of
Indian Point I and II operation until our objectives have been met.

~~.
Lorna Salzman
Mid-Atlantic Representative
Friends of the Earth

jc
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ETHICAL CULTURE SOCIETY
2 West 64th Street

NYC' NY 10023

..--_._-_., ......_.

E2 Ethics and Energy

February 27, 1980
Mr. John Altearne, Chairman'
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Dear Mr. Ahearne:

As members of a committee concerned with the ethical issues sur­t'ounding current and long-range energy policies, we strongly ob­ject to the manner in which the Union of Concerned Scientists'Petition on the Indian Poin~ plants has been addressed by the
:~uclear Regulatory Commission.

:rn particul,ar, we take exception to the totally unresponsive ace­:lons:taken by Harold Denton with regard to this Petition•. Had thel~ommissione:t's themselves acted in response, clear accountabilityuould have :been estab+ished. We find it unethical .in the light ofuvents at Three Mile Island, and more recently at the Crystal Riverplant in FlcJrida, that the commissi:oners should abdicate tbeir: re­uponsibility for our pUblic' health and safety. The commissioners,ILot Mr., Den1to~, must' finally be held accountable '
~~ urge that section 65 of the Petition, calling for the ,establish­merrt of an Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, be effected 'immediate­ly. This Bc)ard should conduct hearings and compile a factual recorden Indian Pcdnt. Final decisions regarding recommendations shouldl:e made by l:he commissioners themselves, and whil.e these decisonsare being made, operation of the Indian Point plants should be sus­pended.

We look forwrard to hearing from you at' your earliest convenienceand that you~ will give full and immediate consideration to this mat­ter of vital concern to the people of the greater metropolitan area.

C , ~ ·.... Senator Patrick Moynihan
Gove~nor Hugh Carey
Congr,essman Theodore Weiss
Mayor Edward Koch

Yours trulY' t· " .

~u.;;p~
Lawrence Plotldnl' Co..Chairman
E2 Ethics and, Energy Committee.._.... _-

--.. ~ _.. - '-- -~ ...... ~

-.--.-.- ..'-...,---
-.--.~............ ~----~ - ........ _~ _.
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CITY OF NEW YORK
C:OMMUNIiY IIOA,.D NO, •

32. WIEST .ZND STREET • NEW VO,.J<, N.Y. 1003.
TEL. 73••,3.

CAMIL.L.IE TRUCHIEL.
CIIA. '''-ERSON

NORMAN M. DION
OIST uer MANAGER

U.S. Nucll!ar Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Sirs::

February 29, 1980

At it:8 meeting, held on February 6, 1980, Manhattan Community BoardNo. 4 appx'oved the following resolution:

"WHEREAS, the accident at Three Mile Island has made New Yorkcitizens aware of the dangers of nuclear power to present and allfuture gen,erations; and

WHEREAS, the nuclear power stations at Indian Point are in themidst of the lartiJest concentration of population in the United Statesfor which °noacceptable plan of evacuation has been established, norone possible; and

WHE:R:eAS, these plant:s do not meet' eVen the pre-Three Mile Islandstandards 4)f the Nuclear Regulat~ry Commission, have been repeatedly.cited for :safety violations, and could not be licensed if they wereapplying tl)day; and

WHEREAS, the Indian Point nuclear reacmrs are located near theRamapo falLLt and cannot withstand an earthquake more sever than five onthe Richte]~ scale, and are also vulnerable to tornadoes and sabotage; and

WHEIU~, a primary concern of Community Board No.4, Manhattan isthe health" safety and well being of it:s district resident:s;
:-A.

THERE:FORE BE IT RESOLVED, that Manhattan Community Board No. 4 urgesthe Nucleax' Regulatory Commission to act favorably, and with all due speed,upon the UIll10n of Concerned Scientist's petition for decommissioning IndianPoint Unit 1 and suspension of operation at Unit:s 2 and 3 pending their beingbrought up to current safety standards and pending review of the suitabilityof their site for any nuclear power generawrs; which.petition has beensupported by the Attorney General of the State of New York, Robert Abrams,in a formal statement w the Nuclear Regulatory commission."

Si~,:e:o~~~ -," '"dJ,,,' ... °--~~~I# .'-'<::: CAMILLE 'l'RUCHEL .- ­
Chairper~on"'- ° .- ...__. _.-

CT/md
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u.S. NucJ.ear Requlatory Commission

c. c. : John Ahearne, Chair:taan
Jo,seph M. Hendrie, Commissioner
Victor Gilinsky, Commissi-oner
Richard. T. Kennedy, Commissioner
Peter A. Bradford, Commissioner
Antonio Olivieri, City Councilman
Be.nry J. Stern, City COuncilman
carol Greitzer, City Councilwoman
Ruth HessinCJer, City Councilwoman
Jo.an Holt, NYP:DG

'.-
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March 7~ 1980

211 Eat 43rd St.• NH York. N.Y. 10017 • Phone 212/682·7184

AFFILIATED WITH BUILDING ANC CONSTRUCTION TRACES DEPARTMENT AFL-CIO

Dear Comm1:5sioner Kennedy:

. Commission.!r Richard Kennedy
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717 H. Street~ N.W.
Washington., D.. C. 20555

'l'he member-a cf the Building and Construction Trades Councilrepresent over- 200 ~ 000 New York workers. With that clearresponsibility in m1nd~ it has supported the operation of theIndian POUlt nuclear power plant. Thus ~ Mr. Denton's decisionto approve continuing operation was welcomed. ·It showed thatthe Nuclear Regulatory Commission had listened to the cleareconomic interests of New Yorkers and also judged the care onits merits.

That a grou.p of unelected and unappodrrtred out-of-state activistslike the Union of Concerned Scientists were able to threatenour local economic livelihood really worried us here at theCouncil •. That the NRC now is considering further review afterMr. Denton's decision and holding~ hearings worries useven more.

We support the decision to approve the operation of the IndianPoint gener.ating plant. We hope you and your fellow commissioners"iill hear the concerned voice of New York workers, as well as the:Iualified s,~ientific voices of groups like Scientist s and Engineersror Secure le:nergy, SE2, with its nobel prize-studded membership and,a.ffirm Harold Denton's decision without more and more hearings.:=:ven with Illdian Point, New Yorkers will be seVerely hit by rising:t"oreign oil prices affecting electric costs; but without it the,;:ost will be much more. And its impact will be heaviest on thepoor, elderly and working families 0:£ our area who are just now"squeeadng l)y. It

Sincerely,

~';;;;-!J~ar~~-
Secretary-Treasurer

E:JC: ce
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Mr. ;.Jrohn Ahea.rne, Chairperson'
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Co~ssion
\7a.shi.ngton, D.C. 20555

Uarch 5,. 1980
We are a group of citizens'who have been ~eeting for the. last year to discuss energy-related issues. We have studied thedecision of Harold Denton regarding the UCS petition on IndianPoint a~d we find it to be unsatisfactory. We are not qualifiedto ch,allenge all the technical points under debate, but feelthat :~is dismissal of the UCS contentions and his advocacy of. certain short-term "improvements", leave us in ~s great a d.a.ngeras be:fore. We have no confidence that the Office of NuclearReactc)r Regulation under· Dr. Denton has the interests of publichee.ltll and s2'.fety foremost in its !l1i.nd. Vie de!I1a.%ld that you thecomoissioners order further publie adjUdicatory hearings and

decid~i yourselves on the I:1erits of each point in the UCS petition.
To this end, we strongly urge you to follow the recom­menda1iions of the UCS to establish immedia.tely an Atome safetyand Li.censing Board to supervise this procedure, and ..that youta.ke 1;he responsibility for the final decision.
\7e also feel that if you are to fulfill your charter andproper~y·protect the public's health and safety, you must shutdown Indian Point plants #2 and #3 until e~l these issues arefully resolved.

Sincerely Yours,

rcr:SGE! (~!o Miglietta/ 123 Fult.Pn st.
New York City 10038
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SAFE ALTERNATIVES TO NUCLEAR ENERGY

PLANETARIUM STATION NEW YORK, N. Y. 10024

trnited states Nuolear Regulatory Commlsslonifash1ngton, D.C.. 20555
~.ohn .\hearnEI, Ac t lng Cba.lrman
~:eter Bradford, Co!!!mlssloner
v'le tor 3-i11ll,sky ~, COlDm1ss10ner
J ose,ph Hendr'le, Commlssioner
li lcbard Kennedy,: Comm1ssioner

tear Comm1ssioners,
I understand that you are sollcitlng comments, on Harold Denton'srecc9mendatloas'on short tsrm actlons a.s regard Indlan ?oint. Onceagaln I must protest your obviously inslncere efforts to so11clt publlcr9sponse tbrl:)ugh the' use o·t sometblng as reallstlcally lna.ccesslble to tbeP'Jbllc as thl9 Federal. Reglster.. However, thls. 1s the least ot the·thlngs that :[ wish' to protest 1n thls partlcular letter.The Unl(,n ot Concerned Sclentlsts is a hlgh11 qua11tled and dedleatedg::-oa~: ot eX.PE!rts ln thelr varylng tlelda., I have followed thelrac:tlvitles, ~LOci' yours, ln regard to tbe Inc.1an ?olnt nuclear reactorv~.ry closelYi. I am shocked and aPPalled that you have demonstratedsLich 11ttle respect tor thelr tlndlngs and thelr efforts to bringahout a thorclugh rev1ew ot the. &.afety (and terrltying LAOK of safety)oj' a. plant s~.tua.ted so dangerously close to such a. vast number.ot people ... T1:.e actual cOlntent ot the petit10n was', vlrtually 19nored by you •. I2Y.lUll not be g,ctln~ res~onsibly unless you review each a.nd everl pOintJ:l:. the vetltlon your8Etlves,~ and not slmply by reviewing tte findingso.f your staff membe.rs 1n reg~d to such an lmportant lssue.The UCS reouests the lmmedlate esta.blishment 6~ an ~to~lc Satet~d L1cenc tns Bo!U"d to conduct· true b lc es.r DrS ana complAotuaI records on a 1tems requeste 1n the peEit on. This would~ a very healthy step that might he19 to restore some of tne totalla:k ot ccct10enee that many o! us in tqe Amer1cen ?ub11c teel towardstb= l~uclear Rlsgulatory Comm1ss1on, based' on your laok of respect fortb9 .ii.!IIer1ca..'1 ,Elubllc and our op1nlons •.

I have alreadY' wr1tten to my Congressmen and suggested tha.t theNRC: be abo11~led altogether. And I wl1l oontlnue to exert thls pressureon my elected off1c1als, and work towards convincing more and more.t18()ple to do 1:.he same through my own work 1n o0!!1m.u~1cat10ns through.tho .arts, unt~Ll YO\Jcan convlnce tee, through your:act10ns, that you"really ha.ve the best lnterests ot the American Pub11c,' not AmerlcanSle; Buslness ~,nteresaa, 1n mlnd.. . 'Indian PCl1nt should b NO :v.EA,NS be allowed to rema1n 0 n untllAll. !uest1ons of safetl are COY~ ~TE reso ved. I amspeak1ng ~ormyee f ana a.!oJ. tne :nembers of .\CT3A.NE. _ ~...... .
S1ncerel",' . . ,"

.~~~~:
--E~a-¥~mor~te1n .
-i'ow.n.<i1ng·Kember
_A.O%SANF. u _ .. -_.__.....-----_._---_..--

..'
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AGAINST NUKES

~hairme~n John Ahearn;-- OSNRC

1111 H Street

Washington, D.C. 20555

SO St. John Place
Ne~~ Canaan, C~mn. ~>840

In reaponse to the Federal 'Register's request for'public
response to the petition of the Union of Concerned Scientists (UCS)·
,..hich a,lka for 0. ahutdo1FD of tlle Indian Point 'Nuclear Reactors.:
1. Plea.lle reject. Harold ilenton's decision not to shut do1l'11.
2. We au'"e asking that an Atomic S~ety and Licensing BOQ.rd be set up

to cc)mpile a fac:t~al record bu.sed on tue items in the tICS pet!tion.
3. We wCluld like this don~ tbrough adjuuicatory hearings, these hearings

to become the basis for prOViding procedura.l sateguards.
- -4." But. ..'e ask that t..he liRC cOmilliasioners make the final deciSion on th.--­

UCS Jlleti tion points, not the licensing board, which should only be for
-tact gathering.

~•. ~e 1I"ant a suspension of operation of ti.e Indian Point facility unti.l
the commissioners have made their final decision.

6. Plea.sllt hold hearings in tJle affected ra.dius ot the plant 80 1I"e can be
there:

7. We bell you

Sternglu,as

edgy i:~bout

lacil i, ty •

to get to this with all speed. In the light of what Ur.
has observed from the Three Mile Island accident "We a.re _.".,. _. . . ..-,'.-' .' ~~". ~ ...: '::-'",the consequences of even' the operation o~. tb~ Indian Po.int· .:

'. -"; ••:-, .- .. e-...~.. ~ : ..- :,-. ,~:;:~.It han old and "rickety" nuke: -..- .. ,,;, ... :: - ... -
~'~~.::::: ':,. : :'.." ~:-JT ;\.J

I am 1I"riting thia for our anti-nuke group of lower Fairfield
-~ \ .". ;'.1. 5~~'.; ~'":'-:'".:'-": ._.County Tho bUove empowered me to .speak tor tllem. ~-= 0.. - ;~;':"--~-=--~~J;:':'-'- l!'--'

Beseon

Sincerely,

&l.Q
lIra. John C.

,...,..-._---- .- ....,;\'.

=t }~ ...-_.'. :~~·'~!'l" ".,.~ '.~~ :..: .• '.:... :;~.: .;'- .. - ~ _. -------_.-_._-------_._--_.-------'-----------
.........-.- ,_ ... _.--_.----_.----_.-
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FIGHT BACK

1 East 125 St.1 New York, N.Y. 10035/831-6561

EXEC UTIVE BOARD

ART.IUR TRIGG
Ch"m,."

ED WILSON
CO-<:hIir",,"

GIL 8ANKS
NATE GREENE
JOE JENKINS
ABEL FERNANDEZ
OSWA LD JONES
JOHN HALL'
FRED LITTLE
GEORGE KNIGHT
RODS eVELT WILSON
JAME!i VADEN
STEVE:N SPENCE
RUDOl.PH LE DENDRE
ED CII.TRON
VERNI)N HEADLEY

'JAMES HAUGHTON
Director

JOSEPH CARNEGIE
Asst. DirlCtOt

Statement On Harold Denton' a Indian Point
Decisions and the Union ot'Concerned
Scientist Petition (Pederal Regis'ter ~~~

Docket Nos. 50-3, 50-241, 50-286),

Harold Denton, Director of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation, in early FebruaryJ rendered decisions
dealing with Indian Point. His decisions tailed to
deal with the most important risks raised by the

. petition of the Union ot Concerned Scientists. Th:e
decision to permit on going operation of Indian Point
plants gives no protection to the people in the area
should there be a major' accident. All sattey de­
ficiencies must be oorrectedand a thorough site ­
suitability review should be made.

The UCS petition was obviously ignored by the
Director and it is clearly the responsibilit1 ot the
Commissioners to decide on each point in the peti'tion.
The procedures reques'ted by UCS in section 65 ot 'the
petition should be accepted by the Commissioners. It.

~_.-. -

is absolutely necessary that 'there·be an Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board to carry out pUblic, hearings and
put together a factual record on all-matters requested

~......_.-_._----.. ,-_ .
•"-"...... _ •.........-- •.• -0"' .... _.. _ ..
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bY' UCS. When this has been done, the Commissioners must take
on all d,ecision - making responsibility, and not leave the
UCS petition to be decided by stat~ or the ASLB.

On behalf o~ my oraganization, I strongly urge the im­
mediate ,suspension ot operations. at the Indian Point· plants
until such time that all the issues advanced by UCS have been
properly adjudicated and decided.

Sincerely ... / i6 II~'"'~ - I'James Haug t~~~

."IIS ...'
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Dear Commissioner:
~

vie urge you in the strongest possible terms to investigatein depth the claims of the Union,of Concerned Scientiststhat the operation of Inc.ian Point #2 and #3 reactors ishighl::r dangerous and constitues a threat to the 30,000,000people in th!! planning area. '

Cha1J:'man Ahearne
US NR.C .
1717 "H" st. NW
"lashing1:on, :00 200_

,f)

P.Q. Box 619 WOODSTOCK,N. Y.

CHAIl:mt
La~ Bogart

s!cU'rARY
Ja.r ~cNulty

It is apparent to us that even a moderate accident would
overwl~elm our communities in Ulster and Greene counties,which are de$ignated evacuation centers in the event ofa fedE:!ral disaster, and in any case are favored places ofrefugE!! for harried. metropol1tans. All of our supply systemsare dependerre upon the city. No funds ee available forsheltEaring la;rge populations here, just outside of the50-mile ,Emergency Planning Zone. Rather than think of ushere <LS haVing "no standing", please realize that we areals 0 "Irulnerable.

We fUJ:~ther urge ,that the hearing be held in the area, andthat all Commissioners be present. Until the safety ofthese ~eactors has been demonstrated, we ask that you followthe suggestions of the Kemeny and Rogov'1n groups of inquiryand close the reactors. Otherwise, we 'respectfully askthat y'ou resi~ and give the authority ·to. those WhO. have t
will to exercise it. ., J.' 'J "!fA',I'Yours sincerely, _. ~!I'" ','~ .'J .J .11acNulty, Secy. /) I • 0 ,/7"

The Rev. Godwin e;., F-€ V1 C1 0 W I r-:



----------------- II_ri

-
tl' ••" __
.......,., II ,.

........ --..... ........... '"-~ ---...-V,<y
!

; ........"It •. --.~-.~.-.-...... -:.,;;,.-.-.

C!tongress of tfJeUiniteb statts .
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~
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~ DOCKETED· '\ COMMlrrtE ON GOVERNMENT oPERAnONS,
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, ~ .: 'MAR 1a ~9 • 21
, QfllC8Qt~.~~:' I February 28, 1980
~ ~g,.. tIS ~.
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"Honorable Jolin Ahearne

Chairman ,
Uucle.ar Reg'ulatory Commission
Hashington, D.C. 20555
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.' Re.: Docket Nos. 50-:5
50-247 .
50-286

near Chairm,an Ahearne:

The NU4:le'ar, Regu1atory Commission. should swiftly reconsider "its
dec'ision to permit renewed power generation at the Indian Point site
~;C miles fr!Jm N.ew York City. That site, of all the operating nuclear.
power plant sites today, represents the clearest danger to- a.massive
population in the event of a maj or accdden't; or radiation leakage.

. .
The Commission, by a number of actions and statements made since

t.he Three l-tLle Island accident nearly a year ago, has endeavored to
• c.onvey to the public and to the Congress its heightened concern over

the question of siting policy. Th:ls action .dramatically undercuts
any as s er tdcn by the Commission of a commitment to a safer approach
to nuclear. pow~r plant siting. '

0' Moreov~~r, the Commission's rather peculia'Z' procedure does °li ttle
t.o inspire c:onfidence. in its underlying decisio~•. In essence t "hat

.the Commission has done is to condone continued nuclear. power genera­
tion at Indian Point while conceding that is l1.a.s not yet made tip its
II.ind' on the merlts of fears about" the inherent safety of the site.
~1nat'middliflg pos~~re does not reassure .the citizens within tne reach
cf -ant accd den t . at the site or citizens around the Nation vhc look to

° the NRC to put safety first "in their regulation of the nucl.e ar pcwer
industry_

I wcul d make several more 'Orecise recommenda'tions to the Commissior.
regarding it.s action ~n~e pet~~ion of, the Union o~ Con~erne~ Sc~entists
to stop- power gener~t~on a~ Inddan .,' "~o~n t.

o
' ,In corij unctJ.01?- "'~ th 1. t s

Pebruary 6' decision apprcvarrg a part~al den:::.aland a par t i a; grant
'of the UCS petition, the NRC specifically Lnvi t e d public comment on
several opti.ons it'might exercise in further ~c.ti9non that petition
and 'on' Indian Point. I refer to these options in these .reccmmendat Lons .

... -...-~- "-,..
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I $troni:1y urge the Commission to employ Option 5. that of con­ducting a further informal proceeding 'on the Indian Point site, question.BY'the same token. I strongly oppose Options 3 -and 4.,both of whichhave the c:hat'acteristic of increasing the formality. and doubtlessthe duration. of the Commission's additional de;iberations. :
To be 'quite blunt, one of the Co~ission's obvious.difficulties.is that.it has considerable difficulty'making decisions. There is a· pe rsiS,tent tendency to enmesh all probJ:ems -in a:i:I. excess of processwhich makes the' final decision so remote'from its initial presentationth;lt the appropriate sense of urgency is ,lost -- and indeed, in thewo~rst af cases, a dangerous 'condition is allowed to fester and perhapsre:;ul ts in harm while the bureaucratic mechanism of the agency lumberson,

Options 3 ,and 4 almost certainly would conform to that unfortunatepa'1:tern. I u'rge the Commission to move swiftly, _to convene addi:tionalhearings, both here in l~ashington and near the Indian Point site, toplumb 'public :sentiment and to evaluate al ternat~ve power generati~npo~:sici~ities_ for ~he region supplied by, -Indian Point.

Hearings near the site itself were discussed at the Commission'sopen meeting in W'ashington on the UCS petition. , It is my belief that .'such local he~lrings are ne cess ary to ensure the completeness of t.heNRC's understcmding of the Indian Point que s tdqa , Meetings inl\"ashington are insulated from the intensity and breadth of feeling amongthose citizen~j most directly affected by the decision. l\"orking people• there' have neither the time nor .mcney to come to Washington. Nothingcould more vbtidly illustrate the public grievance against Washingtonthan the spect.er of this decision being made by regulators who have notdeigned to go directly to and talk wi~h the individuals most strongly­affected. The! Comm~ssion should also bear in mind the lesson of Three-' Mile Island re:garding the real psychic stress •.physical dislocationand cos't visit:ed upon citizens caught near a nuclear .p Lan t in crisis.The citizens around Indian Point deserve to be heard before - - notaf~er ~-·the fact. . ~

, ., lfuile a, Congressional body such as the Subcommittee on EnYironment,Ene~EY .and Natural Resources, which I chair, could conduct such' hearangs:to ,sive .zhose citizens the forum they deserve, the decision about ,· Indian Point lJltimatel)" must be made br tHe N~C. Therefore it isth~ NRC, 'not any other group. that has ,the responsibility to listento :::he public's voice before making that decd s Lon,"
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.La~tlYt I urge the Commission to place a rigid deadline on itselffor a final d~cision on the safety of Indian Point as a nuclear site.If'the NRC tl~uly assigns this decision the priority it ·deserves, aquite limited time span will be adequate, especially in.light of the·massive amount; of information already at the Commission's disposal inmaking its de:cision. I refer in particular to the work last .year ofmy Subcommitt~ee on emergency planning and evacuation around nuclear .plants, .and to the host of recommendations on siting po~icy that have.' em!rged. from the studies of the Three·Mile Island accident.. Only a~~?id, clearly foreseeable end to this·controversy can be~in to putth,~ minds of a££ecte.d citizens to rest. .
. Toward that end, I call upon the Nuclear Regulatory Commissionto act, within the next three· weeks, to set a final deadline for thede cds i.cn regarding Indian Point. The NRC should publicly commit'it~;elf, no later than March 20, to' a firm deadli~e for resolution of't~l' Indian Point site question. ... .

~trlY,·· ~

'-I/~ r11~
Toby MLffet~ ( .
Chairman I

TM:bhc

cc: Commissicmer Victor Gilinsky
Commissic:mer Joseph ~f. Hendrie
Commissicmer Peter A. Bradford
COlIUllis sdone.r Richard T. Kennedy'

'.

. .



of Brooklyn

c/o Generations

Mr. Johr.L Ahearne, Chairman
US NuclElar Regulatory coimnission
Washingt~n, DC 20555

""

55 Flatbush Avenue, Bklyn NY 11217

Dear Mr. Ahearne:

This is a comment on Harold Denton's Decisio·n re Indian Point .. ­
and the UCS Petition (Federal Register is 50-3, 50-247, 50-286)

~e Gray' Panthers of Brooklyn, a multi~generational group working
on community issues in Brooklyn, takes strong issue with Mr.
Denton's Decision on the Union of Concerned Scientists pe~tion.

While we are pleased that the NRC and Con Edison are now proposing
to decommission Indian Point '1, we feel a grave danger from the
12 and 3 plants on that site. The UCS, in petitioning the NRC,
recognized the extreme danger to millions of people represented
by these plants. Mr. Denton's de9ision doesn't even pay serious
attention to many of the most impOrtant points of the petition.

We appeal to each and every Commissioner to look into this matter,
following the procedures requested by the UCS in Section 65 of
its petition, which would have an Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board conduct adjudication hearings and compile a record of the
facts of Ind~an Point. While this is being conducted, the Com­
mission has a moral obligation to suspend the operating licenses
of the ~~ plants. The consequences to the United States--and
to the entire nuclear program~-in the event of an accident at
Indian P.oin t would be tantamount to genocide.

s~-;r}fh­ees:
..- , ...

.~ ..... -. .

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

----_..._.........- ..... - ,,- _.. - .

.__ _--.



2'eb. 20, 1980
Mr. John Ah,earne, \.hairmanu.s. Nuclear Regulatory CommissionWashington, D.C. 20$55

1)ear Sir--

We Gray Panthers of ~ew York protest the recent decisionj,n February or Harold Denton, Director of NucLear Peactor Re~l~tio~,
~'ith respect to Indian Point •. His decisions are unacceptable
because they do not result in the elimination ot the ~ajor hazardsat Indian Point raised by the Union of Concerned, Scientists'
petition. We are still unprotected from a major acci~ent at
I::tdian Point. These plants should not be permitted to operate
until all satety deficiencies have been eliminated and until an
adequate site-suitability review has been conducted.

We teel that an Atomic Safety and Li~ensing Soard Should be
establiSh to conduct adjudcation hearings and to compile a factual
record re: Indian Point. Further all operation at Indian Point
sh:Juld be shut down until safety meansures are carried out.

,.•
Sincerely yours,
/~~~

Stella Murphy-Co-Covener



John P'. Ahearne
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Dear Chairman Aheame:
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INT£lIIIOI't AND INSUl..AI't. AI"I"AII't.

NOI'tTHEAST.....11I:)WEST
CONGl'taSIONAI. C:OAUTlON

STUl'tlNG COMhUTTa::

.oHI:L.S1NICI·o COMMISSION ON
SECUI'tITY AND COClf"lCl'tATION

. IN INI't0000C

I must say that I am far from satisfied v:Lth the manner 111 which the
NRC handled the UCS petition. The petition vas relegated to staff for
consideration ~th the Commissioners only becoming involved near the end
of the' process. It is clear that the staff worked with the utili~'to
negotiate an aareement for some minor improvements with little 'or no
consideration liven to the pros and cons of shutting dOW the plant entirely.
Public involvement was limited to a sinile public meeting where critics
were ~nvited to speak before being apprised of the staff's already 'agreed
upon i~!nprovements. The!!!! York Times called the proceeding a "kangeroo
conference" and noted that "there \:'as no sign at any point that the possi­
bility of a complete shut-down had been given the serious attention it
deserves." I do not believe that: the hTRC gave the UCS and other Indian
Point critics the fair hearing they are entitled to.

Accordinlly. I am urging the h'"RC to impaQel, an Atomic Safety '~nd
Licens~g Board to conduct an adjudicatory hearing on the questi~n.of

closing Indian Point. The Commissioners will then be able to assemble
factual data-from all sides-which will allov them to decide if Indian
Point !!ndangers the millions of people who live with~ SO miles of the
plants. If it does. I repeat, the NRC will then have no choice but to
order the shut down of the facility~ In any case, the public and the
Congress must: know that questions of the safety-and viability of this
facility has been given full and impartial cons~deration•

....... -- -_..- .-
Y
.. Sincere!.1., .:.._... -.. .'. .,.,. .

'1:"--:-' _..- . ~---;r----

JBB:mrd Jonathan Bingham

3/10•• To OGC ta Prepare Reply for Signature of Chainnan•• Date due: . Marl 7
Cpys to: .RF. EDO, Docket, OCA to Ack•••• 80-0437
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STEERING COMMITIEE
PARKS} RECREATION and OPEN SPACE

PEEKSKILl, NEW YORK .

-February 29, 1960

Dear. Mr. Ahearne:

Th,. Steering Conmi ttee for Parks, !=?ecreation and
Cp,en Space requests public hean. ngs on the meri ts
of the Union of Concerned Scientist·s petition
calling for the shut down of Indian Point Units
2 I:Jnd 3.

Pending completion of the hearing and detailed
consideration of all aspects of the petition,
Units 2 and ~ should be shut down.

Very truly yours.

c:TC"~ I NG CcuM ITT=',:" ()

(}?·~2~~
~~PhYlliS Sakalian.
Corresponding Secretary
1464 Surrmit Ave.
Peekskill, N. Y•. 10566

-"._...

-- . ~ ..
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POC~~q~B:' !e:t!U..&-ft!t- UI1 Nt
~~-_. S.P·-,'

Westchester PeC)ples Action Coalition, Inc.
255 Grove Street
White Plains, New York
914/682-0488

. . ~

wespa~

es
PUBLIC COMMENT ON THE RECOMMENDATION OF DIRECTOR OF ~CLEAR REA7""fIl~-. , .. .

REGULATION HAROLD DENTON RELATING TO THE 2.206 PETITION OF 'THE
UNION OF CCINCERNED SCIENTISTS' ON INDIAN POINT (Docket 'numbers 50-3,

50-247, anCll 50-286).

Comment by WESPAC (Westchester Peoples Action Coalition, Inc.)
and the SHA~ (Sound-Hudson Against Atomic Development) Alliance.

Submitted by Charles Scheiner.

WESPAC~'and the SHAD Alliance are community-based, grass~roots

organizatio;ns in. the Westchester/Putnam area, which includes Indian
Point. Two of our active members, Connie Hogarth and myself, have •
participated extensively in the process preceding the decision on
the Union of Concerned Scientists (ues) petition. We came, at our
own time and expense, to Washington'twice, first to meet with NRR

'Director Harold Denton, and later to testify before the Nuclear
Regulatory Commissioners themselves. 'Our views on the issues in­
cluded in the UCS petition, and our support for the petition itself,
have been expressed to the NRC-over,and over aga~n.

·At this point, we will reiterate our position. In addition,
however, we find it necessary to discuss the process by which the.
decision on the ues petition has been reached, as well as on the
~esponsibility of the NRC in making that decisi~~. 'It is disin­

;;enuous and hypocritical.for the NRC to ask for _'_'public comment"
at this time, after having permitted. the reactors to resume oper­
ation and having allowed the Director's order to-take effect.

The NRC consideration of the UCS petition w-as, in the words

::>f the attached New York Times editorial, a "kangaroo'conference;;"



WESPAC/SHAD COMMENTS page 2

Not only w,ere the substantive investigations and conclusions

delegated to people with vested interests (the utilities and

the NRC st;aff), but the entire process contained no opportunity

for outsid,e input. Even the format of the February 6 NRC

meeting, w:ith UCS and citizens preceding Mr. Denton's presentation

of his agr,eement with the utilities, prevented any objective or

balanced d:iscussion of the recommendations. The fraud appears

to be cont:inuinq.

The ~~C.will only be able to begin to re-establish its

credibili~r if the entire issue is reopened and handled as it

should have been in 'the first place. It must be considered by

the Commis:sioners themselves (or, as .Commissioner Gilinsky has

suqqested, by anAtomic Safety and Licensing Board with review

by the Comnissioners) •. This process should cover the range of

issues cited in the UCS petition, a~ well as other issues relevant

to the safety of the people in the vicinity 6f Indian Point.

The Board Inust have adjudicatory powers, and must be open to

evidence nc:)t only from the UCS and the utilities, but also

from area :~esidents, state and' local governments, and others,

as suggestl!d by Commissioner Bradford. In order to facilitate

this open :Elow of information, the majority of the proceedings

should be held in Westchester County or New York City, near

Indian POil:lt.

In addition to the issues already under discussion, the

proceeding must consider, as both Commissioners Bradford and

Gilinsky have written, the "benefits" to the area from the

continued ()peration of Indian Point. The attached New York Times

article gives a glimpse of the excess capacity in New York, and'

at the dispE!nsibleness of Indian Point. While it is not the job

of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to make a formal decision on

a risk/benE!fi t tradeoff,· it is hard to see how that is avoidable

in cases such as this. In any case, a thorough investigation and

airing of these issues will aid the utilities and federal, state,

and local ()fficials in making determinations of their actions
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relating tOI Indian Point.

page 3

Althou,gh the viabili'ty of the plant for long-term operation

has been called into question by Commissioner Bradford and

Director Denton, as well as many others (and must be an issue

considered by the ASLB and Commissioners)., the short-term

acceptability of continued operation must be dealt with now, in

advance of the thorough, Betailed investigation and adjudication.

the Commission must d~cide as expeditiously as possible whether

the plants should be allowed to continue to operate while the

:nore extensive issues are'being explored. Our position, which

'~e have stated before, is simple: There is no justification for

j!llowing the Indian Point Dlant to operate in its current pgtentially

ca~amitoUs condition for one more day. Its ,licenses should be

::Juspended il:nmediately, and not reinstated until the investigation

:Ls 'complete', the Commissioners have reviewed",the evidence and

made 'their decisions, and those decisions have been implemented~

~~o do otherl"ise is to risk unimaginable di saster.

In add:Ltion to considering technical problems relating to

accident prc:>bability, the Commissioners must also consider human

]~esponses tC) an accident or a perceived or rumored accident. We

have discusl;ed this with you in the past -- suffice it to say that

a workable, proven, and tested evacuation plan. would only go half

uay toward ll:'elieving public concern. The costs of plant operation

j.n anxiety and hypertension, the potential panic caused by every

ninor mishal~ (or rumor of mishap -- or deliberate threat of accident

..- or minor natural incident), and the real ri$k of a stampede in

t.he event that a limited evacuation was necessary (or perceived

elS necessary by a sizable number of people) must be considered too.

In the last few ~onths you had a reportable occurrence at

Indian Poin1: (PNS-I-79-06) of a bomb' threat, and you had a small

E!arthquake 1171 th public concern beyond your own seismologists'

c:omprehensicm. How much more will it take before you deal with

l"uman realit~ies? The federal government, of which the NRC is a
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part, is elected by people, not machines or utilities. We hope
that you wjLll keep that in mind.

So fal~, NRC action on this petition has not been reassuring.
Several is::;ues in the Director's thought process and in his

decision 1t:self cry out for correction.

On Jarluary 22, eight New York area citizens met with
Harold Dent:on' for 3~ hours, discussing' issues related to the UCS
petition ill particular and Indian Point in general. Your Director
was ecureeous., but he flatly refused to consider the possibility
that Indian Point might be dangerous enough'. that its clos ing ,
even for a short time, could be desirable. He stated that liThe
day before the UCS petition came in I thought the plant was safe
to operate or I would have acted before the UCS.petition came in.
•• .I~ don't: think the risks at Indian Point are all that unreason­
able or I \olrould have acted yesterday. II

The petition specifically asked for consideration by the
CommissionE!rs, and not by the staff.. Despite this, and despite
the staff'si admitted prejudice and bias toward its previous .
decisions (or lack thereof', the matter was referred to the
Director, and worked out by him with the utilities involved.
With such a. lack' of objectivity, the Times.. "kangaroo conference"
epithet applies not only to the February 6-1 meeting, 'but to
the entire process. If there is to be a fair determination on
the issues raised by UCS, it has not yet begun.

In spi.te of hILs "I would have acted yesterday" position,
Mr. Denton found it advisable to require a whole laundry list
of (mostly inconsequential) ~hort-term and long-term measures
to bring Ir:ldian Point up to "average" in societal risk. Given
that posi ti.on, was he not derelict in failing to act before the
UCS peti ticln and subsequent public outcries? Or are the measures
a cover-up, a public relations ploy (s~e attached Times article)
to save the' utilities' faces by permitting them to propose the
modificatio,ns, in advance of the release of the decision, as
voluntary changes which will make Indian Point the safest in the

country? E:i ther way, it's a sad commentary on the seriousness

and competence of the NRC staff to protect public safety.
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If only the squeaky wheel gets the grease (or the paint to
obscure thclt the entire bearing is .shot), what protection is
there for rleighbors of plants in areas less populated or more
distant frc)m Washington, than Indian Point? What happens if a
citizens' ~rroup like the Union of Concerned Scientists doesn' t
happen to f:ocus on a particular facility? What indication is
there that those people would be safe? Are they less important
than us, "f:ortunate" to be adj acent to a plant with a lot of
public attE!ntion?

In his: briefing to the Commissioners, Mr. Denton stated
that his re:commendation would upg:rade Indian Point to "average"
in societal risk, counterbalancing the ten times greater con­
sequences f'rom population density and poor evacuation conditions
with a ten times projected reduction in accident probability or
effect. While it is unclear that the propos.d modifications do

indeed pro~~de an improvment of a factor of ten, we'll postulate
that for th.e sake of the follOWing argument. It then appears
that minor changes in staffing an~ operations, with no tech­
nological advances, little effort, and very slight financial
costs, can greatly improve reactor safety. If this is so, what
possible justification could there be for not making these
changes long ago? And furthermore, w~y not make them on every
single plant in the Nation? The entire national risk from nuc­
lear power would then be decreased tenfold, a laudable objective.

After doing this, however, Indian Point will again become
ten times more dangerous than the "average plant" because of its
demographics. Public outrage will again result in cosmetic changes
~hich, we will be assured, will decrease the risk ten-fold to
bring it back to par. The vicious circle is clear, then •••
after a few iteratio~s the risk to America from nuclear power ¥ill

'~e truly negligible. We 'will be back where we were a year- ago,
'~efore March 28, 1979.
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Harold Denton would like to unlearn the lessons of Three
Mile Island. So far, however, he has not. As he told us on
January 22, "TMI had a profound effect on the division, the
organizatic)n, and all members of the staff. We have realized-·

that an acc:ide~t can happen. Before TMI we sort of felt that
accidents .J:~eally could not happen and therefore didn't take·
the sort of: emergency precautions and take all the extraordinary
actions I t:hink we should. II

How quickly you forget.

We ha~~ other reasons to question the credibility of the
Nuclear Requlatory· Commission and its staff. At our meeting,
Mr. Denton (and Project Manager Lenny Olshan) assured us.that
Indian Poir:Lt had implemented all the TMI Lessons Learned by the

end of 19791
, as required. The next day, an NRC inspection team

found that several modifications had not yet been made. Further. .

discussions~ with NRC staff only led to further obfuscation•.
Will we eve:r know the truth? Will the NRC ever act objectively,
free from t~he need to cover up its own mistakes or perform· a
public .rela,tions job for the utilities?

Aside from the danger and the inadequate regulation, Indian
Point has· also been unreliable for its ostensible benefit. Since

. last June, .Unit 2 has been off-line for four months, Unit 3 for
five. Ther'e have been times under all load conditions when both
plants were down. Even when operating, they're unpredictable
and often far belOW' rated output.

But there are not capacity-related blackouts. We have about
50~ excess capacity in New York, 30' even without the nuclear
facilities. The utilities like to claim that Indian Point saves
ratepayers money by avoiding the use of oil -- but why is oil the
only alternative? India~ Point 3 is among PASNY's most expensive

power -- the majority of their capacity 19 hydroel~ctric. Itis
only their contract with Con Edison (from their purchase of Unit
3 and Astoria 6 in 1975) which forces downstate New Yorkers to

buy their most costly electricity. Can this not be changed, and
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can we not take advantage of upstate and Canadian hydroelectric,
both exist:Lng and potential?

These issues are more involved than can be discussed here
they must lbe explored in depth during your investigation. You
might want to work with other agencies, such as the Federal'
Energy ReSI:)Urces Commission, in developing these questions more
fully. It is clear, however, that they must be considered.

-In conclusion, let us urge you to begin the sort of indep-
endent, objective, comprehensive investigation and adjudication
that the Ul:1ion of. Concerned Scientists asked for last September.
So far, tht,re's no indication that it has ·started. After (or
while) you study Indian Point, you must expand and extrapolate
from this :Lnvestigation to the rest of the nuclear power plants
in the Uni1:ed States. We feel, both as neighbors of Indian Point
and as conc;:ernedAmericans, that it is a good place to start.

Fortunately for all of us, it is not yet too late. No
accident Ol~ rumor has spread panic and death through ~he.New

York metrol~olitan area. -- yet.

If it does, you know where the responsibility lies. Thank
you.

.'

"
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]~etNuclear Critics Make Their Case
tbe nuclearaidcs who are tr7lDI to Em down the

r~ctorsat Indian!'oint, 35miles up the Hudson from
1l1idtOWD Manhattan. complaID that the reguIato%)t

.. same is rigsed against them. Theyare probably right.
Consider the cavaUell' treatmem liven a recent petitiOl1 .
r Ilsmg serious questions about the safetyof the site.

The petition wa:ssubmitted to the Nuclear R.egula­
tury Commission last September by the UnlOl1 of Con­
c::m~ Scientists, one of the more responsible gl'O'JPS
e ritical of nuclear pc)\1er. It caned for the reactors to be
S3utd~ while th.! c:o:nmisslon determlned whether
th~ site, In such & ~puJous a.m.. ",,1.5 suitable, and if
5<), \;·hether added .safety feamres were.needed. The
prc,osal wu hardlJr radIc:a.l. Everyone agrees that no
r=a:tor she-.11dor WCIu!d b= bultttoday insuch a d=nsely
p )p'.11ated area. and soitwas lqitknate to ukwhether
r ~etors sho-.11d continue to operate on sucha site.

It ~med then. AS DOW, that the chance of a cata­
s~rophfcaccident WlIS so smaD. aDd the cost of a shut­
d:nm so high, that tbe reactors should probably keep o~
e ~ting for the rest of tbeir'usefu11lves. But we were not
S!ft, and we looked 1~orwa:d to • fuU airingof the issues.

What happened'~tbe petldoG was refened to the
s:aff of the Nuclear Re:watary Commission. which
t;'U already c:ansidlU'ing safety Improvements for ID­
dIan Po1Dt and for tbe Zion site, north of Chicago. That
s:a.tf, of c:c:r..zrse, is tI'le very arouP that has allowed
tJtese zuetors to op!!r3.te foryeus. It is hardly likely to

-~---

shut them down now_admit thatpastpractlc:ewas a
temble mistake. As Is customary, the staff met pri­
vately with the utlUtles and negotiated an agreement
on safety improvements and further studies.

. Then. a pubUc meeting was staged. 'Ibe critics.
still unaware of the ltafrs final plan, had to speak
first; the staff thea presented its plan. And the five
commissioners, whowere alsohearing the plan for the
first time and. were in no position to ask penetratinl
questions, told the staff to go 'ahead and carry outtbe .
·plan. There wasnt) sian at any point in this kangaroo
ccnference that the pOssibUlty of a complete shutdOWD
had been given the smous attention it desetVeS.

ThIs is no v-:a.y to re:smre the public that impor­
tant questions of safety are being analyzed careful1y
artd Impao""tlaUy. 1'becommlssioners are now - after
the fact - see.':in& comments on the merits of the
planned Improvemcts and on whether they should
hold furtherhearinp.Ourvote is an unquaUfiedyes.

Thecommissioners need to devise some fonun In
wh1ch the critics can make their best casefor shutting
the plants down andeu c:roswxamine the resutatory
staff to bi'ing out Its underlying a:sumptions. The
reactors at Indian Point and Zion constitute a lara.
pan of the total riskto the American populatlOl1 from
nuclear power. their fate should not be determined lD
behlnd-theoscenes deals between a handtul of teiU1a­
tors andnuclearplantoftlcials.
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Po.-AlllIIarltr 01tile
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1 ROBERTL GINNA 470
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CorD•• AocIlestllr. N.Y.

5 INDIAN POIN1'3
Powv Authottly OlIN
StmofN.Y~au~N.Y.

7 MILLSTONE!1 flO
Northeast Nuc:lelll' InergyCo..
Waterford.e-.,

S MILLSTONE 2 '110
Nort....at~llr!Ntll)'CO~ •
W&tet'foNI. COnn..

6 HADDAMNECK
, ea.-c:ticut Viti...AtoMIlt
~Co••Hade*", Ntck.ee.. "

Last month. in llpprovinl N York State's muc:b-
debated Master Energy PI tile state eDe.fIY pJaD.
ning board noted that beca.. CIt regulatory delays
anelother uncertainties it woaJdbe "inappropriate to
rely on additional nuclear capadty." lbe board was
spea.ldng ollly of New York Stat.e. of course. but it
c:ouIdwell have had the entlJe tdstate area In mind.
For While nuclear power hu IIowed to a crawl In
most regions"of tbe COUDtzT. It bas come practically
to a standstill in tile metropoUlq.,..

Andthat bas ra:ised a quesUoa:~t-UaD)'thi.ng ,
- can take the atom's place in this,"one of the most
oiI4ependent regions In the CiIUCiIltIY?

Ten nuclear pclWer plants an now operating In
Connecticut, Nn, York and New Jersey; they ac­
count for nearly 15 percent of the nation's nuclear
~ .......,...... 1 ..... ........a. ..... ,._•••••.• ---

Generating Capacity: Our .
Cup Runneth Nearly Over ;

,-- -" , '.--, , .whicJi includes most of hansylvania andM~~
i • ~ : all of Delaware and tlMIDIstrlet of Columbia.;;' ::.:

IIJAlIl&HONY J. PARISI Ac:c:ordiDI to the~ Electric InsUtate.~
trade association fot tM nation's investor,:o)med
utilities, the'North.- Power CoordinatlDg"1:ouDc:i1
had a reserve margin Jut year of more thaD~~~.

. ceDt.1f all the nuclearpower plants in that ri'wUe
shut down. a spokemuul for the Institute said.'l:be
maraiD would still bed... to 28 pen:eat. lbe n;u..
Jins in the Mid-AtlantlGArea CouncU. headded,~
42percentw1thnuclearpower,19percentwIthiilit~

"You have to be CUtIfrd how you interpref1Jiese
1Nmbers.II commentedCllarles Komanoff.a CoDsult­
ant who hu long op.... nuclear power. ''liIi( t::.y
show ODe thing very CllIU'ly: Last rear. ~.~d
have shut down nucl.arpower in this region'if vou
absolutely had to" anchtill kept the lights em.r: And
this year, he added, the reJfon's reserve maJ1:i:s'are
likely to Widen u additional nonnuclear capaCity
comes on Uneand the demand for cow.." n__."'"
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New York 1~tmes February 2, 1980

:25 New Safety Features Planned - !
'~'By 2 Indian Point Nuclear Plailtsl

B)'WOLFGANGSAXON
ne operatOrs of tw'O nuclear reaeton' M reported by the opmltors, theat Indian Point ID Westchester have ia-cbanges Include adc1ftional co:ltrol roomformed Federal reru!ators of 2.5 new pers)Me1 on duty at alI times, ac:ce!er­safety measures to be fr.stftuted at the ated refresher ttafning otplant opa..ratorsplaDts.. .' and "a variety of eqUipment modifica-'Ibe added safety features were roo tions and other operuUng procedure im­ported ID a jolDt announcement by the provements.II .PowerAutborityot theState of NewYork Some of the cban~ are to be ImpIe-.and Consolidated £di.soa. operators of In- mt:lted ~rore the two plants returD to'dian Point No.3 anc12.respectfvely. They service. while the others Wouldbe phased!acted four days before a meetln" set for Us over the-next six months, Con £dfsoJlTuesday, of the United States Nuclear .andthe State PowerAuthoritysaid..Regulatory CommfssiClD concem1n& In- They added that their submission to~anPoint., Mr. Denton pointed out that protectivelbe Federal agency safd the commfs- sYstems, operating procedures and train­sloners would take up the operator's Ina at the two reactors had gone "beyondproposals along With recommendations then current praetfce" from the veryof Harold Denton. cf1reetar of the ageD- timetheyweredesignedaDdbuiIt.c:y'sofflceofnuclearreactionregulation. Since then. evolving operating and• IndiaD Point's No.2 and No.3 reactors· trafnfng practic:es have "kept pace with .have beeft shut .for retuelinlo mamt. or gone beyondc-~ regulatory stand­DanCe and repairs. and the Fed~ral com- an1s and Industry norms," the.operators, ID!ssloa told the operators earner this asserted.

week that they m~t complete safety fm. .
,provements bdore they cou1c1 resume '
'Clperations. The State Power A~thortty .
;and ConEdison said yesterday that, with
Itheproposed modifications, operations of ~
:[ndlaD Point No. 3 would resume as
llCheduJed in a f~days and No. 21&to this
I:DOnth. also as scheduled.

Plants DrawDemo:wtrators
Nuclear Regulatory Commlssfoa om.

c:ials noted that the pro~measures
!lad been "'"(Irked out in cooperatfoa with
the commission stat! and hence stood a
"pretty gOod ebanee" of winning the apo
'Jlroval of the commissioners, who ,;111 act
ell1 them at".erTuesday's meeting.

In recent months, the nuclear power
-,p,!ants at Indian Polnt have attiaeted

demonstrators demanding that they be
,abutdov..n. In addItion, there haS legal ac:­
tIon seeldng to accomplish the same pur­
pose, a Federal investigation of allegedll,psesof security and the npIacement by
the o~rators of the company providIng
guards ~or the readers. -
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•~ College at PurdMlse

Harch.7,

Cha i nnan John Ahearne, USNRC
1717 H Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20555

DearS i r:
~

As.a concerned member of this society I felt compelle en-
courage y,ou to keep Indian Point Nuclear Plants #1 and #2 closed. I have·
lived a great deal of my life in Westchester and at the present time my.
parents live Tn uncomfortably ·close. proximity to Indian Point.

. .
I know it is obvious to you how dangerous and potentially hazardous nuclear
power is. the facts and statistics already point toward very grave possibil-

. ities. F1Jrther, those elements which are, as yet, unknown seem destined to
be not lesser evils but rather greater and more damaging.

I have vil!wed too much deterioration in ou.!fiiving condition, our environ­
ment, and most importantly, our state of mind, to ignore a factor which
will ineviitably leave irrepairable destruction and loss of human life be­
hind from its "accldentll •

Since the discovery of atomic power there have been scientists who were
skeptical and afraid of the experiments taking place in their own field.
Today the Union of Concerned Scientists (UCS) are apparently meeting with
a great delal of opposition in their attempts to restrain, and critically
and logicailly analyze nuclear power. Their requests do not seem unreason­
able to t~ose of us who live in the fear and anticipation of an eminent
diaster.

Although this letter is directed specifically at the disarming of Indian
Point, you may view it as a general plea for you to support any efforts to
make our environment safe and healthy for our generation as well as future
generations. Please reexamine nuclear power, give alternative sources a
better chance to prove themselves, and support experts who have concerns
and doubts. There is already so much that has been lost to ext l nct.len,
is it too late to prevent adding ourselves to that lIst?

Thank you very much for your time.

nnc.r·L~a..~
~'ier Braurihut' --_. . ._.... -.

.... ..___ _. -- .. -

••• ·......h--.*__·• ... o· .- _ •.• __ •

Stale University 01 New York
Purctl.... New York 10577
Telephone. 9·'....~
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10594
656 Sherman Avenue
Thornwood, New York
February 25, 1980

-..,I, _
't•

~U.S.N.R.C.
1717 H Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20555
Chairman John Ahearne:

1 am a concerned citizen responding to the ~~C request in the
Federal Register for public comment on the Union of Concerned
Sclentist's petition decision, regarding the Indian Point Power
Plant shutdown in Westchester County, New York. I would like it
known that I , for one, reject Harold Denton's decision on the UCS
petition, as inadequate to deal with the serious problems at
Indian Point.

1 urge that the ~RC set up an Atomic Safet~::- and Licensing Board,
and that ,this Board call adjudicatory hearings, in order to
compile a factual record and data on items addressed in the UCS
petition dealing with problems of siting and evacuation and of
safety at Indian Point. this data-gathering through these
hearings 1s a prime way of assuring adequate procedural safe­
guards if cross-examination, testimony under oath and subpoenaing
of documents is required. These hearings should include a presence,
in the fitty mile radius of Indian Point so local residents can
participal:e. I consider it of critical importance that' the NRC
CommisionE!rs make the final decision on the UCSpetition, not
the Lt.cens tng Board. I would also urge that Indian Point II and
Ill's operation be suspended during the period the Commision is
making it~s decision.

1 would wji.sh to see all of this accomplished in the shortest
possible t:ime. For all of us living, in the shadow of Indian
Point, speed is very important as the imminen~~4angerof these
plants is a constant _concern. Thank you for yo~" time.

., ,- ­.... .-"
Yours truly',"

~."~;
___ • ..~•• ~r .••': •• ',' ._~; .. '~~

- ,- .. "."

----------
.. ".- ";''''

----------_._.-
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e ,

l4r. JohA Aheara., Chaimaau.s. Nuolear Regulatorr Camrlss10aWashUiteJ'l, D.C. 20SSS

Dear Mr. JJ1earae:

._-_.....-_ •.---.. -_.. -----_ .

OUr taJd.:1.7 lfould l1ke t. expre.a eur reelinga Ok H. Dentollia uacceptab1e
,ieCi:ilioDs wi.tll respect te Urd.ta 2 ad Jot the Illdia PoiZlt Nuclear Facil1t7.
~l'he ucs petition raises a i"at deal at problems ucl riska with the operation of, .
J:.d=~an Point that are not clealt with in the d.ecisClCms. De.to. onl7 SUipst. changes,Ud1 Wlde:p!'Cl,ose scrutiny reveal oQBll1etic rearran&ellent. We must pretest' such
an approach to a plat which puts IIl&llY mill10118 ot people iA cianier!

A course .r action that haa beG 8Uigested' (and which has our tuJ.1 support) is
tJle e.tabli8l2lle.t or an Atomic Sa.:&t7 and Licensal Board. to co.duct public adjudicaioJl
ho~riAga ud compile a tactUal record on all pointa rwed b;r the ues (re: Indian

..,

PClint).' Futher we beUeve that tAe ciecisien-malcai rcsponsibUit1' should be in the
ha""nds ot the CCBIIissioura (not the s'toat.f' er the ASLB).-

In the meu. t1ae the t'or..entionecl JlUclear iacUit,. mould be closed. pending
tA ..:.e ciecisionl,...!or Tou have ••en made respemaible tor the protection ot the

cc



~8 Ridgewood Terrace
Chappaqua, New York 10514 .
February. 26, 1980

U.S.N.R.C.
1717 H Sereee, NW
Washi~~eon, D.C. 20555
Chairmc:ln John Ahearne J

I am a concerned cieizen responding to ehe NRC requese in ehe
Pederal Regiseer for public commene on ehe Union of Concerned
Scient:Lse's peeieion decision, regarding ehe Indian Poine Power
Plane ~ihuedown in wesechester Councy , New York. I would like ie
known chat; I, for one, reject Harold Deneon's decision on ehe UCS
petieicm, as inadequaee to deal with eheserious problems at;
Indian Poine.

I urge t:hae ehe·~RC set up an Aeomic Safeey and Licensing Board,
and t:hcLt this Board call adjudicatory hearings, in order to
compilEta factual record and data on items addressed in the UCS
peeieion dealing with' problems of siting and evacuation and of
safety at Indian Point. This data-gathering through these
hearings is a prime way of assuring adequate procedural safe­
guards if cross-examination, testimony ~der oath and subpoenaing
of documents is required. These hearings should include a presence
in the fifey mile radius of Indian Point so local re-sidents can
partici.pate. I consider it of. critical importance that the NRC
Commisi.oners 'make the final decision on the UCS petition, not
the Licensing Beard. I would also urge that Indian Point II and
Ill's cpezat.tcn be suspended during t:he period t:he Commision is
making its decision. .

1 would wish to see all of this accomplished in the short:est
possible time. For all of us living in the shadow of Indian
Point:, speed is very important as the imminent: danger of t:hese
plants is a constant concern. Thank you for your' time.

Yours truly, I.: ..,.

~~Wk,· \
(IJ/~;.-£/.r~ PL~-rd7e':,),

cv~ ~~Pvdvu~,

.~ --_.. - .--, -.. --- ..._- .. ft"~ .. __------"-_. -- .. -



, U.S.N.R.G.

request in

_DOC.KIT HUMBER ~n •~ '1"11. '-!l··-\4 Hollywood Avenue
:....~AU11&.F~5't..'C. if},·, ,.,,/1lJ J

Yonkers, New York 107-(J7-·

24, 1980

1 eim a concerned citizen

1717 H Street, NW

WashingtlJn, D.C .20555

Chairman John Ahearne:

-.
".....--. -

th~ Fedel:'al Register for public comment on the Union of Concerned

Scientis1:' s petition decision. regarding the Indian Point ,Power

Plant shutdown in Westchester County, New York. I would lik~ it
, .

known thclt 1, for one, reject Harold Denton's decision on the UCS

petition. as inadequate to deal with the serious problems at

Indian PoLnt ,

r ~~ge that the,NRCset·up an Atomic ,Safety and Licensing
~+

.Board, al'1ld~this Board call adjudicatory hearings, in order to

compile a,factual record and data on items addressed in the UCS

pet~tion dealing with problems of siting and evacuation' and of

safety at Indian Point. This data-gathering through these hearings

is a prime way of assuring adequate procedural safeguards if

cross-examination, testimony under oath and subpoenaing of documents

~s required. These hearings should include a presence in the 50

" mile radius of Indian Point so local residents ~an participate.
1"".',: " :" . '

I consider it of critical importance that the NRC cominisioners·, ,-'
," . _...

make the :E'inal decisions on the UCS petition, '.QQSthe Licensing":;

Board. I would also urge that

be suspended during the period

I would wish to see all

-'. ...•.,.- '"

Indian Point II and Ill's 'operation- '-. ' ,

the Commision I~~_~~k·iiig-tts'aecision.' .~
. -- _-_.

of this accomprrshed --in-·the shortest
-...._-..- .~.... ,_ ..- _. ".".

possible t:ime. For all of us Irving in the shadow. ~f.--lndian.J?o!:m:,=----._....-.....
speed is very important as the imminent dangeJ:..of these plants'ls'a------ .. -
constant concern. Thank you for your time.



-,.

Rox'1:mr;y,. CQmI1.. -o•.".~
FeDruar;y' 25,. 1.9'.0:

fl~r. Jo]mi Aheanr., Chairman
Nuclear-Regulatory Commission~

17177 H St •. N.\V.

Washin~rton,. D•.0 •.

Dear'Si'r:
W~ re£erence. to' your'reques~ intha Pederal

Reg±s~E!r for' pUbl±~ Response. to the petition:; of the. Union: of

Concefned Sc:ien~ists t-o shut- dowm Indian Point,. we; re:spec:tful1r
submi~ the. followfng:

Our·i'ntere.st in: the matter derives from the.· faC't

that WEl live dOwnwind. from Indian: Point,. in an: area for whic!h

there. ;:Lre. no' evacuation, pI.an4 a.nUi none; pres entIY':')be.ing· formed•.
We. request tha suspension o£ operations of'

Indian Point #2 until. the, NRC has reached a. final. dec±siozr. am
whe~her ~ under' what~ conditions the plant c~ be operated
vd,1ihou"t;: hazard to the. pUbl±.c. health and safet~ .

We ask that an atomic; ~a.t'e.tY' a.n!. licensing- ·DO·a.rdi. ,

D8. esta~D-1ishecf" 'that such boarer gather a factual: racorct. om the.
ftems in the UCS petitiolI',. fnc1.udittg' f.or this purpose hearings
helli near the. plant,. and: that the dec-±siozr. on: licensing be made
by! the.eommissio;r., nc1:; the. fact-gathering bo·a,rd:..

Re~~:~7;i;'::;'~
onald ~'7. ari:l:son

n,~ rr : H~/~
Jrarr A.. Harrisom
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60 E MOUNT AIRY ROAD
. CROTON, NEW YORK 10520

February 22, 1980
~ '"

Honorable 'John A. Ahearne
Chairmcm ~ Nuclear Regulatory Commission'1717 H Street, N.W.'
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Ahearne:'

As a husband, father, resident and home 'ownerliving within a five 'mile 'radius of the Indian Point nuclearpower plant, I was distressed to learn of the dismissal ..of the petition of the 'Union -of Concerned Scientists which, called for the 'continued shutdown of the power plants until allnecessary modifications to protect the safety of nearbyresidents are made .. In view of' the fact that evacuation incase of a serious accident is indisputably an impossibility,I hope 'that thi.s matter will come 'tmder your personal review.
I hereby request that the 'Atomic Safety andLicensing Board be 'requested to investigate this matter andthat pe11ding thaoutcome 'of such 'investigation operation oftheplauts disCOl'ltinue'" Iti.s further requested that if anyfurther hearings are held with respect to the 'Indian Pointnuclear power plant, that 'such hearing be held at a venuesufficiElntly close to the plants to, allow area residents easyaccess t~ such hearings. It is the 'local residents who havemost at stake in this situation.

I commend the NRC for having held recent hear­ings in Ossining, New York'after initial hearings 'had goneunpublic.ized. I hope that a tremendous tumout at :the Ossininghearings is ample 'evidence 'of the fears and concerns of personsliving nearby the 'power plants. '
... : .. : : ...

DLS/jw

Very truly yours,. ... - ~ .

C1J~j-Jt,~~ .
. Donalu L. Sapir

..... , -._.._•...

--.-"'- .. '---'_.#
.•_. ->, " ......, '. -- .-.......~'.... .~. '. ",' • ~._ ..' ••
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. 6914 8.221 E. Ave.
Broken Arrow, Okla. 74012

Feb. 2;, 1980

u.s. Nuclear Regulator,y Commission
Waehington, D. c. 20;;;

:De~ Mr. Ahearne,

I am Tery concerned about the Nuclear Power.. Industr,y
being broUlht to a halt by a minorit7 ot vocal persons
ILnd political pressures. Please, when considering Indian
lPoint in the near f'uture, make sure. that decisions
l~egarding Indian Point be Illade. on facts, not pol1tics.

There are !!laDY' ot us who know the importance ot nuclear
anergy to the tuture ot this countr,y and to our children,'
but we are not as Tocal or newswortb7.

,'~. - _.. "'.

. . .
.__ . • .... ~-.J- .. -..-- . _....

~- '... .
-------.-- ---

;hanlcyou tor 70ur time and consideration.

Sincere17,

C-:'l~~~
A. Susan Basile

::.: .s ,

'- - ~... . -', -- . -".





..------_.-._...,_._ _-- -

'-1.-.. ,-: \.. ~ .:

near Chairn,an John Ahearn.
Rejec1: Harold Denton's decisio

Ol

Chairman John Aheam•.
Please reject. Harold Denton's down

Indian Point. An atomic saf'ety and llcensin,. board should be setup

and a tactual record be compiled by this ooard on the item's in

the U:.lon ot Concerned Scientist petition. It should be don" throuph

adjuctlca~orJ hearL~s. to ~eco:a ~he ceans or providin~. procec.~~l

- safe fl.1ards.

The comcisloners should make their decision from the Union

of Concsrned 3ciontis~ petition. not the licensing board. They

should should only be used .tor tact F.ather1n~. r

Also suspension ot operation. until Cornm1sioners have made

their tinal decision. Hearing should be held in the affected

:radius ot the plL~t. so the pUblic could voice their opinions. and

,.,e want it with allspeedlll



• _.~••'- _. __ .-'.••.• -_.. .'-'-' --_.- •. >--- ...... ~--... --_._-_•• __ .-_.~ ••



178 Cowles ~oad
Woodbury, CT 06798
February 25, 1980

Hr. John Ahe,arn, Cbaircan
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
L717 Ii Stree't Nl'i
'r/ashington, :O.C. 2000P5

Dear z.~r. Aheetrn:

I have just heard that ~~. Harold Denton
has decided l'LOt to shut. dO'ofn the Indian Point
nuclear power plant, in spite of the tact that
this facili t~· has been proven dangerous. One
iteas about t,his plant in the news frequently;
\l'e in Connecticut are close enough to be af'fected,
~;hould the:-e be an "accident ff there.

I therefore ask you to please reject ~r.
Ilenton I s decision not to shut down Indian Point.
I would like to see an atomie safety and licens­
ing board set up with tactual records co~iled
by this board. I know that the U.C.S. (Union of
~oncerned Scientists) has submitted a petition to; ,
t~is effect.

Also, shouldn I t there be hearings for those
p~ple living in an effective radius ot the plant?
Slnce they ,·~uld be affected in the event or an
al:cident, theJr should be- well informed about how
t:a o~erators of this plant are gua:-ding against
a catastrophe.. ;·.~ere do 'the peopJ.e go in case ot
a disastrous breakdown? To, ,have to ask such a ques-
t:.on is scary. _. _" .---......._- - .

Th~ sensible thing is to shut down Indian
FC'int before there is a catast'rophe•

.--..-__....~..- ..... ;...-,.._.-

f§) Mrs.) Jane Re:rnol.ds _.._ .•._.~"~.•...•...._.__.._ .....,.,,
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s-areEnergy Alli'an~e ,,5,Ett
f ' '.{.o -

. New York NY 9

16) Claremont Ave, NYC 10027

C,:>mment on Decision re: Indian
5)-3, 50-2~7, 50-286.

'~-:'
D'- 'tEl' HUMBER

A~(~AII]ll ..f~,;.5!~;"'~7~!J2.'"
, "(SJ.-t»

February 28, 1980

Petition. Federal Docket No.

}t:-. John Ahearne, Chairman
United State~s Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Duar Mr. Aheclrne:

®
FClr months now , ,we ha.ve waited and watched in anticip.ation of:
the Nuclear RegulatoXty,Commission's response to the specific issues
addressed in the Union of Concerned Scientists' Petition. We are'
allsolutely appalled a.t the recent decisions made by Harold Denton in
rE:gard to the Petition 'on the Indian Point Nuclear Power Plants, so
aY;ltly charact:erized years ago by a leading spokesman for the Union of
Cc'ncerned Sci.entists as "an accident waiting to happen rt • We all have
fz'iends and£'amilies in or near Harrisburg, and when we shared their
oIdeal in con.versations and letters after the Three Mile Island ac­
cident, we indeed felt that but for fate, it could have been us. The
question' rema.:i.ns: when wi~l it happen here?

We strongly oppose the manner in which the substance of the, UCS Peti­
tion was glossed over,·and demand, as.taxpayers and citizens whore­
side within some thirty miles of these reactors, that'the commissioners
assume full responsibility for careful scrutiny of each item in the
UCS Petition to ensure accountability for public heartn and safety.
Previous ttpass-the_bucktt policy which led to the disastrous Three Mile
Island ttincid'ent" is no longer acceptable to the American people.

The UCS Petition, in section 65, specifies procedures outlining estab­
lishment of altl Atomic Safety and Licensing Board to conduct full and
pU::Jlic adjudi,::ation hearings and compile a factual record of all items
requested by ·the Union of Concerned Scientists. When this has been com­
pl.!ted, the cc,mmissioners must assume full responsibility and acccunea-.' :,:'.­
bility for dec::ision-making.

Un':il the abcve steps have been taken, and all the problems outlined
in the Peti±icm resolved, we call on the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
to immediatel~r suspend operation of the Indian Point Plants 2 and 3.

~~~~
Ms. Barbara Charles, Coordinator
Safe Energy Alliance of New York

CC: Senator Ted Kennedy
Senator Gary Hart
Senator Jacob Javits
Governor Hugh Carey
NYS Assemblyman Stanley Fink
Mr. George Bush
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"I, ~:OCKLAND COUNTY L~--\ TURE

., c~ NEW MEMPS1'EAD RD
~iEW CITY NY 1095..

(

r:::::

1::.:-:

~-071983S064 03/04/60 ICS IPMMTZZ CSP WSHB
9144255100 MGM TOMT NEW CITY NY 260 03-04 0730P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION, U~S,
GOVERNMENT, ATTN SAMUEL J CHILK SECRETARY
1717 H 5T NORTHWEST
WASHINGTON DC ~05S5

t::::.

SUBJECT: CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK (INDIAN POINT, UNIT
*2), POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEw YORK(INDIAN POINT, UNIT· -3),
DOCKET NUMBERS 50-247, 50-286

ATTN SAMUEL J CHILK, SECRETARY
-

I HEREBy REQUEST YOUR FURTHER EXTENSION OF REVIEwING THE DIRECTORS
DECISION FROM MARCH 17, 1980 UNTIL APPROXIMATELY MAY 1, 1980, AS YOU
K~OW I APPEARED AND GAVE TESTIMONY I~ SUPPORT OF THE PETITION FILED
BY THE UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS. AT THAT TIME THE MULTI-SERVICES
CJMMITTEE VOTED TO SUPPORT SUCH A POSITION. THE FULL LEGISLATURE OF
T~E COUNTY· Of ROCKLAND REVIEWED THE MATTER ON FEBRUARY 26, 1980, IT
WAS THE LEGISLATURES FEELING THAT AS STATED IN THE SEPERAT~ VIEWS OF
C)MMISSIONER GILINSKY THAT THESE IMPORTANT QUESTIONS SHOULD BE THE
SJBJECT OF FURTHER PUBLIC COMMENT. IN THAT LIGHT THE LEGISLATURE
TABLED ITS R5COMMENDATION FOR A PERIOD OF 30 DAVS PENDING FURTHER
P'JBLIC FORUM DISCUSSION OF THESE MATTERS.

StNCE YOU HAVE ALREADY TWICE DECIDED TO EXTEND THE TIME WITHIN WHICH
TI~E COMMISSION HAY FINALIZE ITS POSITION ON THIS MATTER I FEEL THAT A
FIJRTHER DELA'f 1lI0ULD BEST SERVE THE PUBLIC INTEREST. ROCKLAND
CI)MMUNITY COLLEGE WILL BE HOSTING A SERIES OF PUBLIC FORUMS ON THIS
I:;SUE AND I INVITE YOUR PARTICIPATION AND FEEL THAT THIS WOULD SERVE
OI:T SIDED CONCERN THAT ADEQUATE PUBLIC PARTICIPATION BE INVOLVED. IF
ytJU HAVE ANY FURTHER QUESTIONS PLEASE FEEL FREE TO REACH ME AT 914
3~)2 5S15.

VI~RY TRULY Y()URS
SAM ZALMAN GDANSKI, ROCKLAND COUNTY LEGISLATURE, NEW CITY, NEW YORK

2:.: 05 EST

MCiMCOMP MGM

TO REPLY BY MAILGRAM. SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR WESTERN UNION'S TOLL· FREE PHONE NUMBERS
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&I\Hi~' UMa.iR !i>, -g1 "1: .
pO.~1.FM. :.J2'1'.'~~

Xarer.a..t:berharit 1J 'fS
21 Boulderbrook Rd.
Wilton, Conn. 06897

24 Feb. 1980

Dear Mr. Ahearn,

I am writing in response to the petition of the
Unic)n of Concerned Scientists, UCS, to shut down
Ind;Lan PQint.

I submit that Harold Denton's decision not to
shut down Indian Point is based on inadequateand
errc)neous information.

I would like to request that an Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board be set up.

In tte interests of those millions of individuals
livj.ng within a 50 mi~e radi1m (o? whiCh I am one)
of Indian Point, I urge that a- factual record based
on: those items mentioned in the UCS report be compiled.

I fee~ strongly that commissioners sho~d make
a decision on the UCS petition, not tne licensing
board (Which sho~d be used only for tact-gathering).

I U;!i a suspension 'of these nuclear power plants
until co ss10ners have made their final decision.

It is ot utmost importanee that hearin~s be held
within the a.tfected radius of the plant, an arranged
a.1r such a time that concerned citizens will be able to
be present.

The aboTe sho~d take place at the earliest possible
moment. This is an issue that concerns my health and
safety and I am extremely concerned about protecting
my well-being and that of every other living thing in
this area.

Z.lost sincerely,

~ au-v,~
Xaren Eberhardt ;' .

• ..!.-., .••.
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Dr I Mr. Ahearrle,

,
March 2, 1.980

I
"'"'1

I'm appealing to you as one human being to another. You hold a
pOllerful posi1:ion in an agency that can literally save thousands of
lives by closlng the most dangerously situated nuclear power plant
in the nation. Indian Point in Buchanan, New York.

I live Yd.th my husband, Dale, and my two children, Naomi and
Ky:.e, ages 8 l!Lnd J respectively, in Yorktown H~ights, just seven
mi:.es from thEt Indian Point reactors. I feel that the continued
opuration of 1:hese reactors constitutes a very real threat to the
heulth and well-being of my family. I'm beginning to understand
that there is no safe dose of radiation, however small it might be.
Evun the small amount of low-level radiation emitted by a normally
opuratine: reac:tor can, over the long z-un, cause cancer, leukemia, and
genetic defects that can be passed on to future generations. Mr. Ahearne,
pluase believe me when I 'say that I don't want to put you-out of a
j01J, but can''t. we find a way to' shut down those nukes, and give our
kids a better chance a"t a healthy future? Is it worth it to add one
mOl:-e horrendous pollutant to their already poisoned world? Plutonium
is virtually jrorever. and we must all bear in mind that our children
arl~ our most "aluable resource.

The Union of Concerned Scientists presented a petition to the
N.H.C. in September that raised several valid points •.As I'm sure'
tha.t you've seen the petition, we certainly don't have to go into
thl!m now. Harold Denton's decision to throw out the petition and
rel::ommend safety improvements that are peripheral to really making
thlJse plants safe, are totally unacceptable to me. I wonder if he
w01,ud have made those same recommendations of he lived vd.thin 10 miles
of Indian Point.

We who do live near Indian Point are .D.21 expendable. By telling
us that in the event of an accident there, all we have to do is take
sh'!lter in our homes, you are telling us that we ARE expendatlle', because
we know that should a serious accident occur, deadly radioactive fission
pr)ducts cannot be kept out by doors and windows •••• which brings us
to the questi,on of evacuation. You know as well as I do that in an
ar!a as densely populated as Northern Westchester, all evacuation plans
wi II fail. E'lfen the best laid plans will break down when you are
talking about 19 million people who live within 60 miles of the plants.
Neither is there a viable plan for New York 8ity.

An Atomi,c Safety and LicenSing Board should be set up to gather
all factual d:ata pertaining to the U.C.S. petition. There should be
a suspension of operations at Indian Point reactor#2 and #J until
a final decision is made through jUdication hearings as to whether
the reactors are safe enough to operate at all. These hearings should
take place within a.sO mile radius of Indian Point~

Please give this matter serious consideration be~ause.our lives,
and the lives of your children as well, hang in the balance. ... . ..-.... -. - ~

Thanking you in/ady~ce for your concern,
~.,4at'~~

J091 Hickory St.
Yorktown Heights, N.Y. 10598
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~rea~ure Hill-Road
South Kent, Ct. 06785February 26, 1980

_ DOCII'" "UMBER ~.;~ ~4":.L2.i9t.P"~..;,~J1L.f~.~

---v--- -

4'i%'. John .A1:Learn t ChaimanNuclear Regulatory Commit='sion1717 H. Ztreet ItW
\oJ3.shineton, D.C. 20555
Dear Sir:

Thfs-letter is in reference to the Federal Re~ister request£orpublic response to the Uni0n of Concerned Scientistsp~t;ti~>:n to s'hut dc·\',"!l LlJ.dian ?oint :;uclear St:c~_t:'on._
I -'ur.:e -the Go:n:.:is51c·n to rej~ct r-:r. Jenton' s decision no t tosnut dOl:-m. I ask the COr:l"':",iG~j_onE!rs to setup an l:..to!:1iC-Saretyr..icen~il13 Eoard _for the 1=~.trp(ISe of co::piling facts on the i tetlsot the~~j?~titioD; that the Coo:::issi "n~rs themsc.lV" s ma>e rnedecisi.~ll on the petition, not ~he lic~:ns5.n;:; bcaz-d , ! favorsi.:s-pens:~on of the p::;.nt. t s operat·~.on pendi!!!: 'the dpcisi(:n. IJLaak ror hearings to be held. in th~ affected radius of the plant,and th~:t 'these =equests be r~et,,-[1 tb. all speed.

-
Since":'f'!.~' ,

-----~hc.-~---
-'

.~.

t :: ...,

--
! am yehe~ently opp6~ed to nucleur powe= for en~rcY production.Its cost: lhn dollars. health, and pe=.ce of mind indicate nothingshort... of disa8ter for the future of mankind. and n:andate ane~plorat1~n of all o~her possible source~ of enerbY. V~ge the~c~=i~si~ner~ to heed t~is letter and others like it, to ~eket he decision th.:it :;ay. 8~Ye ~il:ions at: lives •.to -'.~.'-.- ')...;,

.....

Fran:;'R~~~:"~.:J:"Un~t~~;):f.. S-~~=:':.1 ~ I,
":Oi~32 i.,iVR5a ! ~!-:' ';"J)i:<:)~' .­

~·;;Ar;n.i2 s-rr ~~ ::l:i~O
110iGZ!MM=:l 3Hi ;0

--_~~t...;t~·~s:·~ otGO )h5::'!:~:lG
, b~V;~~2;; 2$i~~~

--._-------
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Mr. John Ahearne, Chairmano.s. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20SSS

'February 2S, 1980

Dear Mr. Ahearne,
The follwoing are my comments concerning Indian Point

. and the decisions by Harold Denton on the ucs PetItion.
Harold Denton's decisions raqarding Indian Point are

an insult to those put human physical and psychological

well-being ahead of the mechanics of 'progress' and

profit. The dangers to public safety in the areas --­

surrounding Indian Point, extending to the polulated

regions around New York City, remain such that residents'

lives and peace of mind are severely jeopardized.
Indian Point must not be permit~ed to continue operation

until all questions:raised by the UCS pe~ition are

--not superficially addressed--but resolved. There is

too much at stake to consider another approach.Furthermore, I appeal to you establish an Atomic Safety

and Licensing Board, as recommended in section 6S of

the OCS petition, to conduct hearings and compile a

factual record.concerning Indian Point.The weight of these decisions is such that you bear

sole responsibility; I cannot accept any circumstances

where you delegate this decision to others outside of

the eommissioners. I find it difficult enough to leave

this question in their hands ~ ..As you proceed to consider long term decisions with

respect to Indian Point, I expect that 7Qu will have

the prudence and respect for area residents to close

the facility.
Al~hough the sentiments expressed herein reflect the

opinions of numerous colleagues, I am conveying a
personal, and not official Ins~itute for World Order

position•.
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With respect· for your difficult and~SibilitY.

Richard Perl •-..

WORle, ORDER VALUES • peace • social justice • economic well-being • ecological bal;:!n".
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•P.O. 80)(693
Southbury, Connecticut 06488

February 28, 1980

Ya-. John A. Hearn, Chairman
Nuclear Regulator,y Commission
1717 H Street, N W
washington, D. C. 20SSS

Re: Federal Register Request tor Public Response to Union of ConcernedScientists t PeUtion to Shut Down Indian Point Nuclear Po-wer Plant.
Dear _Sir:

Regilrd.ing the above subject matter, please reject Harold Denton' sdecision not to shut down Indian Point as an inadequate decision. Re­quest th,ilt an a.tOll'l1c safety and licensing board be set up. The bOard
wo~ld be reqUired that the tactual record be compiled b,y them on theitems in the UCS petition.

This should be done through adjudicatory hearings which should becomethe means of providing procedural safeguards.

We ask that the commissioners make the decision on the UCS petition,not the licensing board, which only should be used for fact gathering.
~e want at suspension ot the plant operation until the commissioners havemade the~r final deCision.

Hearings should be held in the affected radiaaof the plan.ts so thatwe can be there.

We w'ant it done with all speed -- we just can't afford anotherThree l111e Island happening.

Respectfully yours,

J::±'\ ' r, I r'
.. c/~~~

acob Grobstein
Chairman

- . ..------.- .-_ .
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00: FUND FOR SECURE ENERGY; INC. 21 CHARLES STREET WESTPORT, cr 068~O (203) 226-7911

Jofv, Aristott. Phillips,
:hoirman

Johr Coif..,
j:.xftutive OilKtor

John ~heam, O18i rman
Nuclear Requlat:o%y Ccmnission
1717 a: Street, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20555

Dear l4r. Abeam:

March 7, 1980

MAR 101980.
Office of the Secretary
~1tC &Scrrice

Bmtcl1 ~

·I am writ:.in;' in response to the Federal.Begi.ster's request .
for public response to the petition of the t1ni.onof Concexne:!
SCientiSts to shut down the b.'o operating Indian Point units.

FUSE is of the opinion that, not only sbJuld the units be shut
down, .but the NR:: will never achieve any cred; hi ] ':t:;y as to its c:oncm:n
for safety at nuclear plants until that slurtdown.<x:ilCUrS. While these
plants, within range of such a large population,ner an earthquake
fault, near New York City's public water supply, and with all the
probleas they have had, are allowed to operate, no one can possibly
see the NR: as anything ncre than a rubber stamp agency for the
nucleaJ~ iDmstry.

In the name of sheer good sense and sanity, please set public
heaJdI~JS in the area of the plant regarding the tX:S petition, and
suspend operatiaul at Indian Point until and unJMs all these concerns
are re;:llistica' Jy addressed. .

Si.ncet'ely, ,..

~6l.-Ar:\~\inj\J\~
Jom Aristotle Phillips
ChaitrMn

,", JAP:ja



Queens Safe Energy Coalition Comment
- on

OCS P-etition and Ind-ian- point Decisions by Harold Denton

(Federal Reqister Docket NO'S. 50-3, 50-247, 50-286)

March 7, 1980

Dear Mr. Ahearne:

We and ourneiqhbors are very concerned about the safety
problems and poor safety standards at the Indian Point
nuclear plants. In its petition to the H.R.C., the Union.
of Concerned Scientists addresses these critical questions
and proposes wise, effective procedures for dealing with
India:n Point. The recently announced decisions by Nuclear
Reactor Regulations Director, Harold Denton, focus on
peripheral issues and propose ~rivial operating adjustments
and stuaies while irresponsibly avoiding the core of the
u.c.s. petition, in our opinion.

You ~ld your associate commissioners are ultimately re­
sponsible for our lives and the lives of our neighbors ­
all 19 million. Please use your power to suspend Indian
Point's operation immediately while seriously dealing with
the critical points of the U.C.S. petition. These_­
include, among others, establishing an A'tolllic Safety and
Licensing Board that will assemble a public record of all
Indian Point related information and will judge, in open
-heariIlg's, all aspects of the situation pUblicly and fairly.

~~~~,"\Q,o.~
Queens Safe Energy Coalition_. .

.:~ ..
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Challman
Pete' J. Brennan

• ': 10 EXKlltiYe DirectorI. Robert W. Se.rby
-r
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March 7, 1980

Commissioner Joseph Hendrie
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717, H. Street, N.W.
Washingtor.l, D.C~ 20555

Dear Comm1,s sioner Hendrie:
OJ ~

Many New Yorkers were relieved upon hearing the recent decision by
Harold Denton permitting the continuing operation of Indian Point
nuclear units. The members of JEI,throughout New York, among whom
are thousands of organized workers, were especially relieved. Over
the past year, we have come to: realize the severe impact a shut-down
would have·on our jobs, ~ivelihood, families and local commun~ties.

Because of our scandalous dependence on foreign oil for electric
generation, New York's loss of employment, industry, tax revenue,
and work force have already reached crisis proportions. The last
thing New 'Yorkers can affo~d is the loss o£ the only two major;Jnon­
011 genera'tlng units we have in the region. Tbat is why we were
deeply relieved to hear Harold Denton's prudent decision to approve
the eontimling operation of the Indian Point units. But now, we
are threatl!ned by a possible re-evaluation of that decision ..
There comes a time in any regulatory case when a responsible agency
makes a de(~ision and. stands by it. On IndianPoj.nt that time has
certainly been rea,<:hed. The members of JEI hOle you will ae;l"ee with
us, let Mr .. Denton t .. decision stand, and not jOin in any effort that
might deny New York,rs one of their few options to OPEC blaclanail.
Considerin~~ our inflation rate and foreign crisis, we need Indian
Point now IlrlOre than ever. Further hearings andre-evaluations will
only extend our uncertainty and undermine contldence in our ,local
economy.

j)Z',.·~
Peter J. &rmtm
Chairman ... ",

PJB:ce




