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"SRATEFUL DEDICATION OF THIS BOOK

*Plume is Docon™, & 14 year portrayal medley of news itums, letters, information, plus
- gomments of my own,en growth of insidicus fission nuclear energy in our time, is now
dedicated te a qutsy army of resclute souls, battlimng, beside ms and each ether, te
_— abandon or convert Shoreham. We face another army, misguided but just as intent to
LK open this capricieus and deceptive promise of unlimited, econcmical scurce of energy,
q;h}-, &8s we are to curb it, before it curbs us. Regrettably, eur pro-nuclear fission
“_neighbors are unwittingly abetted and aided by federal pressures, fed by all of our
,gb taxes. Some, indeed, seem to be inspired by a mirage of private gain or self interest.

-_

pr ALV
M <" Bne book could not hold the floed of recorded text of record, ner list ef unselfish,
lq unsung, and too often unseen loyal souls to our common cause. To me, & few stand out
slightly abeve the rest, and I will name them, and omit much too many others of equal
stature. Trving Like tops my list, with Ann and Bill Carl who showed the way. Peter
Cohalan and Marie €uome stand with a spunky group of (all but 1) eounty lagislaters, to
remembei} fifishizg my personally elite group with @larisa, my long-suffering wife.

This beek is bat a vignette of massive, ongoing worldwide reaction to the false promise
of pie in the sky, and the public awakening that we are digging ours, and future gen-
erstions graves, seeking that pot of unlimited energy at the end of the rainbow. Call
4t what it is - an unmanageable, inherent menace to manking (fission energy, mot this
book). No safe way, except the future of fusion, seems possible te harness this glaat,
nor the radicactive waste it ' RRC ;

I 1ist below the Suffolk district, the legislator, address and phone number, who aid use

{1, Greg Blass 11 W, 2nd St., Riverhead, N. Y., 11901 727-7200
73, John Rosso 640 Montauk Hwy., Bhirley, N. Y., 11967 399-0500
3. John Foley 31 Osk Street, Patchogue, N. Y. 11772 475-5800
4. Rome Caracappa 260 Middle Country Road., Selden, N. Y. 11734 732-2000
5. Steve Englebright 149 Main Street, Setauket, N. V. 11733 689-8500
- B. Donald Allgrove 180 E, Main St., Smithtown, N. Y. 11787 724-4888
7. Michael D’Andre 49 Landing Ave., Smithtown, N. ¥. 11787 734-5705
8. John Morgo 26 Railroad Ave,, Sayville, N. Y, 11784 567-0460
9, Joseph Rizmo 3250 Sunrise Hwy,.,E. Islip, N. Y. 11730 581-3621
10, Phillip Nelan 7000 Brentwood Ave., Brentwood, N.Y. 11717 231«3110
11, Patrick Mahoney 4 Udall Road, West Islip, N. Y. 11795 661-1800Q
12. Sondra Bachety 655 Deer Park Ave,, N. Babylon, N. Y. 11703 661-3425
13, Alice Beck 101 N. Wellwood Ave., Lindenhurst, N, Y. 11757 226-1340
Bedk resigned 9/14/84 - for deputy County Executive - replacemert 11/6/84 follows.
15. Wayne Prospect 1789 E. Jericho Tpke. Huntington, M. Y. 11743 499.5886
16. Patrick Heaney  424C Montauk Hwy,, E. Quogue, N. Y, 11942 653-6090
17. Jane Devine 256 Main St., Huntington, N. Y. 11743 §73-9393
18, Robert La Bua 333 Larkfield Rd., E. Northport, N, Y. 11731 368-5100

De not forget previous legislators when we muster ttose who support our cause,

T+ hurts to omit so many so loyal, but Leon Campe, Marge Harriscn and Dave Willmott--tik.
Besides Irving Like, Ann and Bill Carl, County Executive Peter Cchalan and Governor of
our state Mario Cuomo, and the present and past legislatcrs meniioned above, any list
of supports must not be without mention of the strong SHOREHAM CPPONENTS CCALITICN and
ancillary groups, asscciate and independent, who have genercusly given of their strengtk
and woiqht./I follow this dedication with partsof the September, 1384 SO0C letter.

N TION September, 1984.
LILCO WINS SOME ROUNDS = With the help of the PSC and big banks, LILCO has been pulled
baek from the edge of bankruptcy. The latest rate hike and bank loans (which we'll end
up paying for toe), have allowed the company to meet a critical interest payment deade
line, and, more important, remain solvent through 1985. Though LILCO’s bankruptcy would

#ot Yavé -ended our battle against Shereham, its financial viet gives LILCO the beost

it needs te press en with Shereham,

LILCO’s allias have wasted no time building off the company’s new strength. The biggest
threat comes in attempts to undermine Suffolk County’s intervention against Shoreham.
I (cont’d. next page)
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(cont’d) SOC September letter. / S

(8ix paragraphs titled: "Suffolk: Cold Feet? seems to bear out such assumption.)

(then)

Thig erosion in the County’s commitment comes at a very critical time. With a low power
test license looming, with LILCO outspending the County 3 te 1, we can’t hope to win if
we”don't have wellw-supported counsel, experts, and a steadfast legislature.

The county’s attorneys and experts need roughly $1.8 million to see the intervention -
through the end of the year. They need the funding to complete three separate NRC preo-
ceedings and several court suits. Some legislators have complained that they don’t know
where the money goes, yet, for anyone who's investigated, who’s attended the NRC hearings
and seen counsel and experts at work, 1t’s clear the money’s well-spent.

Here’s what to do: Call County Executive Cohalan ( 360-4000) and your county legislator.
Urge them to carry on the fight.

The NRC: Perhaps the most damaging aspect of the county’e& new reluctance to forge ahead

1s that it comes during a highly sensitive time. The infamous Marshall Miller licensing
board has just given LILCC - without the company even asking - the board’s okay to load
fuel and test the plant at very low levels of power. (Phase I & II licensing.} The
NRC’s five commissioners must agree with the board before a license can be issued, but

the votes appear to be there.

What should we do? First, it is essential to remember that this *little license®, if
LILCO ghould win it, is not the end. Our strongest arguments rest with the questionable ‘

legality of LILCO’s emergency plan. Shoreham can never operate at full power without an
emergency plar. The way it looks now, the NRC may be foolish encugh to let Shoreham
operate at 1/1000 of rated power - and never be able to authorize levels above that.

Secénd, we nust be ready. S0C is planning a day-long vigil at Shoreham the day the NRC
is likely to vote on the Phase I & II License. Our presence at Shoreham will remind the
Cormission and politicians that the majority or Long Islanders do not want the plant to

open - at any level of power.

e o o= 48 o e s =

We need supporters at the vigil. If you are able to join in, please call the S50C office
860~3987, - We will keep a list of volunteers and call you when we are sure of the NRC’s

decision date.
P

RADIO CAMPAIGN: SOC is preparing to go on the offensive with professionally produced
radio spots designed to get our message across. We’ve begun a fundraising drive to make
this possible. Our appeal has gone out to supportive foundations and large donors. If
you’d like to help and can contribute extra this month, please earmark your extra dona®*

tion "Radio Campaign Fund.” Our goar is $10,000.

The PSC: The enclosed petition (they were mailed out with this SQC letter) speaks for
{tself., Governor Cuomo needs to back his strong words with some more strong actions.
Plesse circulate it and return completed petitions to our offices

(SOC letter then listed legislators, addresses and phone numbers - see previous page)..

Petition reads as follows:‘\DEAR GOVERNOR CUOMO: The Public Service Comniission is rob-
bing ratepayers§ We cannot afford to pay for Shoreham. We can’t afford to keep LILCO
Alive. Paul Gioia, chair of the PSC, has established current PSC policy. His willing-
ness to bail LILCO out - again and again - is breaking family budgets and Long Island’'s .-
economy. Ratepayers need your help: We urge you to replace Paul Gioia as chair of the

PSC as soon as possible.” (Tu1s 15 oME EHANGE WiTHIN THE LoVeRNIRS ﬂ.é)
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" transeripts, now in libraries, with testimony describing the inherent, deadly danger in all

Broupt for the items in this book clearly icentified as otherwise, I clein authorship. I

4¢ . {n my beek were used for edificatien of the public as & defense of my home and family

‘8 4]10/70 edit’l. P.(?). 11 12/11/70 item. P.(?).
'8 8/13/70 earteon P.(?). F. Cobb. 12 12/ 9/70 item. P.(2).
9 $/18f70 {tem, P.(?). 36 6/12/83 column P.B2 Stewart Kin.
10 1072770 edit’). Pu(?). 95 6/ 3/84 item P.NS1 Jerry Cassidy.
11 22/11/70 edit’l. P.(?). 101 8/22/84 leétter ed. P.29 Robert Abrams.
12 12/17/70 item Harry Pearsen. P.(?). "~ |103 9/ 4/84 item. P, (2). : L
1’18 S/15/71 ftem. P.(?). GTON POST '
| 18" 4/13/71 ‘edit’l. P.(?). 8 4/ 8/70 item, P, (%),

98 8/ 6/84 {tem P.B45 N. Soloman-K, Sanchezi 93 11/--/83 P, 44 “Meltdowns A
102 8/28/84 letter ed. Richard Kessel, SCPB,

- [107 9714784 letter ed. Wayne Prospect, L’egH 82 10/18/83 item P,42. :
© [LONG TSLAND PRESS ( eezsed publicatien) 94 7/18/84 item P.2 Robert k¢ Simison.

< 1L28_4/12/7) item, P.(?), 96 8/ 2/84 item P.1.

probably attended more adversary sessions on Bhereham nuclear energy since 1870 than anyone
olse. Many worldawide qualified persons, cross-exsmined at length under oath, filled the

figsien pueclear plants. Therefere, under the “fair use” dootrine of the 1978 copyright law,

@s well as the public, and thus is not infringement. It meets the five tests of "critieism :
q&t, news reperting, scholarship and research®, and the four criteria of non-pm »
catlonal purpese, the nature, Ihe amount used and the market effect on any ¢ PYIIght WorKks.
{y wife an ask Ter no profif, and etand to lose a e have seen no ©
ait denial of the fissien energy risk from authority, or pro-nuclears; in faet it is adnitte

‘Our printing and distribution budget is as bare-bones as cur seeial ﬁtty z sfite allews
__ _CREDITS G

y chronology of an era 1ike nuclear energy must pervade worldwide printed media. Th_o fol-
lewing is & minute trickle of the flood since 1970; news bits editorials, letters, ete,.
XY ) YORK DAILY NEWS S

RN ¥

NCRESSIONAL RECCRD .
14 4/29/71 Sen, Gravel on breeder reactors. | ;
IN STREET PRESS R §
letter ed. P.4 Arthur McComb.

18 4/15/71 {tem Annabelle Kerins.

16 5/17/71 item Maurice:Swift. P.(?).

| %0 5/19/71 item Annabelle Kerins. P.(?).
21 12/14/72 {tem P.17 Kenneth C. Crowe.

| 21 §/19/71 {tem.P.(?). FOLX LIFE ‘
,28 5/12/71 item Harry Pearson. P.(?). 37 4/27/83 item P.5 Peter Séully. . 4
29 5/10/83 ftem P.3 K. Finder-A. Mitchell. | 27 4/27/83 edit’l. P.3. - g
32 5/20/83 edit’l, P.36. 32 5/25/83 item P.16 Peter Scully. |

58 8/15/83 letter ed. P.73 Marilyn LaCaprial 32 5/25/83 item P.1 Peter Scully.
55 8/15/83 letter ed. P.73 Clifford Bareman{ 35 6/ 1/83 edit’l. P.3.
59 8/18/83 {tem P.3 R. Fresco-P. Brasley. 35 6/ 8/83 edit’l. P.3..

76 9/15/83 item P.29. 67 8/31/83 edit’l. P.3. -

78 9/21/83 item P.5 Rick Brand. 63 8/31/83 item P.4 Lou Grasso.

78 9/21/83 i{tem P.25 Robert Fresco. 72 9/ 7/88 item P.S. ‘

79 10/19/8% item P.49, 72 9] 7/83 letter ed. Jess Marchese. P.(?).
79 10/19/83 {tem P.48 Alan J. Wax. 76 9/21/83 item P.1 Peter Scully.
82 10/21/83 {tem P.3 Mitchell Freedman. 77 9/21/83 item P.1 Peter Scully.
84 10/18/88 item P.8, 77 9/21/83 item P.4Y Peter Scully.
8% 10/24/83 1tem P.¢ Michael DAntonio. 8% 10/19/83 item P.1l Peter Scully.
86 10/25/83 item P.8 Stuart Diamond. 86 10/26/8% item P.6 Peter Scully.
87 10/26/83 item P.23 Miriam Pawel. 87 10/26/83 item P.7C Peter Seully.
88 10/26/88 ftem P.10. _ | 88 10/26/83 item P.13Y Peter SUR1y,
9] 6/ 4/84 letter ed. P.46 Irving Like. SCTENCE DIGEST (menthly magazine).

ledged” .

8 2/ 6/70 {tem. P.(?). 103 8/28/84 item P.8.
1T 12711770 {tem. P.(7). 103 8/30/84 item P.3.

20 5/19/71 item. P.(?). » NEW YORK TIMES B
16 S$/19/71 {tem. P.(?). 95 7/ 6/84 item P.R10. 4

PENNYSAVER NEWS o o
105 8/18/84 letter ed. P.RM Jane Alcorn.




s

Netary service, missing ¢n my suto-bio and maligned since Romens, ran 36 years 1946-82
fer appx. 40,000 day, nite, holidays with thousands no-charge for service pecple and
eaths of office. I dissented with stste fee redoubling with no ok to charge more. The
oath I framed for my services; "About this instrument before us, have you read it, do
you understand what it means when you sign it, is it complete and true and correct to
the best of your knowledge, and not to be changed?”. All my applicants swore to this..

1974
ARTHUR AND CLARISA

ER-FELICES-PATCHOGVE. E

s book e deemed as pald for to the extent thatEFgr 4 ; _ |
you try to understand its content and intent, IR ¢ / =

--m--
NUCLEAR FISSION ENERGY = AS SEEN THROUGH THE EYES CF - ONEMANWI'HIONKVOI'E" g

EXCEPT FOR THE 17EMS IN THIS 132 PAGE COLLECTION CiARLY IDENTIFIED 43 oNAER
WISE, I, ARTHUA MeCOMB, CLAIN AUTHORSHIP OF ALL 4ETTERSAAD CBSERVATIONSa

ON THOSE, A st RIEATS RESERVED—COP. gfﬂr@ )38 # ~VOILUME T. (S IN D,(f{ffﬁ“!
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| This book owes its Iife to Charlie Mandracchia my godson, and John Bedell our son-in-
|

|

o law, with their wives Janet and Lily, our daughter. After 25 years hardware, John

: and Lily bought 1t. Now Charlie runs it while they work mostly elsewhere. They bought
& creaky press and photo-gear second hand {or more) and Charlie, a novice printer, runs
{t. With my dublous help, he strove thru a gaggle of goofs and gum-ups built-into over-
used devices, in our sometimes over-zealous, ignominious struggle to reach the finality.

Please, please excuse our amateur offspring. Experience will improve our work.

Our ocast is materiai and tax. Laber is gratis and use of the press is thrown in to
‘advance our project. John knows Shoreham Unit 1 intimately as he welded much of its
guts for 6 years, and we both have homes well within the risky 20 mile zone believed

by Suffelk as minimum for public safety. We all fear a fission nuclear future. “In

' John’s family our daughter Lily, their daughters Cher, Jody and Katy, finches, fishes
and snails, and a fat dog and avocado trees, are lives to protect. John, & top line
b plumber for many years, knows what can happen to plumbing in emergency-core cooling

and regular core-cosling systems. They’re not magic. Both can fail, even with the
most ingenious, sophisticated backup schemes. And Human ervor cannot be ruled out. | }
Just one failure - just one slip - and in counted seconds, we add horror to history. :
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. 11212/17/70 item Harry Pearsen. P.(?). 103 9/ 4/84 item. P.(2). '
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14 4/29/71 Sen. Gravel on breeder reactors. |
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letter ed. P.4 Arthur McComb.

18 4/15/71 {tem Annabelle Kerins.

16 5/17/71 item Maurice Swift. P.(?).
! ¥2- 5/19/71 item Annabelle Kerins. P. (?).
-~ ] 21 12/14/72 item P.17 Kenneth C. Crowe.
BN 4

$/19/71 item.P.(?).
,28 5/12/71 item Harry Pearson. P.(?). 27 4/27/83 item P.5 Peter Séully. 7
29 5/10/88 ftem P.3 K. Finder-A. Mitchell. 27 4/27/83 edit’l. P.3. : ¥
82 5/20/883 edit’l. P.36. ' 82 5/25/83 item P.16 Peter Scully. )

58 8/15/83 letter ed. P:".73 Marilyn LaCapriay 32 5/25/83 item P.1 Peter Scully.
§5 8/15/83 letter ed. P.73 Clifford Bareman{ 35 6/ 1/83 edit’l. P.3.
59 8/18/83 {tem P.3 R. ?‘resco-P. Brasley. 35 6/ 8/83 edit’l. P.3.

76 9/15/83 item P.29. 62 8/31/83 edit’l. P.3. .

78 9/21/83 item P.5 Rick Brand. 63 8/31/83 item P.4 Lou Grasso.
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86 10/25/83 item P.8 Stuart Diamond. 86 10/26/8% item P.6 Peter Scully.
87 10/26/88 item P.23 Miriam Pawel. 87 10/26/83 item P.7C Peter Seully.
88 10/26/83 item P.10. : 88 10/26/83 item P.13Y Peter Suly,
91 6/ 4/84 letter ed. P.46 Irving Like. SCIENCE DIGEST (monthly magazine).
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. |102 8/28/84 letter ed. Richard Kessel, SCPB.
_ %27 9/14/84 letter ed. Wayne Prospect, I.ﬂ_L__1 82 10/18/83 item P.42.

ONC TSLAND PRESS ( eeased publication) 94 7/18/84 item P.2 Robert ke Simison.
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Cost has kept this book limited to show the most for the legst. I cried in my beard
for every fit i{tem which I could not fit in. My file is bursting. I am a saver, and
in a few more years, Clarisa and I would have to sleep in a tent to keep file papers
dry in the house. Maybe there will have to be another book -'I hope not - I hope for
a nuclear energy solution - fusion is likely. Financial aid has been, offered but I
shy from such help to avoid taint of well-meant influence. I accepted some, but this

‘book is me - one person, one vote, I would rouse others to share, the torment I feel. A
A%%5ﬂ@Wfﬂmﬁ%Ewwaﬁwﬁﬁkwavﬂ%mwb- — = ‘ :
MYs T BE WIPED OUT —OR N Wikl BE, v
_ . - \
’ Y o
TOWN OF 3§ BROOKHAVEN \
“ TOWN COUNCILMEN ST
TOWN HALL — PATCHOGUE, LONG ISLAND. NEW YORK, 11772 : '
JOHN BELLPORT
COUNCILMAN }
G.R.ev'e.r 5.5500 " »
o A a ' January 21, 1970 o
Mr. Arthur McComb - R

76,Eést1@ké‘Terrace ' . |
Laké Honkonkoma, New York 11779 . |

Dear Mr. McComb:

As promised durirg our telephone conversation, here is
a very brief run-down of what transpired at the LILCO meeting.

The Long Island Lighting Company representatives gave
their plans for the future development of the Shoreham Nuclear
Power Project, the projects output in electricity, and the
need for this Nuclear Powered Project. The representatives
of LILCO also preséntedﬁcharts optlining the limits of radio-
activity as considered safe by the Atomic Energy Commission,
and LILCO's Shoreham Plant's output of radioactivity.

The-public‘héaring will be held in the near future at
the Rocky Point &chool. I'll inform you of the exact date
when it is - published. o . ' o
: . T

- If I may be of any help to you in the future,_pléase
"ConiéthmE?',*;Q‘: o ’ ' ‘
: o .. 7" Very truly yours, ,
-‘ . . . i ‘ / ;( /: !7 , %
S i Cebipad
A . /
| Q. | // JOHN BELLPORT

L;;______________________________________:;_Councilman
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. SUFFOLK PROLOGUE TO R FIGHT FOR SURVIVAL 197072 1 1983. o

Tho COLLEGE HILLS aad‘fhc K RONRORKCMA™ C] WOOCIATION of ﬁreoiihnven 'I'own, each contin-(
veos te. look ut<a11 sidop of all, mattera with ‘the followinq oxcerpts drawn from a\"PETITION
FOR INTERVENTION™ in the LILCO liconao applicatien matter to the ATOMIC ENERGY GGMEISSION to
build SHOREHRM NUCLEAR PCWER STATION PLANT, UNIT NO. ONE3 - B

Babylen attorney Irving Like fer LLOYD‘HARBOR STUDY GROUP INC., knownfer,' ameng many things
eivie; the draft ef our STATE CONSERVATION BILL OF RIGHTS, and the county charter rev1sion,
draw up this “econ™ side of n burninq national question new hitting us all. ‘ :

6’&.3

On 8/3/70, .@ Breokhaven reselution supporting LILCO was issued but - preceding.and thus: pre- *

ompting tho vplued pros and cons to be aired ‘at the AEC Rocky Peint hearing (new pestpenod;
3/31 to 5/25/70) Bnn Carl, ‘noted Suffolk c@nservation writer whose husband'ﬁilliam pre-
pides tho study group, accepted our invitation to request town beard reversal of their ab@ve
act at the 3/17 Tuesday board meeting (10 AM) until ‘after the AEC hearing, to avoid any pre-

Judice. S

IMPRESSIONB EXCERPTS AND SUMMARY OF PETITION TO INTERVENE “CON“ o

“ (Condensed from 39 pages by Arthur McComb) |, : o

The draft cites its history, purpose, deeds and authority to be a part with other Suffolk !

groups and residents, in this action; ®Educational and scientific purpeses -- relatienship of
tedhhology and the envirenment; impaet on human and natural resources -- use, application of ’

atomic energy on L, I. -- effect -- public’s health, welfare and gafety; -- pretectien of thé

F.'.

~environment and te aid in the farmulation ef a policy ie without pecuniary benefit -~ cooper-

ate with other _groups --". ‘

“Petitioner -- membership, persons whe reside, own property, do business, pay take&; -~ imme- '
diate vicinity -- radius of 50 miles -- customers -- stockhelders of the applicant utility --.
organizatiens -- conservation, scientific, ‘academic, sportsmen, fishermen, recreatienal, = - 1
civic and environmental -- excess eof 2500 people - *, , : ‘ ’ S
{ L

™ we envirenmental effects will adversely affect the health, safety and econemic 1nterest of ;

" the Petitioner and its membership, and the quality of their life on, and the unique environ=

s

ment of L.. I. -

Lo

'Petitioner_and its members have a personal right to live in and enjoy an environment free
from imprevident destructien, pollution, or unnecessary radiatien, and they have a personal
right to have ownership, use &md enjoyment of property free from unnecessary invasien er im-
poirment. i

Y

P

“The propobod project would cause irreparable damage te and would abridge the personal and
property rights of the Petitioner and its members, which rights are protected by the Fiftk
Amenément to the United.States Constitution .- :

S

"Petitioner believega-impact -- detrimental te public interest, ---and that applicant-has net

demonstrated thats ‘ - .

o) --con be constructed nnd eperated witheut undue risk to health; -~ ’ T { !

b)--can be constnucted ‘and eperated without adverse affect on the quality of air and woter in
the. vicinity, natural resoureces, aesthetics, existing or prepesed private developments,:®
the comprehensive plan of the Tewn ef Brookhaven, and the adequncy, reliability and tho
‘cost of the electric service;

¢)--the alleged benefit -- justifies the risk of injury or damage, -- to the health, safe&y
and preperty -- unique envirenment®.

PETITIGHER IS INTERESTED IN PROTECTING ITSELF AND THE LONG ISLAND COMMUNITY AND*ENVIRONMENT

FROM ANY UNDUE OR UNNECESSARY INCREASE IN THE RADIATION AND.THERMAL DISCHARGE OR OTHER HAZARD,

BEND BELIEVES THAT THE ELECTRIC POWER NEEDS OF L. I. CAN BE MET THROUGH ALTERNATIVE MEANS WITH-

ouT NECE%STTY OF CONSTRUCTING PROPOSED FACILITY”

i

&

LN

- neer dense population -- estimated pepulatich -- 1985 --»Suffolk Gounty about 2,000,000,
-- County “dead end” -~ only land exit west over a very limited numbcrigf hr%§§y eongostod ‘3
; ONT D, < SN



- ;W’?', '
Sitehwoys ond the eiling LIRR .- accident -- nuclear plant -. eppropriate and offective ar-

gcagements eould not be made -- to permit ready removal and evacuation -- land, sea or air”.

o t+ronsport of rodicactive wastses -- ultimate burial ground -- inadequate, highly congested
$ronsrortation network of L. I. ond metrepolitan N, Y. -- hazord --; -- and by sea -- ex-
tremely doncereus to L. I. Sound waters -- N. Y,, Cenn. and R.. I.”

®1,. T. == threc major airports and & number of smaller -- overflown by 750,000 plane move=-
ments vearly: and in bad weather, stacked holding patterns ever eastern L. I.” *-- hazard of
erooh -- oecidént or the discharge of radioactive effluents and heat inte the L. I. Seund, - ”
' meorby streoms, underground woter table, and the otmosphero, -- endanger --". "Provatling -
windg -- northwest in winter, -- nen-emistant in gummer. L. I. is exceptionally prone te’
temperoture inversions, low clouds and foggy, drizaly conditions which trap alr pellutants,

form omog ond deposit them with the rain on the lond below. -- may creato -- conditiens haz-
ordous to enormeus number ef aircraft whiech overfly -- holding pattern, take eff or land --".

®.. gpreading out, over a large area, -- radiocactive gases -- nermal or abnormal operation.

PHE PETTTIONFR WILL OFFER EVIDENCE CONCERNING THE FOLLOWING:

1. dahgcervotft cperationol accidents; 2. improper substitution of” designed safequards®in lioy -
3, insuffieiency of experienee as to the ""engineered safequards”,

of "caaineered sofequardd™:

) uIngﬂe Yorrier core eontainment vessel instead of the multiple barrier type prepesed for ur-
bon oreos, ond the operatienal relichkility and environmental effects of an exporimental faci-.
1ity the sizme of the provoged Shercham nuclear pewer plant lecated in an area as densely pop-
uloted oo L, Y. 4, the oceidents and incidents invelving radiation in atomic energy activi-
fob-ond yadiotion exposure experience within the AEC, as bearing upen the poesibility of acci-

...dont ot the proposed Shorchem statien; 5. the failure of the prepesod plant te moot REC Bules
 omd Reemlations, 10 Port 100, Reooetor Sito Critoria factors; 6. the inadoquavy eof tho -
Eondafd 10 CFR 20, reqnrding emission of low level radiocactive wastes to the cooling water -
:ond ofy: 7. the violation by the Atomic Energy Commissien C) of the standards of the Inter- .

’nationoi Commission on Radiolegical Protedtion, in that the AEC - o) assumes a.safe threshold

fmd thot there ioc o level below whiech radiatien cannet cause cancer; and - b) assumes that slow _
‘delivetvy of roediatien will mitigote cancer risk; 8. the lack of standards neoded te properly

-desi congtruct ond operate such a plant: 9. the lack of design features required te guard
_‘tFe_oroponod Facﬂity acainst sabotage and the resultant danger to the nation; 10. effect of -

thic plont on the nation’s resources in view eof ito obsolete design and extreme low efficiency,

ond the smoll omount of knewn uranium deposits: 1ll. adverse oéenomic offects on the customers

——_—-—————%—-‘l
of the cpplieont; 12, lack of adequate modical facilities and persenne} on L. I, for the
treotment of potenticl radiation victims®. : '

Th view of the prevailing litteoral drift, the proposed preject will cause serious cresien of
the L. T, Sound shereline and damage to sherefront property ewned by Petitiener’s members”.

Potition, under "BIOLOGICAL EFFETTS OF IONIZING RADIATION™, gives evidence ef lack of assu-
ranee of no biologiecal damage to people from radiatien, failure of applicant te shew that ra-
diotion dese levels permitted by 10 CFR 20 (FEDERAL : REGULATIONS) can be met, since the site

does not meet site eriteriz, or that any benefits indeed can be had witheut such risk, inelud-
ing poseible chremogome breakage, genetic mutation, grewth inhibitien, hoamopoiotic deficiency,
econcer, leukemia, cellulor and organismal death, and other sematic offects, under the permit
opplied for by applicant, and notes that valid scientific justification for the allowable dose
of 0.17 rads of total body exposure to ionizing radiation has never been presented, and AEG
stondards neqloet the problem of multiple sources of radieactive pollution., Also, extent rad-
feactive igotopes in oguotie organioms enter fooed chain to man, etc. .

Other items shovm are leckage of radioacctive effluent possible into groundwoter, woak preced-
ure to fix resvonsibility of utility to menitor and repert, ond dangor to the nations gene -

bank, .

Under gsection headed; DYOLOSICAL, THERMAL, AND OTHFR NON.RADIOLOGICAL EFFECTS ON FISH AND
WILDLYPE™, Petition shows REC ig responsible te consider adverse onvirenmental offonmts, inelud
nq pessible thermal discharge by plant intd’_fish-bearinq and recreational waters of the .Sound,.

@GonT D)




(CONT’D. ) v : .
ond any danger to waterfowl, risking chain-supporting oco-systems ameng its marine plant g
1ife o8 woll. The tidal exchange 1o sluggish, parts having oxygen sag from the Cennecticut
River to Shorcham, end effect of sewage discharge alroady sets significant hazardeus im-

ercage in nutrient eontent,

Further; “The petitioner believes that the present and prepesed plants on L. I. Seund may
eontribute ohout 6-billion gollens per minute of hoated water pouring inte the Sound, thus
ereoting o heat dump there and speeding up its outrophication. The regienal offects ef an
oggtegotion of power plants there would change the entire eccology as a result ef such warm-
{ing, ond ereote synergistie actien en abserptien of radionuclides, and dostrey it as & suit-
eble hobitat for its reereational and commercial fisheries?.

“Pho eooling woter intake poses a potential hazard to fish resources and, in particular, to
significont numbers of fish ond smell oquatie ecrustaceans, which are basic foed ttemm, Eish
ogye, laorvoe and other plankten are killed in their passage through the plant. Sueh destrue-

tion euts down the food supply for larger fish™.

Then, under: “BENEFITS VERSUS RISK™, Petitionor effers ovidence that the benefits and risks
of the proposed Bhoreham facility ore not as has been presonted by the applicant in its pub-
Yie informotion pregram, and to shew that the benefits claimed fer nuclear power have net
been renlized: that reliahility of large reacters has still te be demenstrated; that costs
far oxeeoded estimotes; that no nuelear pewer statien has demonstrated that it is compoti-
tive in eost with electriec power stations, and that nuclear power plants are net clean, safe

or reliable, insefar as L., I. concerns.

Rgein, in its *PUBLIC INTEREST* section, the petition te intervene lists many peess and gov-’ .

ornmental treatments.6f.the question in oineerc eoncern on recent dates and avers; “The

or not the eenstruction and operatien of the prepesed Shoreham facility will cause undue
visk to the publie health and safety or damage to the envirenment or biosphere™.

»Petitioner’s intervention and participatien will aid thio determination by making the pre-
oding on the oyslication an adversa proceeding

arcqument can be presented the intervener on the actual and leqal issues”
Petitioner feels the publie interest and concern for health, safety and envirenment can only
bo artieulated in such & fermm of members of both the lay and the scientific communities,

‘broucht to testify as expert witnesses to preperly air and examine all contrary views in

depth .

Tn the finol vetition section; "THE ISSUES” 6 Petitioner intends, among many points alroady
mode, to question whether the amended "Atemic Energy Act” granted power te the AEC (Atomic
Energy Commisgion) or the FRC (Federal Radiation Ceuncil) te dotermine radiation standards;
whether elither is & competent bedy acting under valid precedures; whether determination of
appropricte bolance between benefits and risks ig legislative in character; if the statute
gronts power to either, to delcgate respensibility ef determining radiation standards to
private grouvs, Notional Committee or the International Cemmission, on Radiatien Pretectien;
i# sueh grant ig i{nvelid; and finally, whetheor due process is being denied, and the persenal
and property richts euoranteed by the fifth amendment to the U, 8. Constitution is indeed

violated,

RAN YEAAS &)1TH pgovY 60 RECVIAR DAY-LONE SESSIONS | AND NUMEROVS SPEL/AA ﬂﬂgjé'w
yv mady FUACES, wiTH A STREAM OF LAY, SEmI-PROFESSIONAL AND NoTep PROFLS—
SIONAL L)1 TWESTES , SOME WORLD - w 1DE, WUNPREPS OF MoYRS In/ .ra:/dg AND
MONY THOUSINDS OF PRLES OF TEIT7MON Y, EXANINGD SND CROSS — EXAMINED IN
ADIVER SHRIAK FPROCEEDINGS, TWE Fhe 7S /N STONY Broow YHVeRSTy L18RARY,

FOR Puiiie SCRUTiIALY, : ' ﬁ

P

in y@?qhmthp_po-licantfs ovidence and the

e PR ey - N rEENrS
Yequiatory staff's position can be tested by cross-examination, and in which indopendent evi-

“denee and leqo)

1983 JPDRTE: 7€ FATDIARI. CATE FRoN THE AJorE PETTIon oF LIoYD APREOR STuDYy CAOVP |

purpese of the publie hearinag (3/31/70) on the instant application is to determine whether u{.

i

i




_ 59 Railroad Avenue ~J.
y ; Ronkonkena, N. Y. 11779
Mareh 17th, 1970. -

' Town Board, Town of Brookhaven, .
"Patchogue, New York.

Gantlemens$

©, In six years we celebrate & nationel heppening which was in-.
‘tended to acsure a peopile that expression of their will '
would never be suppressed or bypaessed. The "Public Hearing"'

" made famous in lNew England towns was the vehicle.

.Now, your hasty, lengthy, erratic, incomprehensive resglution
- of March 3rd trying toc support LILCO in its application to a
" federal commission, the AEC, for a nuclear building and oper-.
- ational permit, is not only improprietous and extraneous,

~ but is spotted with errors and omissions.

"In view of your knowledge exprescsed therin that both the pre-
_hearing and hearing had been set by AEC for 3/1% and. 3/31, :
1t becomes eminently ovrejudicial to bothk proceedings which
“are designed to be fair, unbiesed and un-influenced, especi-
- ally by such a legislative body charged by law with all
¢ final decisions. You possess the only patent power of any
- government unit directly responsive and responsible to pro- .
. 'tect locally the health, safety and welfare of town resi-
© . dents by =zoning power given in Town Law Section 261, if
--  ‘such peril should indeed become apperent to you.

" However, you cannot exercise such power without a public .

" jhearing, and this was never done, so your resolution is not

, ionly out cf order and reflective of negligent legsal edvice,

~ - tbut it is dereliction of your own oaths of office, and ex-
i pressive of poor, triggered judgement.

;fﬁI demand, as a resident, elector and texpayer of Brockhaven -
S{Town, that this resolution be rescinded forthwith, as you
;had not the power to so enact in the procedures followed.

Under 261, e valid, effective ordinance exists from 1966,
_ _‘leaving only one direction for this board to go ~- that is
..to reverse that ordinance, if you saw in it eny peril to us.

*This is your sworn, and only obligaetion, '

Arthus McComb.

03 UEDATE > W MOVE COMIE A LONEL (aY SINVCE r//r,agbb’f
LIETPLAN T, WHEN THE FEDERAL NUCLTAR—FISSION S LIcY #AS |
LONNINGE STROMEER NArION WIDEy SINCE 175 FIRST LLotyNe e
|\ JSE N AN ALmaST INBRIDAED fRoroY/oN BY THE ALC. THEN A |
VN SuEPrICYL PYBAIC, MORE INFORNED AND WARY, SAW RESUUTZ IN. 1575 L
oy AEE DECAME NRC, AND FkorioxioN Wis REASSINED., Wk

C vy
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|  other potential and real dangers of atomic energy,; and sO presented

{: [tervene the AEC hearing in behelf of townspeople, fdr ouy chanee to
1! Yeross—examine witnesses, or to represent any pesition which

L

-

- vident as in the interest of Brookhaven taxpayers, 4in the ¢ourse of

1T HAPPENED AT 3/11/16 Baoogmvs'u nﬂs'.riue B - -

. Pon Teo and Art McComb (Farmingville & Ronkenkoma) objccted to the 3/3
‘Board rcsolution for IILCO Nuclear Plant appreval by the ALOMIC SAFETY . .
and LICENSING BOARD ¢of the AEC. Mr. Lee‘'s draft cited sections 130 & i

- 261 of Town Law, and not ed that several others, plua numerpus Cases, g
‘make it clear that law delegates the awesome respongibility of commu~-
nity “health znd safety" ONLY %o our Board, and among Mr. cCombfs.
charges were "“improprietous—spotted with errors——prejudicial-—derelic~

o H 5 tion of eath of office——triggered judgement". Similarly, in substance,
4"“?' Leo contended as follows:

: 1, The motion to pass the resolution was made without any advance
public notice, not even on the 2/26/70 agenda for the 3/3 meeting, -
’ 2, It was made without consulting taxpayers of . our Town, giving _
‘the AEC impression that said taxpayers wholeheartedly epprpve, when, in.
fact, they were never consulted; and that it should heve first been ex=~

1, posed to public hearing, or should not have been veoted until the whole
.{ ~'Board_had had opportunity to attend the AEC hearing, at the leezst,

;

: 3., The resolution delegates to the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board, our Board's duty to n"judicially protect the ublic health and
“safety of all residents of the Town of Brookhaven. ahd all other persons
who may work, reside or indirectly or directly enter the environment

. affected by this public installation". The unwise,  if not|illegal re-

sult of the resolution has been that the duly elected representatives. .

of the people of Broolkhaven have delegated to a-bcard, eppointed by -
,enother board, wiich in turn had teen appointed, their duty to protect.
the "health, safety, merals and general welfare of the community". e

_ 4, This resolution wes passed befere the Board had had an oppor- R
tunity to review aud consider vital information which has been gathered

by various conservatioen groups durimg the past 3.1/2 yeers,, On 6/2/66"
‘al public hearing was held in Shoreham -on LILCO'S applicatiop for re- °°
.goning to construct the nuclear plant., No information ig in those min-!

-]E%es of possible dangers of nuclear and thermal pollutiomn, and since .
&then,_vast,amounts of information and knowledge have beeﬁhaccumulated il
5 warldwide en the subject, Mr. Barraud has stated that el resolutien ;
‘mérely restates the approvel of the 1966 Town Board, but.in|1966 that KN
‘Bbard did not have access to the voluminous knowledge acquired since,
o Mr. Teo concluded with the conviction that thig Poard shotald be
mede aware of all possible material on thermal nueclear pellatien and

'Aén Carl, a leading Suffolk County conservetionist dnd colugnist, to
follow with an address to the Board on that subject. At fixst, the

- Supervisor demurred, but acquiesced to the meny residents present, .. _ -
: M¥. Teo, suppnried by others, then recommended that thg Board l&-\f

becomes Y

ftHe heering., The Board not only refused verbally, but actually saw: fit/
ttq physically pass on a unanimously negative resolution mot [to take /.
ythis step. - o
=

*f@s ef May 19th, 1970, neither letter has been answered in ahy way, 5
- “gven though Mr. McComb fased the Board this date in.meeting| with a re-=

finder of the various end sundry serious charges so leveledy) b
KID OF THE RGOVEGAY BE VERTELED LN FERMANENT TOWS RELORD. '
- S S o v P’ T 77
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fecists Feat A-Plant Disastél

HINGTON (WP) o This would increase’ in” yesterday s . 2 3
N ' 455 Cpaw ponsored by been arguing 0r4honthg'that
. ;omlc Energy CO . gwer costs, and keep nu- a new National Comittee to all nuclgar p%wer pl(::n Sj;hlat-‘:
Jologiets have cRILGSSciapsempaliivgy .- Sigp. vigonmental Pollu: tloncwhich, they aduly )

radiation limits fron ' bite 4 W EE N . small- today-~ghould bo're-

b “epeakers &8’n public “teach- - Gofman and Tamplin h '
power plants to virtus ' viin have duced 10-fold.

ﬁ:‘ter N

gAY EZQ@B’@ @aln'@gnzﬂn‘;%?z@, % /% Y

‘ : “"‘ g lro ' — ) - v-’.‘l .
:‘#ﬁush::ar;?y. cl‘)]:s. '?fﬁi“é’v, . Mt w%‘s’%ﬁ ime that the Atomnc linergy Commission
©fman and Arthur R. Tamr. ‘adopted a more responsible interpretation of its duty to see
24 of the AEC's Lawrenc(: 'that nuclear reactors do not pollute the nation’s environment.

iDi~diation Laboratory ! . y . . .
@wuld bring “yome In fact, this week’s ruling that applications to build nuctear.
s @

‘to” an cxtra 32, reactors must meet federal and state as well as the AEC’s dwn

@ ﬁf‘“‘em when nucleay. farce the Long Island Lighting Company to show, at the May

¢4aths @ year from cancep specialized anti-pollution standards has come just in time to
,,;i:g,”,“se vastly i ’Hi “0% hearing, that its proposed nuclear reactor at Shoreham will
34rb2 technology 18 .nox) "mot create thermal, much less radioactive, side-effects damag-. :
Jipble to reduce A-powet -ing to the Island’s ecology. Unfortunately, the AEC had to be .
:::';“éie‘;“ c:::";“‘ﬁ;‘;}ga _prodded into adopting broadened licensing criteria by the :
smtained. But if it were Tloyd Harbor Study group, the citizens’ organization which
G2 he conceded, atomie opposes LILCO’s plan. It is perhaps too much to hope that
;m.:;‘:fk:f priced out of  these new standards will of themselves insure that an agency

i Bhe sclentists als _ Aqharged with promoting the' development of atomic eneigy
ipead a “zero pi“uti(::‘v:!g;:)‘ ¢an or will regulate such allies as LILCO. But at least, t.}xe F
o °: n’:;_l.; ;Owermnts:;n -AEC -has ; officially recognized the public’s,.grgwix?g .cqacqfn; '

“about the deterioration of our environment.
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. él’ﬁ‘hrec scientists from the State University at Stnh'd
" Brbok today called for long range study and comprehensd
igc planning to prevent pollution of the Long Islahd
) gofund by nuclear-generating plants. 374
" The three testified in Manhattan at an ad hoc heaxiﬁ%{
fato the potential dang&s of nuclcar plants. The hegrs
}ﬁ is being held by Reps. Lester Wolff of Kensingstof :
_Qgcph ‘Addabbo of Ozone Park and Ogden Reid of Webt«
chester. : : L R
» Stony Brook Oceanography Professor Peter K. W%j(g
told the congressmen that *“we must look at the ovei_tfff
plall development of the Sound instead of deciding on’
each power plant and sewer- outfall separately. & i
#“Through continued and intensificd research we muft
develop the capability to predict the impact of the ptoy
,;p"ﬂioscd changes.on the marine environment. And to hdlp
% 5% gayernment and industry in environmental planning, _"‘
J% ~‘|(th universities) must irain a new breed of profe-ssionals?{*
3;?9"!'; 'Charles D. Hardy, a rescarch associate in Stopjﬂ
£ : ‘fbrook’s Marine Science Research Center, {old the cond
R REL 5" '-;}'gre‘gsm]esn that the last intensive study of the Sound wi!
LIRS TN R acinade 15 years ago. ' g
R(DBB e 4Dyring the intervening period.” he said, “only isolat W

NS o st e
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MREB . ; ,
» localized measurements have been attempted
majar physical, chemical and biclegical parameters” .
George C. Williams, a prulessor of biojogical sciencegs:
‘Bisdussed the effect of heat-from: existing’ power; planta:
on planktor ard fish in the Sound.




 LILCO’s proposed nuclear power plant at Shorcham,
as pictured in an artlist s rendering above, already has
generated a fight between the utility and local conser-
vatlomsts in the leyd Harbor Study Group The clash
I Suffolk County 1s a reﬂectmn of a growing natlon'-
1 wlde battle. Opponents of the plant cite dangers of

'@ihermal and radioactive pollutlon the ut1hty says Lt
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/Kipux [()s» 0 anypoubhqux,‘ to get people to look
at and to listen to viewpoints they may not agree with. When
the Atomic Energy Commission first announced that it planned
tq hold public hearings on the controversial LILCO proposal
tq build a $271,000,000 nuclear power plant at Shorelam, we
uxmndmtely conjured up visions of a lot of people showing
up wearing earplugs and blinders. lt turns out, however, t;hat
we were unduly pessimistic.

The hearings, which have been temporaxdy adjourned by
the AILC, have been for the most part incisive, revealing and
pmfessmnal They have concentrated on the key issue: is the
820-megawatt nuclear plant safe enough to operate without|(
causing irreparable damage to the environment.and without
creating undue risks for the people living in the Shoreham
area”?
- The sessions have necessarily embraced horizons that
transcend the particulars of the Shoreham plant. This is he-

cause the Shoreham question is in a sense a test case. T he thead-on.

AEC, LILCO and the environmental groups opmaed to the
plant know that the grounds on which this case is decided
may well establish a precedent for the construction of other
nuclear power plants—on the Island and elsewhere.

. There are at least two reasons for this. One is that Amer-

Loology) and the other is radioactive (both gaseous and liquig

Eemgned its plant with sufficient attention to the pollution
1Y

ay look back in anger but most of us look” forward to
future hoping that we can both harness technology to sup
ur needs and keep it under control. This is one cake we wa;tt
0 have and to eat.
hus the Shoreham debate has implicitly avondc
hilosophical question to focus on the environmental 15{
ww safe can we and must we make this plant? This i
ealistic question: for it accepts the need for more power
ejects unacceptable ecological damage

espect there seems no turning back the clock. Somge oig;

e Lloy ‘
brought to the A
hearings persuasive testimony about the plant's envuonmenb:l
hazurds. They fall into two basic categories. One is thelgnal
plant’s discharge water will heat up the area’s mafine

isotopes will be released by the plant). The thermal qucstlo;n
has: been assigned by the AEC to other government age

(a questionable delegation of authority, in our Judgmcn
But the AEC couldn’t avoid tackling the radioactivity dang@r

The AEC panel will have to decideé whether LILCO has

roblem. In our judgment, there are still some very serioug}
uestions about the design of the plant. But at the hearingsl
LILCO officials displayed a genuine responsiveness to these)

icans are increasingly aware that their-thirst for electric power jercerns. They have proposed to add a new filtration systemy

has begun to exceed the supply. Either we build more power
plants or.we cut back on our demands. The most radical
critique of the Shoreham proposal, therefore, comes not from
environmentalists (who insist only on reforming plant de-
signs to protect the environment) but fromr fundumentalists
who revolt in principle against man's growing reliance on
technology. At heart theirs is a back-to-nature philosophy, a
Thoreau-like desire to stem technological growth before: it
further severs man from the world around him. Theirs is an
app‘euling and refreshing notion.

: But it is not an especially practical one, We doubt that

wud a new cooling system that will cut down on radiouctive
ad thermal pollution This is a far cry from the arrogance
WA LLCO has shown in the past in (a) unilaterally choosing the
Sho,reham site and then (b) dismissing as unfounded all (,utr
cisms of-the site selection and plant design. 3

LILCO is moving in the right direction now. We hopt;
that the hearings will conclusively determine whether it has]
gone far enough. Nothing would be more satisfying than ta]
be able to endorse this Shmelwm plant on the basis that Lt’ "
safe enquy :
ut the hearings will resume and may go on for q

'many Long Islanders, for example, are pupaxed to turn in

iheiy. Mmmn sets ahd POW&’LLQOISL Iy this|is ane that-we'll have: to h\.c with for a lung tmu. lt i \ltdl s

while. In our view, there's no rush. The Shoreham decisign

- thie- VEght-ond.,
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S%oreham Lan

- Long Island Lighting Co. has contracted to purchace.
425 acres adjacent to the site of its proposed nuciear
power plant at Shoreham. - -

- The utility Has reached agreement thh the Brookiyn
Cnthollc Diocese to buy the property Whlch is cailed
St. Joseph’s Villa. ‘

_ The land will be used for additional electrical generst-
tag units.

Although company spokesmen said no decision hag
Been made on whether the units will be nuclear powergd
qr conventionally powered, Irving Like—attorney
the Lloyd Harbor Study Group which opposes construg-
gon of the Shoreham plant—said that since the compasy

edllls it Shoreham Unit One it is implied that more nuclear
fadts will be built on the same site,

. _LILCO thas not applied for a change of one from
Bro%“iaﬁven Town needed to constfuct an electrical

power plant. Charies R. Pierce, LILCO senior vice presi-
den:
and emiron
* use.
The d‘oceae a'so will be permitted to continus
the property for the next seven years.

said the land would be developed for recreational
mental purposes along with its commercial

use of

Like said he was hoping the company might use the |
additional acreage 0 install drv cooling towers for the °

proposed Shorehzm nuclear plant. Such a plan would
eliminate (he need to use 600.000 gallons a minute of
Long Island Sound water to cool the steam.

LILCO spokgsmen said, however, the dry cooling tow-
ers would requue the use ot large amounts of fresh water

]

Big Site
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‘ visions that by 1980 at least 112 nuclear power plants wilk R

i?‘ﬂLCC to uy |

Vin operation across the United States and that by the yaae
7900 nuclear power will produce 60 per cent.of the natigp's
cfactncusyw One’small step in the AEC’s overall dream is e
Yhong Isfénd Lighting Company’s “proposed” nuclear povwer
pﬁant at’ Shoreham, Long Island. We say “proposed” becatwes
even though the Shoreham hearings at Port Jefferson Statfom
xe not yet concluded \LILCO has already begun construc
exgnticipating perhaps that AEC approval is in the bag.
The AEC is in a great position to see its dreams come e
because (if is both promoter and licenser)of nuclear power
p&nts This all powerful position has prompted some criti-
asm And despite heavy competition from other doomsday
metoncxans AEC critics have attracted a good deal of att4m-

'mn For they charge, among other things, that the comnge-

s&n is not sufficiently concerned with public safety or epsi-
ranmental problems and that AEC radiation safety standax
for power plants @re

Tsvkemia," .

1

L. Lagh%mg] Aequires
ﬁ@pmh@m

:* Whether these grave charges are true or not, the con
O#dn gives every impression of ' being @more concer

motion than safety)Its occasional forrays into the area @
cmronmental and_human safety gften seem half-hearted
: week the AEC appeared to tighten the safety standa
requiring nucleat plant operawrs t0 keep radiation disgr
arges “as lowt as possible.” This announcement had all th
ssurance value of the Federal Aviation Agency requesti
tplane companies to hold down the number of crashes.
Radiation is not the only potential danger from the
[horeham plant. This week the Federal Water Quality Ad-
ministration concluded that the “facilities to be provided at’
(Se (Shoreham) nuclear power generating station for dis-
Charging thermal “actes into the Long Island Sound .are in-
-edequate.” This is a Serious charge, considering that thermal
g:utlon can cause impressive damage to aquatic ecology—

altering the metabolic rates, reproductive cycles, be-

[f:vlor defense mechanisms and eating habits of fish. Flshmg
more than a Tecreation on this Island. For many it 1s a
Reelihood. , -
Only the AEC can require the Shoreham plant to meet

It has pUlChd\ed a 427-acre site immediately westof M5 |
© proposed nuciear power plant in Shoreham for futyreuse ! C2wre rigorous requirements, The commission has said for the

a8 an electric -generating - station.

f The site, at Nor:th Country |
‘Road purchased from the Cath-
ohc Diocese of Brooklyn'is occu-
‘pled by St. Joseph’s Villa,

low the villa to continue use of

¢ facilities for the mnext seven

years. .

' Price Put it $2M

Purchase price, according to a
any spokesman, was “slightly

h Sxcess of $2 million,” and title

" | no decizsion has .yet been inade on)

‘ Lilco said it has agreed to Fhether the vdla site will be us

" |of- open space,

» {Crtord that it won’t issue a permit if the nuclear plant doesn’t
to the property is expectedfo baf pet, state and/or federal environmental standards. But the

transferred next year.
According to the spokesman)[~mmission must demonstrate that it means business. It has

ds3ed away from environmental issues at its hearings, which
i;:; c;ornventwonai electric om at : m&w}r That policy should change,. Haste in hcensma
He said purchase of the land 'mmwmmmmmam |

was predicted on the avajlabiliey -
which 1s.
diminighi ng in Suffolk Qegn

and which is required te a«e
modate a facility of that fype pnd
size.
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Permit: U.S.

WILLIAM NEUGEBAUER

a Y :v'"’h: .
A fedmyport disclosed vesterday, recommended that the Long Island Lighting

Co. be denied a permit at this time to build an atomic power plant at Shoreham. The re-}{ g2t
port was viewed hy the project’s chief opponents as a possible breakthrough that might '

The Yiew was  expressed
wing Like, attormey for
Lioyd Farher Study Group, fal-
‘aWing disclosure of a repo

Jeffarson Statiom

Cemniissien by the Federal
Water Quality 'Administration,
the first federal agency to comef
ot ngaczst the proposed 8281
million plant.
~;Lileg’s . design for the 829-
megawat boiling water reacior
in the Breokhaven Town commi- |’
mity 185 been the focus of /

sublie hearingswhich befren

:piamher. AN g slited 40 D weh

réecommendations

spur sther governmental agencies into making simiiay recommenialions.
t? Frume next Tuesdsy st P “

) . y View of Agency .
handed up to the Atomic Energyt qne water agency’s nonhinding
came in
gponse to an environmental state-”
ment that Lilco filed last June.
In s seven-page repoit, f.h&
agency recommended that a coﬁ#‘iﬂ’é@]ogical evaluation of the pos-
fﬁmction permit be withheld frosm ¢
e ; cii SO

N

% 1 ¥ B the) 2pplicant.” )

- The document also said that]
proposed facilities for discharg-
ing thermal wastes into Long ;&
#apd: Sound were “inadequate.’7%
: 4This,” Like said, “is whet]pde
we've been arguing all aleng, Fog

that the lighting company has-3°
no} made a sutficient 1-deptiy,!

ihg method.

g"@)ajj; environment.” ‘Protec
vy technical data requested.| :

pey, wese detailed db:

discharge system, ils km&’_lhland Sound, snd that the tef?
y Rrm beneficial and det=

-rimental effeets upon the ecology,
a#nd in-depth discussions of the
-alfernatives to the proposed cool-

. A Lilco™ spokesman said that
detailed plans for a water dis-
,vehla;gg system have not begn

: os-§ 84id is its sole responsibility un-
gibie effects of the plant on $héq der the National Environmental
tion Act.

perature 300 feet Trom’ the digs
charge point weuld be ‘no more
than 1.5 degrees higher than on
the hottest day you can fimg‘»
In winter, the temperature difs
ference would be about 4 qe¢-
grees, he said.
“We have ]
1aid Shat e utitv] leading-bialogists, ecologists apd;
i to thi AEC deals | other experts that this releade
is not going to disturb the eeco<
‘Jogical.. balance around Shore«
ham, let along the sound)” th
spokesman said. “We believe
we'll receive the AEC license for
construction hecause we will ‘bej
. onform;, and.will zeqn-]
-anything -4Bat i -re<

been aésured b¥:

f ' /
Ry Harrv Pearson |}/ 17 79#@’{:«9/3}’
#Port Jejferson Station— Atomic Energy SRS
sim witnesses testified vesterday that the agency had
s firm guideiines for the construction of nuclear
plants and that the proposed Shoreham plant might
wegil releagse more radioactivity into the enviraa-
mmﬂhan 4he Long Island Lighting Co. says.
“"Fhe comimission staff members began theic
gy G pryunt their case in favor of buildiny @
phakt. Tn doinz so, however, they said that e
giralysis of LIL.CO's plan for the project showed that
redioactive relcases from the plant might exceed i
ar coat of the federal maximums. LILCO ofticiais
o testified during commission hearings on a oot
$truction pepmiit for the Shorcham plant thai thev
wonld Ciose down the nuclear plant if its radioactive
relegses excweded one per cent of federal limits.
" Richaed E. Jrelgpd, a conunission official respore
sible %o+ evelaating the Shoreham plan, testilied thae
the commigsion’s computations on radinactive pe~
lages from the Laﬁbae' “pldht Were {ar more “con-

# Hig testimony provoted a

5
i
¥

seevative” 4han |

sariaz of qnestions from the Lloyd Harbor Study

Geoun, which opposes the plant, about the commis-
sion’s guidelines and criteria for nuclear plants. Ire-
lani sait ‘hat there were no firm standards and
added, “The nuclear industry is sort of flying blind
it tarms of what to do.”’

Trofand said that the numerous tvpes of nuaclear
ceqerar= and the varyving conditions under which they
2 operated made  development  of  uniform
standards ditucnte, He did sav that lack of commis-
siun nuanpower accounted partially “for our inability
a1 standards quickiy.”
the morning session of the commission’s
and  Liceasing Board hearing, Edward J.
CLILCO's atlorney, rested his case for the
iy} Shorebam facility  after his witness=es
wore coass-examined for 15 davs. The study group’s
avines, Irvive Dikd of Babvien, then made a mo-
can b GJack ML Campbell, the board’s chalrman, thas
e case bo dismissed.

o bLawe sad that hewould.
written fovta - todav, ard‘ ~Campbedk. sab

1o promid

present Jhus motion ik

-+ that: he

would not make a ruling until the motion was pre
sented. Like maintained that the lighting compary
failed to comply with conunission regulations and
the National Environmental Policv Azt :

The attorneyv for the commission, Martin Malsch,
hen cailed four members of the commission’s regu
farorv staff to testity, and the saferv analysis of the
proposed LILCO plant these men had drafted wai
recorded as their testimonv, The anaivsis said thal
even with a “design basis accident” that would allow
radinzetivity to escape into the environment there
would be no danger to hecalth and safety. o
The witnesses testifving for the plant yesterday
all mwembers of the commission's division of
reactor licoensing, which is responsible for the safety
of nuclear reactor instailations. The commission’s
licen-ing baard must decide whether to give a con
struciion licensze o LILCO. Although the conunissiot
~ava it the two divisions are separiie, it has beoen
under increasing criticism in recent months for pitt

"

dual cale 35 regulater and, promvior of the neacifu!
uges of atdmic energy.

e
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M%ky ‘%ce tion

=,. Por umo;— e Long Island Lighiing
©o. admitted yesterday that it could seek to maintgin
bparation of its proposed nuclear power plant “ht
gbordsam at a radiation leyel higher than it has
Pledged if shutting down the plant would creste g
popier emergency. )

“Under cross-examination .at an Atomic Eneg '*
Pdnmission licensing hearing, Andrew Woffop,
LILCO’s project manager for the plant, said that {*
company would seek o continue operating the plarg)
then only at the request of the Public Service Cog
mission. : :

" LILCO, which has said that it would contract wigk
thé AEC to limit radiation emissions to one per cegl.
of the maximum federal limit, would have to see&
gariance to exceed the contractual hmit. Otherwisef&;
gmp!ld have to shut the plant down. Under the cqil
[£xt, LILCO would have to keep the mdiation'ﬁ,

rurc level at 1.7 millireins per year. A single lethak

% of radiation would be about 500,000 millirems.
- ZReferring to a possible power emergency, Woff®if
£593 “That’s the only circumstance when we mipn&
iﬁfor a variance.” Wolford was replying tc¢ the LicgQy.
¥arbor Study Group, which was cross~examin%
JALCO witnesses. The study group opposes constrises
§ion of the plant. Mrs. Ann Carl, a spokesman for S
slaly grovp, peid lawn. i We igel that WVe i @ way, o
(of the contract).™ | B

ND 17 M4y BE FoINTED AT OUR JANGORN .

LEAQN EPRLY ON, 7O SPELL CESIuM,
1OPINE, COMIES FAUYONIUM AND DEFIN E THEDy,

STRON UM

2

WE CARNDIARENTS L4000 tiYH PRI DE, ~Zac (3

UPDATE 1983, W& DONT KAfow WHEN [T HILL

HAPPEN - WE BRE ONLY SURE |7 CAN! THAT 15
A PEREECT DEFINIVGON O RUssiaN Fou LETTE]

NARC's ORDER 70 DEVISE WORKAZLE EVACUATION
/S £VIDENCE OF CERTAIN, CRIM DANLER V24
Fi15$510K PAANT S, RADIANT GABES T6 coME W14l
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‘Children

R e biancd
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AL -
In a 7s?gned article beibw,

sy die- () peArson YiteiiELsea foor 1K e 3)

xjn,ent m*x‘tﬁ

s rry Pearson gives a condition repert on Long Island Sound®

;i:drder, Pearson has some suggestions for action, includinrg’ g
imassive letter writing campaign to demand a three-veay
n_l;()raﬂ)rium on all projects that would affect the Sound or 1t§
fishoreline and the wreation of a Long Island Sound Commissiond
with the power to halt the poilution of this priceless body oé
Qwatey. His suggestions are good. If the people of Long Islan

denmnd action, they can get it. Shall Long Island Sound die c@j

xl

255
S

[Xb is sick, and it is being treated with official prescriptions th;
gega compcunded in confusion and administered haphazardly. 1§

ER
tn

If you don’t want to be a mute witness to this ecologicaf

‘

i

Han overdose of poison? Or shall it live? The answer is up to yoid

By Annabelle ‘}'2"%’77:/' )
i dort Jefferson tlo—£A foontro-
#gersial critic of nuclear power claimed
vesterday that even a low level of radi-
_gt_ion increases the number of child-
kpod deaths. That opinion immedi-
@tely came under heavy attack at the
Atomic Energy Commission’s hearings
‘t5re on the proposed Shoreham
wuclear-power plant. -
. 'Radiation physicist Ermest Stern-
Mess claimed that his statistical
#Aalyses showed that long-term, low-
vel radiation caugep childhood deaths -
" om_birth. defects add “epkemia Ths'
figurcs he has developed. he said. show
b that the number of those deaths in-
crease or decrease with the radiation
Jevel. .
Sternglass’ opinion was no surprise
to lLong lsland Lighting Co. officials
and cther parties at the hearings. He is
a frequent witness at hearings on
nuclear power, and the AEC, among
others, often has attacked the condu-
sions and methodology of Sternglass, a
professor at the University of Pitts-
- burg’s University School of Medicine,
* He was cross-examined vigorously
by Ferdinand Shore of the Suffolk
_Brientista for. 8 Cleangy Environmes
"Shore first attacked the -validity of
Sternglass’ claim of a relationship
berween radiation and mortality. The
claim was based on an analysis of a
"more than 20-vear- period in Utah.
Shore tried tc prove that even a mini-
ma] margin of error would destroy the
theory, since the number of childhnod
deaths is relatively small in total popu-
lation. Shore pointed out that Stern-
glass’ statistics did not take into ac-
count increases in population during
that period. .
Shore then attacked Sternglass’ use
of his childhoud mortality patterns a8
a basis for assuming q cause snd eflel®
relationship. Shere said that Sternglass
had rot discussed other pascible causes
of mortalitv, such as German measle
epidemics. Dr. Alice &ivwarl, who
testifiad earlicr at the hearings for tha
Lloyd Harbor Siady Group, has dis-
avowed the Sternglass mnclusiong
which are based in part on her work?_ .-

Sternglass is used to such attas £k
which he called f’nit-picking? a3
claimed that, they did not jeopardas

the validity of his conclusions. *§ie
claimed that radiation could incréagd

[

infant mortality from

Big
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- BREEDER REACTORS AND THE
DANGER OF PLUTONIUM

. Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, the Sen-
ator from Alaska (Mr. GRAVEL) recently
discussed the proposed breeder reactor
development program in a speech be-
. fore the National Newspaper Association.
i In the address, Mr. GRaveL warned of
1 Impending dangers to the health and
+' safety of a potentially large number of

. individuals and to the environment un- -

i less this program is subjected to inten-
! stve examination. - 7

! Mr. GrAvEL ralses the question wheth-
; er section 102(c) of the National En-
! vironmental Policy Act is applicable to
» the breeder reactor development pro-
. gram. There is little question in my mind
I that the section is applicable.

I ask unanimous consent that the text '

of the address by Senator GravEL be
printed in the Recorn.
There being no objection, the address

was ordered to be printed in the REcoORD, -
. as follow§: . )

0

B‘Hovm We BACK, OR Sack, THE BREEDER?

. (By Mike Grave! US Senator from Alaska)

" ¥ootnotes at end of article.

. [. X sm going to do everything I can to help
{ focus national attention on President Nixon's
decision to back the breeder. The breeder will
be a new kind of nuclear reactor costing the
: L taxpayers about #3 billion to develop.:
What will we get for that massive invest-
ment? -
We will get another way to boil water for
aking electricity, and we’ll get more radlo-
active plutonium out of the breeder reector
than we put into it.* This bonus-plutonium
can be fashioned into fuel to boil some morg
: twater.s
\"Une pound of plutonium can produce as
much energy as 3 million pounds of coal.t
It is not enough, however, to marvel at this
singular aspect of plutonium; it has other
interesting aspects.
One pound of plutonium can also produce
an explosion with a force equal to 20 mil-
lion pounds of TNT.f__
7~ Furthermoré, one pound of plitonium is
{8 poison so powerful that it represents the
imaximum "“permissible’” amount for 700 mil-
lion people® Breathing or swallowing a bit
of plutonium about the size of a common
dust - particle can give a person his full
“permissible” amount’ . _
By 1980, we Wil be thaking 60,000 pounds
° (not particles—pounds) of new plutonium
every. year in this country with the current
nuclear technology, unless some present
policies are changed very soon?® That
plutonfum-figure wiil leap even higher if we
: develop and deploy breeder reactors.
i Promoting a “plutonium economy”, as
i plutonium-discoverer Dr. Glenn Seaborg calla
it,” 1s gambling that man can confine every
bit of this toxic and tricky material—tricky
because 1t catches fire 80 very eesily. The
plutontum fires at the Rocky Flats warhead
factory are not a good omen.1
. Half of any plutonlum particles which
-escape into the environment by fite, lushing,
i or other accldent, will remain as a radio-

|
) actlve hazard for 24,000 years.:
i Plutonium’s complete confinement is some-

thing you naturally wonder about when you
look at the AEC's own “Plutonium Produc-
tion Flow Diagram,” and see how many
"handlings are required just to produce what
the dlagram calls a “Finished Plutonium
iItem "

____THURSPAY, ArRiL_29, 1971

In some laboratories, all forms of pluto-
nium are kept in hermetically sealed en-
closures; in other labs, most of the work is
performed within glove boxes. Workers wear
protective clothing which must be cleaned
in a laundry with special facilities, and they
must use special air-supplied masks if the
contamination-level ig high.»

Just & few pounds of plutonium can form
a critical mass and explede, if the confine-
ment is close and rapid.¥ That is how nu-
clear warheads go off. Therefore, in a pluto-
nlum production plant, where large quan-
titles of plutonium are handled, what the
AEC describes as ‘“‘elaborate precautions”
must be taken to prevent accldental nuclear
explosions.'s

Plutonium will someday be handled In

every counfry of the world, if the breeder
reactor 13 allowed to become man’s prime
energy source for the future. Carelessness
somewhere just seems inevitable.
" SIfi¢e plutonium escaping Tiito the en-
vironment will travel freely around the
planet. the breeder, by its very nature, is
an international problem.{Furthermore, th
country Is 1i6t aione in [ts breeder research;
Britain, Italy, France, Germany, Belgium,
the Netherlands, Japan, and Russia are also
conducting breeder research. The efforts
may be & civillan variant on the arms race;
perhaps no country dare not to ‘breed” its
very own plutonium for the “plutonium
economy” of the future,

T e e b
eadly accidents reléasing massive amounts
of radioactivity from nuclear power plants
are a possibility—perhaps a probability—
which deserves our most vigorous investiga-
tion, both with regard to the breeder and to.
the reactors already golng into operation . )
early "& growing number of infofme
Americans are wondering about that hazard,
as you can tell by efforts in California, Min-
nesota, Oregon, and New York City to pro-
hibit further construction of nuclear power
eactors.’®

the television program, ‘“The Advocates.” In
mid-February, one of the subjects was
Should There Be a Moratorium on the Con-
struction of Nuclear Power Plants? There
are over a million viewers, who may vote by
mail. Obviously there are sometimes at-
temnpts to stack the mall, but the program
tries to recognize and announce them. In
the fourth largest vote in the history of the
show (which I8 in its second season), the

3702 in favor of a moratortum.
3154 against a moratorium.
Plus 2435 additional votes against a mora-
torlum identified as “bloc voting from con-
certed lobbjes,” including General Electric.

rganized votes are thosé on forin-Jetters,
letters with 1dentical wording, and letters
sent in bulk from the same address. Most
of the lobby-vote came from Louisiana and
Alabama; Alabama sent in 1378 votes against
8 moratorium, and 24 votes for a morato-
rium.t*

When the organized vote is discounted, the
majority of viewers favored a moratorium.
I am not saying that “The Advocates” audi-
ence is typical. .
However, the vote is yet another signal

. that there is plenty of deep concern in this

country about radioactive power plants. It
‘would be foolish if President Nixon were to
imagine the matter could be settled simply
with his budget decision.

His decision might inadvertently seal the

fate of all mankind, and such a decision de-
serves, -at the very least, as much publie
debate as the SST airplane. An administra-
tlon decision to push this country—and
probably the world—Into a plutonium econ-
omy without first inviting, encouraging, and
stimulating the moet profound public dis-
cussion, reveals a concelt which 1 find
astonishing.
. I hereby, today, before this group of news-
men, call upon the President, his sclence
advisors, his four AEC Commissioners, the
breeder-backers at Westinghouse, General
Electric, and North American Rockwell, to
explain and justify this project of theirs in
open forums, domestic and international.

50 fistable 1s the audience response 8o

) -

The strategy used so far to make utilifies.
also, invest in the breeder makes me uneasy
It comes as no surprise to me that th-
utilities were not contributing much to the
breeder;® utilities spend about eight time~
more money on advertising than on any re-
search, good or bad.® What swprises me i-
the kind of encouragement which the AEC
deeply anxious for help with the breéder
may be extending to the utilities, . e

In & speech about “truly advance téch-
nology,” llke—specifically—the breedef, AE(,

Commissloner Johrison hinted darkly last .

Septernber about the peril to our sociai
fabric and democratic institutions if  wc
don’t have plenty of electricity, and theéfi he
closed by saying this: L
“There is substantial truth 1h thé olc
adage, 'He who pays the piper calls the tune.
In my personal view, this could well prove
to be a prophetic admonition to our utilits
indusiry . . . If this Industry, with d4 sym.
pathetic government, can not devise ingeni-
ous ways to bring about the kind of trulr
advanced technology that the coming dec.
ades demand, then ways will nevertheless br

found to meet our national needs, and ther

may prove to be insensitive to the tridi-
tional independence which -has characterizeo
decision thaking in this pluralistic: in-
dustry.' = o Coes

Barking for the breeder occurred aigs at
the annuai conference of the American Nu-
clear Soclety and the Atomie Industrial
Forum, where it was admitted that sufficien!
unity of will and action in favor of the
breeder program had not yet been achieved
The necessity of informal meetings and plain
talk with key leaders in and out of govern-
ment was described. L

That conference was in November. 1§70.
Now the President's budget fa showing n
487 increase in the breeder-effort—up trom
8956 million last year to $139 mililon this
year.» B L

Who are those key leaders In and.gut of
governinent who are promoting the breeder?
They have names, and yet you and I and the
public—we don't know who they are. It
seems likely that bankers are involved, that
strategists who might like control over most
sources of energy are involved, as well ar
other individusls in very high finance.

After all, billions of dollars have been in-
vested In nuclear power plants, the program
might collapse for lack of fuel without the
breeder, and that's enough to make key lead-
ers resolutely blind to the safe alternatives
1ike solar, geothermal, wind, and fusion
energles, and techniques to remove pollut-
ants from fossil-fuels and to repalr damage
from strip-mining. o

If the American people do riot want & pli-
tonium economy, is there a Justifiable price-
tag for stopping 1t? I belleve this 15 a rea-
sonable and crucial question. In my opinion,
it would be nalve and self-defeating not to
start insisting on soms open anawers, )

A policy committing us all to a radiosctive
economy deservea the attentton of the whole
country—not just of the President, the AEC
Commissiongrs, and a handful of others. I
favor vigorous and public discussion with
those key leaders and with others from cosst
to coast.

One place we could start is right hers, in
the Appropriations Committees of Congress.
The National Environmental Polley Act fe-

qutres the Administration to rubmit detailed
“environmental statements” for gcrutiny be-
fore money is appropriated for federal proj-
ects with possibly adverse environmental {m-
pacts; such statements must discuss alterna-
tives to the proposed project,toos =~ °
We also need to hear from independent
voices in engineering, medicine, ecology, and
alternative methods for making electricity,
as well a8 from the workers who would be

called on to process the plutonfum i a -

.

4

breeder-economy. We nheed to ehcourage & .

great national debate: B
_ Should we back the breeder; of
breeder? e

e



&

PFOOTNOTES

1 The government has invested an estimated
$1 billlon in the breeder already; research
began with the Clementine project in 1948,

Dr. Glenn Seaborg says, “To successfully
schieve the LMFBR (breeder) program ob-
jectives, the AEC will have to spend in excess
of 82 billion in addition to the large indus-
trial expenditures. The program will take
over fifteen years of intense and consen-
trated effort.”

{Statement in Hearings before the Senate
Appropriations Committee on H.R. 14159
(Public Works), Fiscal Year ‘1970, Part 7,
page 7142.) ’ )

? A simple description of this process is to
be found in the New York Times, March 8,
1971, “ ‘Clean’ Reactors Delayed in Drive for
Atom Power,” by Welter Sullivan,

8 Gas-cooled breeder reactors might have
the potential for advancing beyond water-
bolling into direct-cycle gas-turbine genera-
tion of électricity, according to Guilf Gen-
eral Atomics. However, the Nixon decision
18 to subsidize the water-boiling liquid
metal fast breeder reactor (LMFBR).

¢ See the booklet, Plutonium,” by Willlam
N. Miner, Aug. 1968. It 18 one of the AEC's
“Understanding the Atom" series, available
from the AEC Division of Technical Infor-
mation, Oak Ridge, Tenn. 37830. The coal-
equivalence is illustrated on page 5.

5 “Plutonium,” page 1. See note No. 4.

¢ The “maximum permissible body burden,
or the total amount of plutonium that can
be accumulated In an adult without event-
ually producing undue risk to health, has
been set at 0.6 microgram’ (“Plutonium,”
page 37; see note No.4.).

A microgram 1s one-millionth of a gram.
There are about 450 full grams to a pound.
N 7 Also from “Plutonium,” page 37. See note

0. 4.

“Hot” particles of plutonium-oxide in the
lung may pose a special danger; an interest-
ing paper on the subject is “Plutonium and
Public Health,” by Dr. Donald P. Geesaman,
1970; 1t is avallable in “Underground Uses
of Nuclear Energy,” Part 2, Hearings before
the Senate Subcommittee on Alr and Water
Pollutlon, August 5, 1970, page 1523. .

Df. Geesaman concludes, “The health and
safety of public and workers are protected
by a set of standards for plutonium acknowl-
edged to'.be meaningless. Such things make
& travesty of public health, and raise serlous
questions about a hurried acceptance of nu-
clear energy.” .

¢ These figures derive from testimony of
T. C. Runion; President of Nuclear Fuel
8ervices, Inc.; see “Environmental Effects of
Producing Electric Power,” Part 2 (Val. I),
Hearings before the Joint Committee on
Atomic Energy, January and February 1970,
peges 17045,

His forecast for U.S. spent-fuel in 1980
is almost 3,000 tons for that single year; he
estimates that there are 10,000 to 12,000
grams of plutonium in every ton of “spent"”
nuclear fuel. A total of 30 mililon grams
of plutonium works out to roughly 60,000
pounds,

* Speech by Dr. Glenn Seaborg, October 5,
1970, entitled “The Plutonium Economy of
the Future;” delivered to the Fourth Inter-
national Conference on Plutonium and Other
Actinides.

1 The most serlous plutonium fire* (cost-
ing $45 million) occured there on May 11,

1969. According to Science News (Nov. 29,

1969, page 406), “Plutonium is a diabolical
element: unpredictable, difficult to handle
and as a result dangerous. In fact, because it
combines so readily with oxygen, small plu-
tonium fires are almost an every day occur-
rence in Atomic Energy Commission plan:
that handle it.” :

1 The physical half-life of plutonium-239
is 24,000 years. Physical half-life means the
time required for half of the radioactive
atoms to decay to non-radioactive forms.
After ten half-lives (which makes 240,000
‘years for plutonium-239), one thousandth
of the original amount of radloactivity still
exists. - - .

The "blological half-life. of a radioactive
substance s the time required for half of it
to leave. the body. “Once in the body, plu-
tonium is eliminated so slowly that as much

as T0% of any amount taken in will stilt
. be there 50 years later” (from “Plutonium,”
page 37; see note jt4¢.).
1 Bee “Plutonium,” pages 14-16 (note #4).
Plutonium operations include: cooling tank

storage, dissolver, chemical processing, pre-

cipitation, hydrofiuorination, reductton, pick-

ling, fabrication; also chemical washing, dis-

solving incinerating, and chemical process-.

ing to produce a plutonium nitrate solution;

also waste disposal. ’

#: From “Plutonium,” pages 37-39 (see note
). .

1 From “Plutonium,” pages 34-85 (see note *

#e).

The amount necessary for a critical mags is
only 18.2 pounds, according to an article
called “Please Don’t Steal the Atomic Bomb,'t

in Esquire magazine, May 1969, That article -

als0 asserts that a black-market for plu-’
tonium is considered a serious danger by
Dr. Glenn Seaborg, Dr. Ralph Lumb (who is
the AEC's expert on this particular matter),
Dr. Ralph Lapp, Dr. Albert Wohlstetter, Dr.
Theodore Taylor.

¥ From “Plutonium,” page 35 (s0e note

#4).

% A chart called “Liquid Metal Cooled Fast
Reactor Projects™ (International) is to be
found in “Cost-Benefit Analysis of the U.S.
Breeder Reactor Program,” WASH-112€, April
1969 from the AEC Division of Reactor De-
velopment and Technology; page 98,

7 8ee, for instance, an interview In the
January 1970 issue of Power Engineering
with M. A. Shultz, Professor of Nuclear En-
gineering at Pennsylvania State University.

He -says, “Better gear notwithstending,
when we talk about 50 reactors, the siatisti-
cal probability of sometlﬁng going wrong and
an accident occurring is an absolute cer-
tainty . . . Mathematically, this is a cer-

- talnty, and in a short finite period of time.
I'm not talking about maximum credtble
accldents. I'm saying that there will be ac~
cidents. My feeling is that they will be minor

-, accidents, The industry's safety record to

- date {s perfect. I am going to argue on the
. basis of (John) Garrick’s studies and some
. of my own work that, when there are 500
plants on the line, we will have to do con-

i siderahly better or our perfect safety record
| disappears.” 4 ’
i Refer also to warnings -from AEC experts
{ In “Concern over Nuclear Power Plant Safe-
! 'ty,* Congressional Record, March 19, 1971,
{ pages S3435-3439,
. ¥ A nuclear moratorium bill in the Minne-
: sota legislature is being introduced by State
i Senator Coleman.
' Two bills are in the Oregon Senate:
i SB 51, sponsored by Senator Hallock.

SB 218, sponsored by the Senate Commit-
. tee on Environmental Affairs at the request
" of the Oregon Environmental Counci.

A bill in the New York City Council was

sponsored by Councilman Theodore Weiss.

In California, an active citizens’ initiative
; 18 underway.to put a 5-year nuclear mora-
: torium on the 1972 California ballot;

It 18 section No. 16 of a .long, environ-
-mental petition sponsored by the People’s
Lobby, Hollywood, California.

19 As reported in Nucleonics Week, March
11, 1871, pages 4-5. . .

' m8ee, for instance, speech by AEC Com-
missioner James T. Ramey, December 10,
1970, “The Breeder Reactor: Need for Greater
Utility Participation.” Also a speéch by Rep.
i Chet Holifield, November 18, 1970, “The Need
for a Comprehensive Energy Program."

2 Senator Lee Metcalf (Montana) says the
1969 figures were $323.8 milion on sales and
advertising, and $41 million on research and
development; as reported by Ralph Lapp in
The New Republic, January 23, 1971, page 18.

2 §peech by AEC Commissioner Wilfred E.
Johnson, September 22, 1970, “Energy for
Tomorrow.”

=Fiscal 1871: 885 million for technical
development. §10 million for work on a dem-
onstration plant, ’ :

Fiscal 1972 (requested): $103 million for
: technical development. $36 million for work
‘on a demonstration plant.

In making comparison, an inflation factor
of about 5% should be considered.

% National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, Public Law 91-190, Title I, Section 102

-
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o Fi ghf AII fhe Way
oAy . { ey for the Lloyd Harbor Sty

Eb p—chief opponent to a proposed nuclear po
foont at Shoreham——already is preparing for his n\g
tle against the LILCO facility.
aWhether through an appeal against an unfavorati®
C:tlsmn by the AEC board reviewing the case, or a
aring on water standards from -the, plant’s plan
I, Like and the members of the study group p\l:a
f:ght against the plant “any way we can.’ _
B current licensing session will end this week
AEC board asking each of the interested parties g
Jved to file a set of proposed findings.
ike said this was the equivalent of filing briefs ‘fu
ivil court, and the review of all material would take
ny months. While he does not concede that the stu@
up's efforts to block the plant have failed, he is idj
w2dy thinking about an appeal to the U.S. Second Ciw
Court of Appeals.
#¥4The board has one set of ground rules (for evxdenc!),
us, and one set for them (the plant advocates),” Likey
s charged. Ann Carl, one of the study group’s foundertys
ed with Like that some of the board’s rulings obg
dy group actions “have been harsh.” -
’l‘he study group’s primary attack on the propos
3 mlc generatmg plant has been to make the hearingg
“open scientific forum” in which witnesses could
ak out on a spectrum of possible effects of the LILCQ
ant.
= But many of the pomts the study group wants-
elop have been ruled outside the scope of the hear§
¥ suid some work—such as studies on the effect q‘
&5~ plant’s thermal discharge into Long Island Sound—s
he introduced m a hearing on water quallty w

YPDITE T2 0cTLER ).

FeeS (EMERCENCY CpRE CoolN's
SYSTEM) STTLL CWTESTED. HE

GRE™ S Ll FAY NV 5’44//\/J>}>—--='.>1 !

\EC Review
et on Saf@fcy’
At Shoreham

U& Maurice Swnft y :
e Port Jefferson S ?quedcon of justhhé’wp fluéiﬂ

3 emergency cooling systems for the proposed Shorehant
r power plant might be has been a key question by oppouen
“ghe plant. This weekend, the Atomic Energy Coramission
foth sides it is reevaluating the Shoreham emorg Zency syshe
"= The nuclear core of a power plant is cooled by water i
und it during norial operations. If that flow is cut off in ¢
yreham plant, there are three energency conling sy:tems 4
" gfesty on the same water supply, but diflerent power wourom,
@odl the core. A failure of the emergency svstems could resm
@verheating and a possible release of radivactivity.
In a written statement issued to opponents and pmnonenhs
plant during the AEC licensing hearing Saturday, the AE
==ulatory division said, “We are presently conducting a re-ev.
E: of the effectiveness of the emergency core cooling system’
Shoreham plant, We will inforin the board at a later dub
we anticipate the completion of this review.” It said M
e'w would be “completed within a few weeks.”
James Yore, chairman of the safely and leensing
@n»ductmg the hearing, said last night, “I have not scen it (£
t). Nothing has come to our adtention.” H: said: hq
Id check into the matter when the hearing resues
- Clare Miles, a spokesman for the AEC regulatory staff, sg.l

L

= fliam Carl, president of the Lioyd Harbor Study Gréup)
{13 main opponent of the constructicn permit for the $271,00069¢
~—g Island Lighting Co. proposed plant, said, “We've mamta'
i o along that they [emergency cooling systems] don’t

.:.ll'\ fving un‘bll ﬂhey have tested ﬁhem Until they run the
ﬁhnt the dl.ffe

S/ »/7/- CHAVNEL 4 -NEBC "Topay " PAOLRAM NEWS REPORT,

ADDITIONAL NUCLEAR FLANT PRopaseD 79 B&
LU LT~ NEAR SAN ONOFRE FAANT /A CALI FORM % oN
COAST NEaQ SANTH CATALINA ISLAND wds GLOCKED BY CON-
SERVATIONISES, LOCAL LEADER IWNTEXY/EWED 541D (WDER~
CROVND FRAUT AT S17E, GUIET FoR 73 0US4ADS OF

YEIRS, CAYSED CoNCERN RFTET RECENT QUAKES
T0RTH AND CENTRAA StFmoLK HAD A RUKE.

(G37-TFELT Iy

Meview of the Shorsham system was not new. “This is an o4 ¥
) :
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4c Sefety and Liconsing Board of ho U, Do Ae Bs Co —
et No, 50-322 - LIICO Proposed Shersham Plant No. 1.

UByt Arthur McComb, 59 Railroad Avenue, Ronkonkoma, Ne Yo 11779 Ney 17th, T9%1.) =~

.F'Bvemtlsmen of the Board:

-

' f) Speoking 88 & private citizen in'my own intcrests, I say that this hearing is’

| melther flsh nor fowl. As one person, I have elways becen mostly concerned with the
| echanies of edministrstion of public affadirs, and secondly with the issue on tap,
4

'15 know that the AEC recsntly relented to permit public participation with limited ap=
pearances, one for eachy, and started calling these “public hearings”, It also has
been called "quasiejudicial® and “quasi-public hgaring" ¢ of course nearer the truth, S ¥

Ourtailment of any citizen trying to cament into the record with relevant matter at
the time of its discussion and giving him one appearancs & year later is hardly “pube
1ic hearing”s The cast of cheracters and subject matter = yes, even the chaimman =
change with such koaleidoscopic rapidity, that the thrust of his comment is lost,

The adversary nature of the proceedings must be protected at all times, and that is

the charge of any choimman wvorth his salt, If the public is orderly and relevant, .

they should not be denied, Restraint and curtailment of timely comment by orderly : Lo

' | persons micht help the result be an autopsy, not a solutions  liuch value . ‘

| | of perspective may well have been lost to the licensing board. At times, in this = !
hedring, I have had to suppress anger or indignation, sametimes I could not suppress oo _j

4 %5_: Everyone hes & bursting point in the confainment vosscl of his wrath, and it is- ' i
. t . ] .

er to provide safety factor in orderly corment than to let it burst, .

' ’f“l'his hearing’s minutes include announced approvals in résolutions from school board,

. Shoreham Village end Brookhaven Tévm by their officials, but no mention that public

L hearings were advertised and hglg% or not held. Hone were, K clalm 1s also on re-

: eord by Suffolk County Lrecutive £, Leé Dennlson that Suffolk County approved, but he P
| :

}

?
;! not_oni or advettised no hearing, he didn’t even have & legislative board resoa
'y dution to support him, I hope s board keeps sight of local impact of such blurbs,

-

4 The town board has the “home-plate” - responsibility for publie health and safety by lmy,
. 'but they ore on récord commenting that they rely on your decisions. This board has, °
y ,‘ from time to'time, pointed out thet we ficve a State cammission review to protect us
] i eoologically, and a citizen like mysblf cannot help but see that by the time State
' ' hearings are set, and after much money is spent on constructien (1ichtly called site
. preparation), the State points to Federsl and Local “approvals”, wring their hands
. end deplore their inability to chonge anything so firmly processed, This is a dreculer
't argument with the conclusion supporting and creating the premise in specious vindica-
.} tione . -, . I . . e -
| I believe that the 17 ‘belf-imposed” limitation on radiation releases in effluent, is
relatively meaningless, as there is no real assurance, as witnessed by lir. Wofford’s
.} testimony, that any shut-down cen bé held firm, Indeed, his example of an emergency
which may rupture the "commit ment™, a New York City blackout, merely supports tho
general feeling 6f many of the public that behind the veneer of this hearing, is full .
intént to use Suffolk as manufacturing dumping ground for. radiation effluent in the
air, in the sea and in underground water, and also in final decommissioning of plants,
LILCO will shut down so long as_there is no power demand, Like credit at a bank,
anyone at &1l vho doesn’t need 1t, can-get it quickly with a smile. | « .

| LILCO®s application for change of zone made 5/12/66 to Brookhaven Town Bocrd, sets

;forth objects end purposes of petitioner incorporation to supply pover to Suffolk, .
;A Nassequ and & part of Queens, and no other place is cited., How come they now, after ’
§they achieved rezoning on such declaration, décide to serve Hew York City? Are we

/building in Suffolk for New York City? If so, it should be saids Another gripe is

10£28/70 testimony of Mr, Wofford on decommission 30 or 40 years hence., 1/ill we have
92 Yegacy to leave our decendants of high radiation pollution not only in buriel grounds

;but in decammissioned plants staying “hot® for meny vears? . g@@iﬂ.',m -




| Morewl1l follow as I could not finishe I close with points I have learneds 3o radi-.
. ation does exist. 2. at any one place and time, rads are hard to count, '3, some dame_.

.eqge ig done to ell 1life exposed to it, and 4, large doses kill quicker than small oneé:
f’l‘he hich improbebility of nuclear plant hazard reminds of the UNSINKABLE SHIP TITANIC.
__Licensing board majority should be men already physically damaged by radiations |

Sincerely,

gomic Safety and Licensing Board of the U. S. A. £, C,
{Rpcket No. 50,322 - Lilco Provosed Shoreham Plant No, I

-
| i :
 Arthur McComb, 59 Railroad Avenue, Rorkonkom®, N, Y. 11778 ( May 17th, 1971,

} Gentlanen of the Board:
\
|
\

Speoking first as Vice President of THE LAKE RONKONKOMA CIVIC ASSCCIATICON, INC,
cppoce this plant of such large capacity, first because we have, since 1962, opposed
any decisions by covernment bodies which in any way fosters nopulation density for
cur county beyond the often declared safe limit of 3,000,000 people, or which may
$mperil health, sefety and welfare of its residents. Limited water supply dictatese

Inasmuch as plant No, 1 would be 829 megawatts; plant no 2 is obviously the next
gtepand LILCC’s 1970 purchcse of 425 acres more extends that probability. We are .
eonvinced that such incredsed power can only be to sell to New England and the eitye

We oppose this peril to our Island existance which, if approved, would bring the

whole camel into our tent and push us out the back flape Motivation for stockholders
profits appears strong &s a factor, {impossible to fight after the first "opens-sesanéd®
by your cammission, if given, and we implore you to search your consciences and &pply
your understanding of the nature of your comuission charter to hold this ups s

| We draw your attention to the 12/11/70 Newsday editorial; "WHAT’S THE HURRY”, It :

“cherges that AEC being both promoter and licenser, are more concerned with promotion '

_than safety and that LILCO believes "AEC approval is in the bag” and is alrcady cone
structing, I have seen the construction, and it is beyond "site pregaration" as

it is cutely cslled. It is rank arrogance. Vhether their charge is true or not,

BEE has put itsclf in the compromising prosition, and must face the suspicions 1

quote further in part: "This week, the AEC appeared to tighten the safety standards

by requiring nuclear plant operstors to keep radiation charges *ss low as possible’s

{ This arinouncement had all the resssurance value of the FAA requesting airplane comw ;

panies to hold dovn the number of crashes”.

. -y

Ds you wonder or eriticize skepticism? The public, often burnt, is often shy.

' | Bn the knowledge that your board adanantly holds its parameter to be radiation risk
go 1ife and health and to safety narrowly interpreted, our association asks you to
deny the license, deciding rostly from my reports of 50 or so daily sessions ex-
ppsed to the finest experts on radiation, They ask; *what’s the hurry’,

| ' ‘Now sécondly, speaking as Chairman of the CIVIC COUNCIL OF SACHEM AND RONKON.
) ROMA; INC., I report that, althouch this fiveeclub council has been recently inac- ;
| tdve, 1t still exists assuming substantially the séme pose as above, and with simi- °
\ - 'igr authority, I declsre to you their often expressed similar policy and oppositione
We sre {mpelled by concern for accelerating populations everywhere representing the -

ﬁal root problem, and feel thst the right attack is selfediscipline, rather than :
' in so-called’progress”s | .

—_——

ect submission to lush camforts of unlimited power luxu
Sincerely, y

- Rrthur McCamb, |
Vice-President, Lgyke Ronkonkoma Civic Association In¢ ,q
_Chaimpan, Civig Council of Sachem & Ronkonkema, fzee




T LILC,O ,Afom Plait Heanngs Near Close

(* § Ticensing heariny of a proposed nuciear power He was closely questioned by Joseph Scinto, an offic
it at Shoreham—the longest such hearing in AtomlC' of the State Department of Environmental Control art?
by LILCO attorney Edward J. Walsh Jr.

9” Jeferson statxonW Lowenstein conceded under crass exmination he wia{
;will leave three Ato ergy Lommission hearmg .. not familiar with the specific details of the proposed
gigicers with more than 10,000 pages of transcript, scoresi LILCO plant but added his testxmony was a “gen nf
P Supplemental documents and the memory of 52 days|  statement on nuclear power plants
pant in the basement of the Holiday Inn motel. . i Most of those ivin
“The officials—Board Chairman James R. Yore, A. ixs not sup g 8
xon Calligan and Hugh Paxton — will review the ‘¥
heﬂrmg and decide whether or not to give the Long
$alénd Lighting Co. permission to build the 820 mega-
, $270 million plant.-
oday’s session will be devoted to giving each of
. parties involved a chance to make a summation
to making several technical rulings to tie up the -
ring’s “loose ends.”
dne point being contested is that the AEC staff’s
_dew of the reactor's emergency core cooling system—a -
) part of the plant—will not be ready -for several
. ks ‘
mg Like, attorney for the Lloyd Harbor Study
- ip—a main foe of the plant—has asked for a chance
- Jut the review fmdmgs in his fmal summation’
- *
h C REGULATORY staff attorney Martin G. Malsch
suggested that the review can be sent to the board
other involved parties by mail, but if the hearing
d rules in Like’s favor it could mean an additional
ing session.
hder AEC rules, when the summations are completed
party will be able to file a written “proposed find-
qJof fact and conclusion of law,” suggésting what
boat‘z‘.t ruling should be. :
gider AEC rules, when the summations are completed
party will be able to file a written “proposed find-
of fact and conclusxon of law,” suggestmg what

it
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LILCO and the AEC have said th=t

Saie
Calverton air traffic would not be &

s crashing

into the reactor because of the plants

1} consider &l
pr

LILCO,

‘You're talking about an incident

has less probability than the world

ending. You might a

at
s we

’t be built, not here, or else

ust,” Like said after the hearing
engineer

the concrete dome over

that the testimony had proven his
“What you can have here is the

r Studv Group, the chief op:
nt of LILCO’s planned reactor,
wave first.”
e study group

issue of the effect of a plane’

e
0oca

*It shouldn

pat

enta!

runway of the Grumman Aerospose
hazard to the plant. The summatiqy

»locatiod less than five miles from 8 -
Corp’s Calverton Airport.

Matthew C. Cordaro, senior environ-,
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“T would not imagine that it would
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edd
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*t incredible.”

isn
made his estimates,

ing Like, attorney for the Lloyd .

Ireland said. He
ed later that he meant that it

Authority.

Only after all documents are received will the thr‘
board members review the transcript and make thef
decision. 'Yore declined to extimate when the decisi’;
Would be made, but one experienced observer. indica
it would not before the fall.

“It would be a prob-

legn,” said Jaseph Scinto, attarney for
safety and licensing board

mich is fo decide on the construction|
armit, bad asked Irelapd to estimate’
fthe consequences of the worst possible

it happen, but it

catastrophic,”

elopment

Alrplane crash. “His guesses are gaing
t0 be the best,” Paxton said later.

FYou don't ignore it; it would need

tmwergency messures. We don’t expeot

¢he New York State Atoniic and Space

Dev

would not kill people, but he would

inot  elaborate.

et

Energy Commission’s

{  can be issued.

tto the top of the rpactor stbr

* * » . 3
YESTERDAY'’S session was given over to AEC stafy
witnesses who entered technical testimony and to resy
dents and members of civic groups who wanted to ng o]
“limited statements” about the plant. !
One AEC staff witness, Edythalena Tompkms, a radiag
tion epidemiologist, attacked claims by a Lloyd Harbay
Study Group witness that there is a direct relatxons » x;
between radiation and infant mortality. :
She said testimony by Dr. Ernest J. Sternglass W
based ‘on faulty analysis, improper base compans
gnd exclusion of important factorse : . E
The Lloyd Harbor Study %ro’& mtrgduced a ti 4
witness, Dr. Jerold Lowenstein, wHo warned that “omig
data (on radiation) shows current permissable radi}
%Aoses for man could . result-in thousands of casc
-]

ncer and leukemia.”

/.

had been

, while the Logg Island Lighting

s licensing staff,

Richard Ireland,

NEW DAY

Bv Annabelle Kerins
tified here yesterday

plane crash at the proposed

umsafe

n Statio

would be
's sittorney said that it had not. The

atory staff tes
Opponents of the planned reactor _Dr. Hugh Paxtion, a member of the

then aruged that their claim that the

Port Jefferso
¢f the Atomic
ved

plant
eould cause more radistion to be re-

a radiation release above the recom-
géoased than is permitted under the

sended safety Limits.

&boreham nuclear reactor could cause
archange came after

0 member of the AEC’s

efimated that an airlines mose

that a

Seen as A-Threaf

Sh@r@ham | @mg

‘

by the attorneys. is expected to cep.

clude the hearings

Ireland-

see
After Ire

A

ay.
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A 7 think it is a threat to future gemerations. I think it's

Monroe: Polluhoﬁ ‘Threat |
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or_t Jeffexmsgatnon——f\fﬁﬂ: Mc(‘omb a’ Bmokbaven‘cxm
hnd political figure, sought to insert ¥epguch of human' dngmrim:ﬁ
.the Amxmc Energy COWIOX) hearings- on the Shoreham
#:le.ar power plant yesterday- by dedicating hxs‘smmem of opp';;:;
ition to his “grandchildren and generations unborn. v
. McComb, who a3 a Democrat onee. served as: Braakha
’ﬁ‘own clerk and more recently has run, for’ tow;n SUpervisor 3 g
Con.»ervatwe. told the gatzhermg “It [the nuclear plant] - vi%
make - untold millions for stockholders in a massiye supply. '
power to the whole periphera}. megalopohs, Boston. tes
phia, whils exhaustingthe natural ecolog\;cal resource heritage h:g
- queathed to us all . . . with roften sea water, xot,tmg fish, coniarss
ipated: ground water and-ajr, a radiant food chain, an increasi=y
_hazard of ‘the transport, of spent nuclear fuel over hxghwa.y&d:d
-through ennunmunes, and for who knows how ‘long "aftey. dec f
“missioning [will be] a monstrous, contammaned mmumenkto m
chxldren on a, thousand . wméable acres aner 40 years :

In De[ense of the Pro]ect '_' - =

Defendmg 0he Shoreham pm]ed the Long Island Lxgh v
- Cos prolect manager; Andrew W. Wofford ‘said laber v“I d(?{ L
' thréat ’&9

future generations if we stick our heads.in the sand gpd have A
book burning or a moratorium on technology.” :

“Wofford said the plant would cover-less- than 15 ,acres. wﬁ\
.the nuclear reactor taking up a diameter of 200 feet. When g

plant is decommissioned, he said, the property could be resto
¢ at a -cost upwards of $15,000,000. “We would suspect it might
_more economical to cover it up and monitor it [for radmtlonl ol
* Wofford said. For how long? A hundred to 200 years, he reph@
: McComb appeared at the hearing on behalf of the Lake Réas
" konkoma Civic Association. Opposition to the proposed 820 mega
watt plant, which is being built on the west side of Wading Rtm»
: Creek fronting on Long Island Sound came from other local cids
! zens groups. There were eight in the audience, the largest tumo:a
. in a week and a half of hearings.
[’ .Dr. Monroe Schneider of Brooklyn, who has a summer honn
in Wading River, spoke on behalf of the North Shore Commmcq

| Against Nuclear and Thermal. Polhmon of[ermr’ oppomtxon sum»

t6 McComb’s.
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. |Shoreham : the photo is of his two |
, iﬂrandchildren mentioned by
" JArthur McComb in the course of

the
CIVIC ASSOCIATION, INC., we
-Joppose this plant of such large

“Ichairman of the Federal Power

Jproject growing disaster cfhfl'mtore. If this was true when:

Pbull by the horns for the hard

Y

|88y Spunmd PAcE #
.QB,@ "éz_l'ﬁl_fé'\i?i'ng"is'a (o7 t YW A

statement made befdre the’
At<mic Safety & Licensing Board
o1 a recent hearing on the LILCO
application to build an atomic
gower generating plant at

the presentation.)

Speaking first as President of
LAKE RONKONKOMA

capacity of 829 megawatts, with{ -
its potential to increase to double } - *
with the 1970 doubling of land
area, because we have, since
1962, opposed any act to foster
gopulation density beyond the
eclared safe Suffolk limit of
3,000,000, estimated maximum
supplyable with all known fresh

Harry Peéfso;l in Ne;/éday,
5/19/70, quoted official John
Munther of the State Bureau of

.

- fwater potential. I refer you to my water Quality Man agement;

letter of 5/17/71 which closed the <« Tg1erence for temperature
first 54 hearing sessions. variations in coastal waters is
. Now 1 speak for myself, my very small but river organisms
grandchildren, their = children, stand wider temperature
nd ad infinitum. A 55 year ranges”. We can expect much

- [cesident, T have missed few of the more sensitivity in eco-impaet .

gssion; held since rirst here than the harassed Indian
cheduled 3/31/70 and probably ‘Point plant on he Hudson River,
ave a fuller file than any cther and they have certainly had their
hserver, on progress of this share of headlines, on fish&ills.
dndmark case. ‘My address to On July 29th, 1970, the Long
ou could go book length without Island Press quoted John J. Lee,
ardly trying. director Marine Microbiology
Harry Pearson quoted Dr. Laboratory City College New
~~ Thompson in Newsday York; ““We are very well on our
/N The? is d-geshy
power that does not carry with it testing standards of government”
vironment”’. I;place no emphasis “‘in terms of environmental
on the “not in my back yard” forecasting are  woefully
argument, but rather that ANY inadequate’” and that water
new plants will seriously pollute pollution is ‘‘very much worega
the big “backyard” of Mother @is peontc tri=tprétrioiy
arth. Demand has been hinmaX it pn Famesngumm thend
doubling every ten years, 'écl' any

) _acig “This is one of m
cording to John N. Nassikas]eth educated observations in the

DZ:5
nmbers. The same article?
qéoted State Senator Normbn
: f Suffolk reside

iCommission, 1970, whil
jpopulation figures rose only from
14 to 18 percent concurrently.

ourselves apart from worldfrésh water every day wh
resources, we can absolutfdy' netural processes cannot entirély:
ditions for all living organisms'en!reported over two years ago, or!
earth. Efficiency can be im-|even half true, what will it be jf'
proved to a point, but as ‘we reham adds power in
dance, so shall we pay the piger. fe}ure, and provides enou
Efficiency has limits. It ohly' Wer to serve ever doublirg
fends off doomsday. ¥~ Ipgpulation, encouraged to mo¥e
Alternatives? Obviously, to}in by that very power supply?
assure survival, our generatien,
ot our children, must take the projection of our present pr

=

 thig benificent “progress’’.
% 8]
i

Fin hideous mutations, or in the ghese things can be a oided.

"Waldman reported Jack Peareg] «jrogress’. Shall we say, “live it

*mgan ‘“‘a whole new way of

.beauty.” Andso 1o 1. And 1 g5.,

.way to committing suicide”, that *

some sort of ‘risk to our en- agencies are: “tooshallow’’; that -am balance that

POPULATION to aclxﬁ\{e isrsatxtxl-z .exmbine it with an ir.version. £
‘HEALTH. SAFETY AND.Yery possible and almost

A e gl J
two years in ever growihg «

At the present acceleratedige today G g dot- . -~ (claims that “maximum
[t o weskd popeioin. T Ehimed UL Tor e, heslth, safety and welfare is at | gedible” and “design basis”
i . fa gl Selnptio Federal Standa ._t: ¥c.:zm:6$ k. You hat aécidents are remote enough to

nd rising demand for electrid B he noted that they pump WP L, S o e e " "dqb:e “statistical”” impossibilities,
power, and not consideringmpre than 500 million gallons of : Foa = ,lb::t they are never quite calledy

‘has

I dpuble on the acreage which has

: et de . !
e cannot continue to live ix;": fdﬂwidm‘ftm, .into fan

4

tgﬁs and planning, yet we not ma
y

ﬁono tavors for anyone, those megalopolis, Boston t
are now here, or those who_Philadelphia, while exhaustin
will follow us. We are
loading the lifeboat, and it will: heritage bequeathed to us all.
su&ely sink course, it leaves good old Suffo]
e are building to crea$e with rotten sea water, rotting
irreversible hazards not only ¥ figh, contaminated ground wate
supply of drinking water, but the;and air, a “‘radiant” food cham
air, noise and traffic pollutions|an increasing hazard of the|
fram overpopulation, and]transport of spent nuclear f
radiation. A pile-up of normal ower highways and through]
dally-releases in air, in sea food, communities, and for who krows;
fagm food, drinking water, or how long after decommissioning}
rmtion, worsening in air whenja monstrous contaminated
inversions are present. Spare me ! memorial monument to oug
.children, on a thousand unusablgy
More than spare me; spare my acres, after 40 years. Good Ol
rapdehildren;.. theig. grdRB. Sutfolk, I knew her when. I havel
ihdran_ots nly A listened carefully to’'tt e expe l
, not iwisted and gnarlec i3] 1 am not assured that all

massive destruction of bone  Each year will be cunulativel
inarrow from which they will find ‘worse than the preceding one a
ne escape as we ‘‘progress’’. i . wa “gloriously’ pay homage t

On July 29th, 1970, Myron: 8, that great, elusive god calle

UB. Marine Biologist as saying uj, and to hell with generation
that the vast dead sea oleew. ves unborn? Lets run air con-
“fark Harbor soread two milesiny +. ... .~ U P
«two years into Long Island Sougd,| ¢ i‘:s%‘]’g: :in ,hi»’?"?r_i%e_:
Adding atomic plants can only| " cireete  1i ‘-;u!ép"malit:}
hurry this “Dead Sea Spread®,is’ N -

_ - ‘ jeverywhere, and to hell withd
Judy Fischer in ner Septemb@‘g«,nerations vet unbern - let’

."970 Long Island Press featurd: Kave one hell of a hing2! Or shal

sefies, said that denial of the, oer
g’ ar) . we come 'to our sensws? Man_
orecham Nuclear) plant woulds d survived untold centuri

; ;o7 . o [Without electric nos :-wipers -
thinking. And scme scientists: ) > TWIpel

lselieve it the only way of thinking' why dof‘w(ei sx;]ddenly, 11430 year
thit will save A1erica’s dwin. S1an. find that we cannot lives

¥ thout some of it?
dlijng natural r:sources ang All we need is one cmergency

further ‘esre cooling system f:ilure - the
X - : .. ¢ure meltdown which .echnology
G ¢ 'ﬁgzt’lﬁﬁgg‘{frfég?efg;Mnot give us assarance of

>¢ 'safety in. Alone it is tad enoughy

self  discipline WORL’D'td’wipe out a million people - bug

in

piobable happening with hi
density air pollution. Tt is r
ﬁicient. It will solve a lot off

erpopulation for us, with fevs;

WELFARE FO
GENERATIONS YET UNBOR#,
tand by so doing, we save our-

i'se]y_es. And we

P ,gto collect insurance due frone,
eSS e own X monies. through an
| with -complimnents .of the Hrice
Anderson Act.

- There are just too manj
unknowns - as well as too mang
knowns. We are asked to believd

set to develop new power sources
of safe technology geared to the

ecology, or gg g;gg !.géé
Edonomy amned where

“physical’’ or ‘‘certain’’ im%¥
possibilities. Poor solace
the million lives within the rang
of Shoreham if that million-to-on€g }
chance just happens to be thej
nekt one ug: - - '

been compiléd
anywhere before. I am sure that
each of you, as individuals, have
the fortitude. Use it. Rest
assured, nothing else matters.
: This plant, enormous in 829
megawatt capacity - and all set to

‘been doubled, is surely set to
tastic. commerciatism. ‘1t - will
ke untold millions - for
stockholders in a massive supply
of power to the whole peripheral

ot throw the bull, year plarr for moge of the same,
but sriminally gncourage it We

wer- the natural ecological resourcéd ™

%

i o =
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et - er. statments to the KEC went' to the media, being varicasly used,

4 over three years, well before the THREE MILE ISLAND calamity, It wap’
ough to’'stop this madness - but it ¥ives, MNewsdasy said the AEC chai
{ted my persistance as deserving a gold medal. I was very active in op-
bbésition to flssion nuclear powerfor most of the reasons used by those ac

,1 ose units, now dlsbanded are blended with other civic divisions. Hows

g4 L o.am - convinced and unwaverirﬁ that Fission Nuclear is a real and
orr_ bl e dongor. to gocigty. 1 gee no_ compromise. Boai'des ewex.pre

'

vil

a
i}
ors Digest sald 4') homes uninsurable for nuclear hazard; Price-ﬂndex:— 5
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o stupidity after estimated 40 years maximum plant usability. The AEC? :
now NRC} held about 60 dayléng sessions. Active since 1968, I had to*' .
xago up In 19 My business hurt, S’ufféﬁ: G“verninen“ :

[

MoRE VPDATE :4 83: m/ez e | |

AN T 15 PED wiTH vvchopr | | |CErRéN BRoOKHAYEN HAD ,mém—

- QUAKE N LATEE [J30'S ~ F’ﬂr/r'
PUGL A7 ANY LEVEL Mé”ﬁﬂﬂ/ 17 CAN RECUR.

oS T NIVE 7D 40o K *vor A "
AcctDENT 76 LoNVeE VAHE | b — |
0-F15510N ZEALOVS 78 YoRN ————rers N — .

BREIC 76 4 /8 OE L1 VIV~
Nwr 2OV THE DREAD. N/FOR-

TIATERY, A 1oy GALLED IR~ and N@W Fauﬂﬂ‘):

HADMTED FLINT )5 USeLexs | S " e
4”& /ﬁ/&”@/ﬂ‘; &’Vl/! wof/‘? _ By P:r:rgeffeiz::gogmt/ h7elsu ject was eaﬁl: quakes and th
(d””)y ”Eﬁ”ﬁﬁ’ﬂr AA" - ladversaries at the Shorcham nuclear power plant. hearing spén

hours yesterday arguing over what effect a major carthquﬂu

}(0” 4 r rb &—Wgﬂél’&?b might have on the plant.

The Long Island Lighting Co., which is trying to get an -

Atomic Energy Commission license to build the Shoreham -
facility, said the plant was being designed to withstand an earth} :
: quake larger than any that had been registered on Long Island.

= 7; vty _V,_v__,_ ~ The opponents of the LILCO pro;ect the Llovd Harboe
i) w ," 3 “ SIE e J [Study Group took issue with the company’s stance. Irving Like
Z/ ) [ 5E S

of Babylon, the group’s attorney, said the plant was not bemg
‘designed “to take care of a severe earthquake.”
dagggt?ngmé?msggﬁéngb;ntora:l::. -}, The study group spent considerable time during vostordays
for a nucl ower: plant gwont " , hearmg before the AE(’s Safety and Licensing Board questionitg,
= 2> |an ALC consullant, a structural engineer, about the effects of an
earihquqko on the planf AEC attorney Martin Malsch objected
to the examination, saying the AEC had brought an carthquake
expert to the heafg Monday but Like had refuqod to‘ croes-
examinc him. Li id he had no time to g ian
Mte Atonuc Fnergv Council,}
aaid after the mceting that his rescarch hac} shown that Lol:ag
land wad very unlikelv) to_suffer any more than a minor quake,

; ; spokesman O}Liﬁe_'é'fﬁ?v group, said aj
polmzlc fnult had been traced to a point 10 miles shy. of o
ppopt)sod plant site, and that the AEC had not undertaken a xlndy

d(‘lormmc if that fault did, in fact, come closer to the 0
o said a fec erTstndy had shown that Long Island Kag
etpérienced no earthquakes larger than 5 on the Modificd Nies
alli-scale, and that the Shoreham site itself had expenon CEXI)

&, ANy »-uw»f‘ﬂ .

0 ki ads 4@?‘1‘

'Whlch beE‘an in"March, i970; is alre

# Iongesa in AEC history. It wﬂk resume tomorro r.'
ciet *Jefferson Statxon : =
’§; ast: mght Irvmg Like of Bab lon attome \:
2} Lloyd Harbor- Study Group;’ whxcg opmses con)gt g
-. of the proposed plant at Shoreham, said he had -«rn
;=~ ted a recess to study the.500 pages of rebuttal fegtts
o 3 submitted- to him by LILCO, the AEC regulatg®}’
o Hf and: Suffolk Scxentlsts for Cleaner Power and- a "'1
ronmen& B '
This; round, therefore, Like satd wa TUn: only t‘. AL
_._"pﬁ‘haps Saturday; of thxs week The final ‘B

ﬂ)\"
0
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 RICHARD H. LEHMAN, CALIF. Shoreham Nuclear Power Plant

Monday, April 18, 1983

..‘__.__.___.__.._<ﬂ
A .

PANEL 1: | o

Mr. Peter F. Cohalan, Suffolk County Executive
H. Lee Dennison Building |
Veterans Memorial Highway :
Hauppauge, New York 11788 o

Mr, Cohalan will be accompanied by:

- Mr. Frank R. Jones, Deputy County Executive, Chairman of Suffolk ‘
County Radiological Emergency Planning, Steering Committee i

§
- Mr. Donald Dilworth, Commissioner, Suffolk County Police _ %

- Dr. Kai Erikson, Professor of Sociology, Yale University
\ ' Consultant to Suffolk County }
o . ) . '

i
PANEL 2: : - j

Mr. Wilfred O. Uhl, President
Long Island- Lighting Company
250 0l1d Country Road
Mineola, New York 11501

‘Uhl will be accompanied by:

- Dr. Mathew Cordaro, Vice President of Englneerlng

- Mr. Ira L. Freilicher, Vice President for Public Affairs
. PANEL 3:

Dr. David Axelrod, Commissioner of Health
New York State Department of Health
Mayor Erastus Corning 2nd Tower
Governor Nelson A. Rockefeller Empire State Plaza
Room 1408
Albany, New York 12237

also, - Chairman
New York State Disaster Preparedness Commission
Public Security Building : S
. State Campus . , g
Albany, New York 12226 - .= - S 3
C(zonTDD | R o




LS3W1tness-Llst('con t. B
”wEmergencytPreparedness Hearlng

PANEL 4:

' Ms. Nora Bredes, Shoreham Opponents Coalition
195 East Main Street
Smithtown, New York 11786

- Mr. Leon Campo, Chairman

People's Action Coalition of Suffolk County
P.O. Box 27 - : :
Shlrley, New York 11967

PANEL 5:

Mr. Vance Sailor, Secretary _

Citizens for an Orderly Energy Policy, Inc. .
180 East Main

Patchogue, New York 11772

PANEL 6:

Mr. William J. Dircks, Executive Director of Operations
. _ U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
‘ 1717 H Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20555

Mr. Herzel H.E. Plaine, General Counsel
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Mr. Dircks and Mr. Plaine will be accompanied by:

- Mr. James Sniezek, Deputy Director, Office of Inspection
and Enforcement
— Mr. Guy H. Cunningham IIi Executive Legal. Director

- Mr. Roger Blond, Senior Rlsk Analyst Office of Nuclear
Regulatory Research

© PANEL 7:

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant Associate Director

Office of Natural and Technological Hazards

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Washlngton D. C. 20472

Y

~

Mr. Krimm will.be accompanled;by:

.~ Mr. Gary Johnson, :Chief .of the Technologlcal Hazards DlVlSlon

.- Mr. Spence ‘W. Perry, Assoc;ate General Counsel -

April 18, 1983 . o e
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' ' : Arthur McComb I
R 30 Kirby Lane - . e
1 ' Lake Ronkenkoma, New York w79,

* _;‘ _ April 18th, 1983.

‘| Congregsional Headring

~ Suffolk Commnity College

‘f ' Fammingville, New York 11735.

I have had residence in Suffolk County, in Brookhaven Town, since 1918, have

4 ' had schooling up tc and including the opening ye§r at this c¢ollege, in 1960,

1. with a year of my six in U. S. Naval enlistment in their service school. I
'"* am a family man with grandchildren, worked in post office, railroad, industry

'} : and just ended 25 years as a small businessman in hardware. I am happy to

; _feel included in-_ft_he‘dlara,d_:efiza_;_i_gn of 8 "crazy” with temerity to oppose

a horrible future under nuclear threat approved by my “peoples govornment™s”

.'g : My life includes town elective office, much civic activity wirth years as chair-
" . man of various groups, over thirgy years irn Boy Scouting, sports, firemanics
i and I am still active where needed, I om forty years a volunteer fireman, etc.

. - From the sixties through 1973, I a*tended most of the hearings and meetings in
‘the process of the ShorehamPlant, wiih abeut aixty, mostly dsrlong, before the
" Atomic Energy Commission (AEC), and submitted statements repreésenting my civic
. jgroups and myself, which T include for your record. My file is voluminous.
me o€ ‘ ; :
}The 1973 statement was mailed this year to many persons, those wow active pro
» ;"v nd con, including elective officials and bureau heads in New York State, and
‘¥ have had many answers, from which I give a few excerpts following:

e

%Thomas'J. Downey, Member of Ccmgiess; “Wrether the plant will ever open depends
“on the answers, but as of now, I do not think an operating license should be
) |7 granted and that the plant shculd remain closed.” -

' Paul Harenburg, New York State Assemblyman; “Your statement was interesting,
L,f..‘infomatiVe, and alqmingly accurate. I am glad I was aple %o read 1t.”

R

Alice M. Beck, County Legislator 13th djst.: {(After a long, thcrough letter
i of responses to her {nquiries cf county officials and profegsionals such as
:ii_v-Police,Firemen, Schocl Teachers, County employees etc. etc. who were expected
11\ +e conduct evacuation in disaster, said) “It is a natural response for people
o put tho interests c¢f their families before their jobs and their desire to

do so should place no stigma upcn them. Indeed they are probably better ---".

A
., John L. Behan, New York State Assemdlyman; “Please Xeep me in touch with your
: i views sné concerns. I om glad to have yeur longstanding support behind me.”

,"}-,_‘;'I'he matter of evacuatien should never have been a cendition of licensing - it
_ ‘%1 shculd have been A REQUIREMENT BEFORE OONSTRUCTION { He asited for it.

} : tg}\)‘ly leétter could have been THREE MILES LONG ON THIS ISLAND {
) . g Sincerely, O,

A

?PMW—OCK 2983 17" ac:aﬂ..f TO /e THRET - ; N
WE STTLL LLECY OUR FEDERAL|
| |PAATS OF p LoVERNIEN T T/ rIvEs As’dlﬂffms;,aw.mww/ml‘-
?’ THEN Ao A GUREGIRRICY WIICH o0 OF TEA) SEE/S MPREQIA
| B it e el s e b
{ (45 ' EWT 70 Bk EXERTIVES, VROM YRS fip sy Bontd AT
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. Selden — Tesnmony of—

fered by Long Island

Lighting Company
President Wilfred Uhl in a
sworn appearance before a

Congressional  sub- i would preciude a suc- | county does not.
committee plaml‘y ! cessful evacuation in the “1 never supported Lou"
misrepresented their | event of a severe accident.

i

position on emergency
planning for the con-
troversial Shoreham
nuclear plant, the super-
visors of Brookhaven and

mmwf

Shoreham not approved by

~the Suffolk Legislature,

which has declared the
plant should never operate
because local geographic
and traffic conditions

Presiding Officer Lou
Howard (R-Amityville) is
the sole {egislator to call
for the adoption of a plan.

lt could be “construed,

both supervisors agree, to
mean the two towns which
make up the 10-miie EPZ
supported by

.Howard’s stand, in writing
‘or any other way,” said

Acampora. “‘I don’t even
know the man. I want a
copy of that testimony.”

: ! In prepared testimony Janoski was equally
Riverhead towns said . fijed with the ° irked. “'It’s a fabrication in
Friday. . Congressional sub- ' my opinion,” he said. *'I

Riverhead  Supervisor . committee, however, Uhl | never took a position in
Joseph  Janoski and  guated that on February 10, . support of any evacuation

Brookhaven Supervisor .

Henrietta Acampora said
they have never supported
the adoption of - an

evacuation plan for the $3.2 -

billion reactor as was in-
dicated in Uhl's testimony
before the House Oversight
Subcommittee during
: bearings at  Suffolk
. Community College last

The town boards of both

" towns have expressly
uppused the adoption of any
plan  for

Tthe legisiators to do the

“Preésiding Officer (Lou)
Howard announced that he
was  supporting  the
county's draft emergency
plan, and urged the rest of

same. Brookhaven Town I

Supervisor
Acampora and Riverhead
Town Supervisor Joseph

Henrietta

!

- Janoski -wrote to Howard

supporting his stand.

Shoreham’s entire 10-mile

EPZ lies within the towns
of Brookhaven
Riverhead.”’

- andt

plan or in support of
Howard’s stand.”

Utility spokeswoman Jan :

Hickman said LILCO had

" based its assumption on the
-

contents of letters from
Acampora and Janeski to
Howard, in which the
supervisors urged county

officials ts ‘“develop the
. ‘written to. Howard by

best pilan for a radiological
emergency that will

protect the public health

and safety."
‘‘Obviously,
eted this as su rt

" Hickman.

LILCO
support the plan, while the -

SLITOMN

3 Howards posiuod, m&d
“If thet was a |

misinterpretation, we
apologize.”

Janoski- was not -ap-

peased and vowed to :

contact Subcommittee
Chairman Rep. Edward
Markey (D-Mass.) to set
the record straight.

*“This happened once

' before, and at that time, [
Taccepted the apology,”

continued Janoski. *“This is
the secoud time my
statements have been
misinterpreted to serve
LILCO’s ends. I can’t

- accept a simple apology,

especially when they used

my name in sworn
testimony before
Congress.”” LILCO in-

terpreted Janoski’'s stand
similarly in a February 24

VA A@@mvg Qﬂamo

plan or the draft later " Cotin

_rejected by the county.

The supervisors said .

they took special care not

. to advocate the adoption of
‘““The word :

any plan. .
‘adopt’ came up,” said
Janoski, who explained

that he 8'Id Acampora had

bulletin to its employees.' -

The ‘‘misinterpretation”
stems from the letters

Acampora and Janoski

following the presiding

officer’s announcement

- Lu,cotmuezm which also

2 |
i00 ° recard,” she said -

":m L

m:m Janoski said he
. had- w:men the ' letter

tber*eonnty. o
an:’astandalknnted

R, uun medza
ac:pnntxq i only
reference to- ‘the - letter
came in the February 24

mptnno!the county plan.

. Hickman said:she was:

.mmwhereLB.COgot
-'tholct;er

“‘Maybe it
became ..part of the
. An gide to Hep. Thomas
Dovmzx (1)-Amityville),
wbnrha@& the bearings
Ao &lﬁg!;{, sait Acampora
written

R t&(ﬁmou to the sub-
¢ 14,2 -committee to =et the record

that he would support the N i

of either LILCO's -

MWOWN

- LILCO Ln@sAg@m

A\

y said tiey had’
d,’ mtng '

lfi?Vweﬁ(in & CongressndTHCOving, | ptard's ol :
Wilfred Uhl: president of “LILCO, gent 5 fefter How
Bfated in sworn testimony that the: the View if.
supervisors. of - Riverhead - and; . they-: felt ‘an :cvacuaﬂcn
Brookhaven Towns supported Suffolk w beforchand.”. did notr
County's “Presiding Officer . Lou igypnort elitior LILCO'S 3 an, whlchf
Howard's belief that an evacvation fwas rejected by the cwnm or the
}:an could b2 developad in case of an ' lenlarged”“plan  developed, by the -
accident &t the Shoreham’ nuclear ' county at & cost of $600,000 which was
power plant, Henrietta Acampora and ! fhen rejected by county ofﬂclals as m
soseph Janoski both have feverishiy | | impossibility. , e

@onled they . ara.:in: support : of | Acampora and Jamskl lnd!gmnﬂy
‘question how Uhl could construs fheir -

an’ was '

. & blatant mistruth, given at a"*"

Public_be cited for confempt? In-
‘@icted In federal court for p«luq?‘

“Jetter as statement ot
LILCO. UhV's statement appears to bei-

support “ for Jajiod aivd the kay thrown away?

What is even more alarming is what
wilt Mppen to- John Q. Puyblic if
Congressional. hearing. fo croate t LILCO Is able to get away with such
impression that the two towns most;, ‘dishonesty, ‘which could load o the
affected by-the Shoreham nuclear o i " 4l o)t without every
power plant arc in support of LILCO,! | safety precaution having beon faken.
without reservation. We wonder what, One more example of why even the
the ramifications would boiif J.Q.: ‘supporters - should question tre in-
Public gave false testimofty at a' tegrity .of . the managemem of the
Qongresslonal hearing. WOU'dJﬂ\ﬂQ . Long isiand nghﬂng Company

.. And why not?
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-not a lawyer, nor a doctor, nor scientist, nor a man of any letters. Some nuclear

Arthur McComb, 30 Kirby Lane
- Lake Ronkonkoma, N. Y. 11779.
Open Lotter to Anyone Living Within 20 Miles -May 9th, 1983.

of Any Huclear Plant, or in Peconic County.(g”f ﬁ@/ﬁ fw/gﬁgﬁfﬁ@
n SUFFOLK &goU)
//55 P/ 7 :n’

T am not an engineer, I am not a nuclear phynieist. I am not a biochemist.

power nlant proponents seem to think that no citizen such as me has any right to ;
say yes or no to licensing, even when established by men or women of letters as -
aforementioned, that such nuclear plant cannot be operated without threat.to public :
health, safety and welfare of all living things around it, without hazard to all

worldly goods, and degrading of values of real estate, homes, commercial and com-

manity owned facilities of all kinds. ' . :

Y can listen, even tho common people like me were flatly limited to address either

the BEC or the NRC. I started listening in 1966. About AEC so-called “hearings™

started in 1970 - I mgade most of them and hesrd many experts of letters. I was finally
vermitted to briefly address this venerable adversary session, and I made the most . ’
of it. I sm on record. As I saw it, it was & defense of my home ard family. '

.Hhethar or not disaster happens ore waek, month, vesr, or many years after the plant
48 licensed and produces, is imnaterial. No one seems to have proven any certain
timetable, so we would go on living in constant dread just waiting for it to happen,
‘rain or shine, snow or sleet, day or night, hurricane or earthquake, inversion wea-
ther or windstorm. OUR ONLY CERTAINTY IS THAT THE WCRST HAS COME WITHIN AN ACE O
HAPPENING MUCH MORE THAN ONCE IN THE VWCRLD, AND THAT SCCNER OR LATER IT PRCBABLY
WILL! NEAR TO HOME, WE DN ‘T KNCW YET WHAT IONG-TERM LIVING-CREATURE DAMAGE THREL:
MILE ISLAND INHERITS. PRAYING MAY KEEP CUR NCRTH SHORE EARTHQUAKE FAULT QUIET.

¥e couwldn’t evaguate, let alone return to any sort of normal living. Even if evacu-
ation were possible, and even 1f healthful, peaceful living could be restored to the
evacuees, IHE FACT THAT A NUCLEAR PLANT COULD MAKE THIS NECESSARY IS MORE THAE REASCN .
ENOUGH ROT TO LICENSE THEM. HEALTH, SAFETY AMD WELFARE IS NOT EVEN DEBATABLE: WHY -
DEBATE EVACUATION? IF EVACUATION COULD BE NECESSARY, NO PLANT SHOULD OPEN! HOWEVER,

WE ARE DEBATING EVACUATION, UNF ATELY. VHY DON'T WE PUT A STOP TC IT?

We are also aware that the possible accident means a wipeout for most people near
enough, no matter whether fatal or not. I suspect that for survivors, they would
robébly be sorry they lived. Contemplation of the knowledge which we common non-
sclentists have received from people of letters, is horrikle. Living in apprehen-
sion with its cumulative stress and not being able to explain to our younger peo-
ple vhy we allowed it to endanger them, is much worse than any of the vituperation
now'c_::ox'i\ing From some of the nuclear power proponents. One said we “vomit® objections.

Rs I told the Atomic Energy Commission in 1971, I have, in my mundane, non-scientific
mind, learned at least five salient facts:"1. radiation does exist. 8. rads are hard
to count. 3. accidents are likely. 4. some damage is done to all life exvosed to
rads., 5. large doses kill quicker than small ones. I said then-that the high im-
probability of nuclear plant hazard reminded me of the UNSINKABLE SHIP TITANIC, - and

that licensing-board members should be persons already physicglly damaged by rads.

Assemblyman Harenburg with four others, I am told, back a divestiture bill to strip
LILCO of all electricity producing properties, to be purchased by the State Power
Ruthority (PASNY) for local operation, to free consumers from staggering gosts of
Shoreham. But, his office says, NRC rules that Shoreham cannot be purchased until

it has run at 60% capacity for a full year. I fear that this ruse is just what LILCO
wants - experience shows that such plants normally run UNDER 60 Ae we outgmarted?
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By Alan Firder ison Mitchell -

.. .Albany — Gov. Mario Cuomo conténded yesterday
fthat he has “no apecific legal responsibility” to develop
vacuation-plans -for-nuclear accidents in the state,
salling instead for the federal government to take a
more active role. ‘ g \,

- Federal officials, however, said that states by tradi-
ion have been the primary authority in all disasters —
including nuclear emergencies. “In the event of an
emergency occurring, it would be the local govern-
'ments and the state that would control the evacuation,”
gaid an assistant associate director of
the mergency Management Agency. He said
that the role of his agency is simply “to work with the
state as far as evaluating their plan.” Krimm added

eral government stay out of a disaster until it receives
& governor's request for assistance.

-~ On Thursday, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
which licenses nuclear plants, said that it would close
the two reactors at Indian Point on June 9 if nothing is
done to resolve emergency evacuation plans for sur-
\rounding Rockland and Westchester. Federal officials
had been scheuled to meet today with representatives
it the State Disaster Preparedness Commission to dis-
fcuss the Indian Point situation, but the meeting was
postponed a week. Marianne Jackson, a FEMA spokes-
Iworpan, said that the delay would allow time to get
re people involved.. - .

The NRC ultimatum on Indian Point represented
Hhe;second time in three months that the fate of a nu-
jolegr reactor in New York State has hinged on emer-
igency evacuation planning. In February, Suffolk
JCounty Executive Peter F. Cohalan and the County
Tegislature refused to approve an evacuation plan for
j#he Shoreham nuclear reactor, arguing that Long Is-
tland’s geography makes safe evacuation impossible.

" {Cuomo then said that he would not impose a state evac-

that the U.S. Disaster Relief Act requires that the fed--

Cuomo: Crisis Plan Up to U.s
- _Disputes federal officials on re ’
10[83-TUE NEWSDAY

According to Krimm, the situation in New York is
unique. He said that currently there are 53 operating
nuclear power sites in the country and there have been

evacuation-drills at each of them. “State and local gov-

ernments have participated,” he said. “This is the first
time P've heard state and local governments say this is
a federal responsibility.”

At an impromptu press conference, Cuomo said that
as governor he has “no specific legal responsibility.
That’s absolutely correct, and no one has ever contra-
dicted that.” He said yésterday, however, that it is his
intention to force the federal government to consider
for the first time whether it should take a more direct
role in helping with nuclear evacuation since it ulti-
mately licenses nuclear reactors. S

He refused to!specify precisely what he had in
mind. But he recited a few examples of how the fed-
eral government could take a more active role,
though cautioning that the suggestions are not “seri-
ous ones.”

He suggested that if Shoreham and Indian Point
were both to remain closed, the federal government
might consider supplying alternate energy or giving
financial subsidies to pay for replacement power. He
also suggested that the federal government should help
pay for the cost of Shoreham even if the plant does go
on line in order to defer rate increases.

The governor also suggested that the federal gov-
ernment consider stationing troops near nuclear plants
to ensure that people are available to help with evacua-
tion. ‘One of the issues that caused FEMA to reject
plans for Indian Point is the question of whether bus
drivers in Westchester would help remove residents in
case of 4 nuclear accident.

Such a-suggestion has also been raised by West-
chester County Executive Andrew O'Rourke. Kiernan
Mahoney, a legislative assistant to Sen. Alfonse
D’Amato (R-N.Y.), said I’ Amato was considering legis-

. Jation to create a brigade of people trained to help out

o

sponsibility for evacuation in a nuclear aécidentf |

the localities. But he said the legislationTs not intengd-
ed to confront local and state refusals to put an emgr-
gency plan in place at Indian Point and Shoreham.’$]
‘don't think there’s any possibility that the federal goys

ernment could ever put together at reasonable cost‘mi1 '

evacuation team that could supplant the local govern-
ment,” he said. :
Jeanine Hull, counsel to the House subcommitt
on energy conservation and power, which oversees nu-
clear regulation, said that the panel had also been fol-
lowing the stalemates over Shoreham and Indian!
Point. She said, however, that the subcommittee did’
not see how the matter could be resolved, since the,
federal government didn’'t want to preempt states.:
“We're dealing with separation of powers. We're dealsl
ing with state’s rights,” she said. R
Cuomo said yesterday that he did not mean to im-
ply that the state has no role in emergency planning,

just that it should not have the only role. "No one ever
heard me say we don’t have a role to play.” But he
added: “There’s nowhere in the federal or state law any!
adequate description of who's supposed to do what."
Later, he said that he specifically meant there wasng
federal law on the matter. S

In' 1981, the State Legislature changed the state
law regarding disaster planning to make it clear:

that it applied to nuclear disasters as well. The law:
requires the State Disaster Preparedness Commis-|
sion to put together a statewide disaster prepareg-:.
ness plan that must be approved by the governgr:
and reviewed annually. Krimm yesterday pointed to
that law as an example of the state’s acceptance, of,
at least some responsibility in disaster planning,’ . -
But Cuomo said that existence of the state
should not cloud the issue he was making and ad
ed: “If that's what is standing in the way of fed raf
involvement, all you have to do is appeal it or
amend it . . . This is a national question, a very imes:.
portant question of policy.” LN
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Arthur McComb

30 Kirby Lane

Lake Ronkonkoma, N. Y. 11779

May 14, 1983,

| Honorsble Mario Cucmo, Governor, New York State,
Executive Chambers, RE: Panel to evaluate the economic
1330 Avenue of the Americas, impact of keeping Shoreham nu-
New York, N. Y. 10019, clear plant closed, suppert for

Leon Campo to be appointed to

serve for Suffolk “People’s Action

Coalition”.

Honorable Governor Cuomo,

I atttended the day-long hearing at Suffolk Community College held on Monday,
Apfil 18th by the Congressional ®Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs™

and submitted the enclosed letter to their files, Enclosed is a copy of

their witness list-to-testify on the Shoreham plant evacuation planning,

Leon Campo of Mount Sinai in Suffolk County, spoke on Panel 4 listed, and I

am sure he would be an &sset on any panel for this subject. His knowledge of

the subject, and articulate ability gained him a well-deserved compliment of

the congressional committee aftér he testified, Other enclosures will be ex-

planatory of my interest, background, and general support of the group that

Mr, Campo stems from. The committee compliment of record was long and strong.

May I add ry kudes and firmly suggest that Mr. Campo can only help your new

kpanel achlinve a just sol 1tion to the problem before it.

o -‘ © Sincerely f
rd

‘Attention: . Exthur McComb.
Mr. Frank Hurray, ST E L
:: Ride to G vernor- Cuomo

S

o
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| YPLPATED 70 OCT. 1993 : 7o Per 20T THIS 15 MY ONAY SV SWER FTo

' r,'” AVESy HANDED 75 THE LOVerNoR OCYPBER 2T Qy—CokonrsE +#/4L,

| Serm 7o HAVE ON THhc-Paner's FoSITION-fAPERS, ALSE,#BOVT

STATE oF NEwW YORK

EXECUTIVE CHAMBER

. ALBANY 12224
' MICHAEL J. DeL GIUDICE

‘ SECFZTARY TO THE GOVERN_OR

July 6, 1983 °
o (Rfc"p. »'_//..3,:'9;)

Dear Mr. McComb:

- Governor Cuomo has asked me to respond to your

letter regarding Leon Campo and the Shoreham Fact
Finding Panel.

I am pleased to inform you that Governor Cuomo has
appointed Mr. Campo a member of the Panel.

Your statement of support for Mr. Campo is
appreciated.

Sincerely, .
Mr. Arthur McComb

ko .04 Gk

Lake Ronkonkoma, New York 11779

;’re'* ETTERS, MINE OF q/30 (PHLE 75) WENT Wit cOPIES OF A4l PRE-

Noyet THAY I MADE SPECIFIC CHINCES OF PUE LFRIOCESS V) orATION
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&y.i’:lgma SCULLY
sThe: Suffolk - Legislature
-jast week unanimously
;Andorsed a bill introduced

" by State Assemblyman
_l:reorge Hochbrueckner (D- .

. {§eoram) which calls for an
“advisory " referendum on’

- udhe fate of the Shoreham
zpuclear “plant. But other -

te . pfficials said - they
ubt: the measure will
gyer-get on the ballot.
alnder state law, it is
“illegal to hold .advisory
#elerendums.  Never-
‘theless, two such referenda
iyere placed on last year's

. “hallot - one asked residents

should perform an in-

. “spection of -the $horeham

plant.

- The Shoreham ‘question
‘was stricken by the courts
" after a legal challenge by a
“group of nuclear scientists

from Brookhaven National

Laboratory, : but the.

nuclear freeze resolution -
due to lack of a challenge,

‘remained, . and passed

overwhelmingly.

Hockbrueckner's bill

~ would give Suffolk County
. officials legal authority to

ask the voters whether

i

. N . » o - ‘ !' T .
leture endorses move f
/e~ SYUPFOLK AIPE -572878 3~ WED,
on the production, and the The

other whether :the county -

results of the

referendum . would .not be

binding.

- Before  Hochbrueckner
can move the legislation,
however, he must show the
county -has requested it.

" Herice the home rule
. message which received a .
- blanket nod from the
.Suffolk Legislature, in-.
. cluding Presiding -Officer .
- Lou_
. "Amityville), the

Howard (R-
’ sole
legislator to support the

" opening of the plant.

" “I think it's important

for the people of the county -

to have a legitimate vole,"

R —

K]

)

think the vast majority will

say the plant shouldn’t .

‘open, - putting pressure on
the federal government,”

"~ Howard said he would

favor  an advisory
referendum for a different
reason.
- “I'll go in any direction
to get Shoreham on line,"”
said Howard. “If you could
gel an advisory referen-
dum, you would find people
favor Shoreham.” _
Two public opinion
surveys performed in the
last year have shown that
not .to be the case. The
latest of those, published in

F‘ebruary° showed. that
only 36 per cent of Long

Island residents polied

favor the operation of the .
plant as opposed to moth-

balling.
But Howard, who has

“I'm always pushing Ol'a
something like that," said’

"Behan, *'but the people who

control the Senate have,
different- views on nuclea'n?i

ot Sharahamsovsts

energy, and if you look ali.

upstaté utility rates, you'l]}

served as a State know why."” iR
Assemblyman, believes "But Hochbrueckyper;
there is little chance the insisted the bill “has a good!
bill will pass both houses of - shot” in the Assembly, and:
the State Legislature.*This  gaid = the Suffolk’

is a one-house bill,”" -he
said.
Assemblyman
Behan (R-Montauk), a foe
of the plant, agreed with

Howard _that the bill, if .

passed by the Assembly,

John

Legislature’s . Home *Rule:
Message will give it more
creedence. He vowed. to

seek a .senate sponsor for: -

the legislation as soon as it!

- pas__ses,:_—liis house.

liphetherthey (ayor a freeze

cgntention that no emergency plan can be

t appears to be growing more tortuous
all the time.

When Suffolk County Executive Peter
Cohalan originally asserted that an emer-
gency plan for the people who live within 10

iles of the plant was impossible to develop,
;?a based his contention on a variety of fac
tprs, including Long Island’s unique geo-
graphical configuration.

Lighting Co., which is building the nearly

Shoreham. should operate. - said Hochbrueckner. *'1

dgvised for the Shoreham nuclear power -

That theory was challenged by niany-
Long Islanders, including the Long Island -

. a long lsland daily. in -

uuﬁﬁqn%?@ Chrcular A&nf’%iam mt Agafmst Shorelhsm
F ‘ e i;)g‘lcurfde y%’n@ﬁ Séﬂ';rk}%m"t)’a %ﬁ%ﬁ;m I "

Lscga only claims that
an adequate emergency plan is possible but
has devised one of its own, which it plans to
submit to federal officials next week.

LILCO announced its intention to do so
after the Nuclear Regulatory Commission —
which must approve an emergency plan be-
fore S8horeham can begin operating — said
the utility could submit its plan even if Suf-
folk County opposes it.

- Responding to that ruling, Frank Jones,
Suffolk’s deputy county executive, came
up with a new argument: “No paper emer-
gency plan can be effective if it is not in
fact implemented,” he said, “and the county

will die in the Senate. . . - - . \w

* has indicated that it will not participate.”
In other words, the county has now fallen
back on a classic form of circular reagoning,
What the county is saying is that no emergen-
cy plan is possible; therefore the county won't
participate in formulating one —and because
it won't, no emergency plan is possible.
This kind of fallacious logic demonstrates
the tightness of the corner the county has
painted itself into. Jones is probably right
when he says an emergency plan can’t work
without county cooperation. But the critical
question that Suffolk still fails to answer
convincingly is this: Could an emergency
plan work if the county did cooperate?

o

P



L _ Arthur McComb, 30 Kirby Lane S T

' Lake Ronkonkoma, N. Y. 11779 , .

_ . o May 20, 1982, o

- Editor, Y ewsday ? o _ . .
235 Pinelawn Road I - . " RE: Your Editorial today; "Suffolk’s ' :
- Melville, Y. Y. 11747, o "~ Circular Arqument Against Shoreham”.

1
PRI 4
Cogne B

| © 3
: Two of my letters ere enclosed, one the 9th of this month, and one May 1871, and

. &8 Newsday item from Deqembel.‘ 1972, I recently mailed these to you with others,

under separate cover. I red-circled passages in these three. In May, 1971, I told

the AEC of Brookhaven’s Town Board "circular argqument®, which is the reason we are :
]

in our present fix. Your editorial charges the County Executive with “fallacious

b togic”.and Tclassic formm of circular reasoning”, but without logical foundation.. o

The paragraph marked in my May 9th 1983 open letter is the firm county reasoning h

needed. Especially; ~IF EVACUATION COULD BE NECESSERY, NO PLANT SHOULD OPEN*, and f ;

of course, I am talking of "fission”, not *fusion®.

In the red-circled paragraph of the Newsday item by Kenneth C, Crowe of 12/14/72, I""'

' ' LIICO'S Mr. Viofford blithely says 81§}000 000.00 could restore a deocmmiqsioned plant ° p.

{

(today it may be triple) after its 20 to 40 yesr span of life, and suspects it might i“
‘ i
o be more economical to cover it up and monitor it (for radiation) after that average '._ J;f_
life-span. I can visualize a growing Suffolk speckled with such "hot®” mothballed v ' ‘

»
[

spots - maybe ten of them in his 200-year guess, unless we are wiped out before that

atter an earthquake, or plane crash in its 4 inch concrete of the dome, or by equip-. '
ment or human failures (still world-wide order-of-the-day), or by _vthe ensuing attempted
evacuation. "ReSteration" or "Mothballing” is some “Hobson’s Choice” for an unusable I

plant left hot. There is an earthquake fault——the dome has only‘ 4 inches of concrete

easily plerced by heavier-than-air craft-—-equipment or human failure cannot be ruled :

ént._ For over 1S5 years before your editorial, years before the frenetic plant con-.
!
| struction, many of us tried our.damndest to impress ears which too often seemed deaf.
v : R 2 e 72
CC: Peter F. Cohalsn, county Executive. "Sincerely LB ,:'j_- o4
o : . Leon Campo, People’s "Action Coalition,
* ! Dave Willmott, Editor Suffolk Life.

Irving Like, Esq., Fomerly I.BSG Atty.
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‘plant,”

‘pewspaper cllppmgs to
pxnve it. ’. _

* McComb, ’
deare store owner and

former Brookhaven Tqwn :

Llerk, was one of relatively
[cw local residents who sat

patiently through days of
ALomnc Energy Com-
mmnon . construction
Rermit hearings during the
late 1960's and early 1970's,

&wtmg for permission to -

make "a single, three-
n\inule slatement.

was thinking about
&vhere we were gomg,"
said McComb. “It was &~
matter of self-defense. 1.
QQVe lived here since 1918.

“**They  (the

‘versary . procedure. They
only brought in those in
favor of the plant.”
The hearing process was
disconcerting, according to
- ‘McComb,. . who,

.,mm@@ Y

] con-
'wuctm\ ‘and controversy -
overshe Shoreham nuclear
‘and-he has: 10 -
:¥olumes of. ‘yellowing

retired -

AEC)!™
discouraggd input,”’ recalls.
McComb. “It was an ad-|

s

* Shorehem sz s0ga scares
I}ﬂ@ saw {its biirth -

B)"

A FAMILIAR FACE to many involved. in
Brookhaven Town government is that of Art,
McComb, a former town clerk who makes his
- views on many important -issues known, -

" | agency to. assure that

appointed now-Supervisor

; first town hall job as his
deputy
Town" and county of-

_ the Long lsland Lnghtmg
‘Hennctla,Acampora to her | Co
-however, decidéd to learn .

i

.Art McCamb,

abaut radiation and}
nuclear power himself.

ﬁcials spoke in favor of the
project and the financial
benefits it, promised, but
relied on the federal

safety wncerns
addressed. -

Even while the hearings-
were being  conducted,

were

“lightly termed ‘site
preparation’,”’ was un-
derway at the proppsed site;
in Shoreham. e 4

McComb spoke out
against the proposed.
-alomic plant, warning of
‘‘rotten sea water, rotting
fish, contaminated

radiant food chain, an
increasing hazard of the
transport of spent nuclear
fuel over highways and
through communities, and
for who knows how long
after decommissioning, a
monstrous, contaminated
. monument to our children’
on a thousand unusable
acres after 0 years."” '

‘There were those who!
jomed the verbose activist |
in finding fault with the’
nuclear plant proposal, -
despite the ' promising’
financial benefits of “‘the
atomic economy," but;
most ‘appeared to trust
‘ “blindly” in the federal

government agency and. of risk is acceptahle,” said RS 4D AU..&O W

; second blind man wrapped |
preliminary  construction,
elephant’s

third man encircled the '

groundwater and air,” a' likened it to a rope.

In comparison, McComb °
tells the story of four blind -
men who went o see an:
elephant. The first, he

'says, placed his hands on

the huge animal's side, and
declared the elephant to be l
“much like a wall.”” The

his arms around the:
leg, and
proclaimed the animal to
be “much like a tree.’”’ The '

pachyderm'’s trunk with his :
hands and determined the
elephant to be much like a
snake, and the fourth felt
the animal's tail and

‘Everybody visualized
Shoreham in terms of
sgmething they know,"
said McComb. “I followed
everything that was said.”

He has. watched public
"awareness - of the
magnitude of the
Shoreham issue grow over |
the past 15 years, but .
McComb says he is not all |
that surprised by the stand :
i taken by Suffolk County |
oflicials on the issue. He |
does not believe the :
Shoreham story is over, -
and he is not confident the

i_love Artie,” she

' /Ml/CI.e’AR—WSSMN

the seltprodmmed. Ian e

get that plant open comeq
from the people who have!
money mvested in. lt. It in,
shameful. SRR
Acampora remunbﬂ;,
McComb as “a good guy.;
80-0-0 honest. Twenty-five:
years ago, he warped
everybody about all the
probiems we aré having'
today, and -everybedy:
thought "he was crazy,”’;
said the supervisor, who
remembers McCemb:
expressing concern for the
preservation of groupd-
water quality as well i 5
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public's interest will |
ultimately be served. ,

I don't believe this type |
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when LiLCO submitted a r;s;uest to

| /The Arrogcnce of LELCQ

" Ihe Tilesof top officials have been

providing requested documents. And

there has been harassment and a\proximately 11 per cent higher than |
\LILCO’s first estimates. it is turther
proof that LILCO and its officals are "}

delay of an on-going investigation into
the possibility of mismanagement.

& the PSC for a rate increase over the ,
purged There have been delays in :Qt next three years of 56.5 per cent. This

latest rate hike request is ap-

Those charges were made last week N either so inept at estimating,. or are

by the statf of the Public Service :‘

Commission probing cost overruns
and possible mismanagement. of the

target of those charges was LILCO,
and its top officials, who must cease
“practices which delay and harass
staff or it is likely the investigation
will fail,”” the PSC staff declares.
The arrogance of LILCO officials
has often been the subject of
discussion on this page. !f the PSC
staff charges prove to be correct,
there can be no further argument, by
anyone, that LILCO ’is being unfairly
put upon.”’ 1t should become ciear to
one and all that the utility and its
officials will sfop at nothing, despite
the cost or effect of their actions, to
put their Shoreham folly on lire.
ironically, the charges against
LILCO officials come at the time

Shoreham nuclear power plant. The §

~

deliberately playing with the num-
bers, that early predictions: of an
ultimate rate hike of 70 per cent, or
more, are indeed correct. And that
LILCO, in denying those predictions,
has either been grossly in error, or
has been lying.

LILCO has everything to gam and
nothing to lose if the PSC in.
vestigation of mismanagement fails.

3If mismanagement is proven, the

stockholders and the utility, not the
ratepayers, will shouider a .larger
burden of the Shoreham costs; If the
investigation fails, you, the
ratepayer, will. Not only for the
higher rates for electricity, but also
for the higher prices which will:result,

_and the increased taxes that will be

necessary to pay the higher energy
costs of municipalities. :
.Enough! The time for action is now!

cont, oh page 4

cont. trom page 3

The PSC should reject LILCO's
request for higher rates until, and
uniess, the utility ends whatever
harassment and delay tactics it is
using to stall the investigation, and
comes up with ali the information that
has been purged from its files. I
LILCO "has deliberately attempted to
thwart the mismanagement probe.
there should be absolutely no thought
of extending to them any increase in
rates. Not one penny! :

it, however, the PSC continues its
track record of favoring utilities over
the best interests of the public, state
tegislators should immediately take

whatever sfeps are necessary 9

a@:sh that commission. It should be

replaced by an agency that would
give the public a fair break, one that
is based on integrity rather than one
that is nothing more than an echo for
the utilities.

~.The rate hikes LILCO currently
proposes will result in financial
disaster for the people of Suffolk
County. Consider the near certainty
that the ultimate increase will be even
higher, and the future looks even
bleaker. LILCO, and all its friends in
government and business, must be
exposed for the arrogance they show
in attempting te better their own !
financial standings at the expense of |
the pubiic. '
- And why not? . }

P3st —

 to be owned lock, stock and barrel by
f LILCO and other utilities. All too
? otten, matters before the P.S.C.
H concerning rates and procedures
have been given such a quick shuffie
by the Public Service Commission
that it has appeared that.the
P.S.C. was misnamed and should
have been the Utlilities Service
i Bureau.

This notwithstanding, the staff of
the P.S.C. finally appears to have had

It enough. On May 27, they issued a

notice, appealing directly to the
l commission itself rather than to the
administrative law judge, for an
immediate ordar compeiling LILCO
i to comply with earlier decrees. The
stafi is working on investigating cost
overruns on Shoreham and related
|| problems concerning this fiasco.
Reading the brief is frightening, not
only because of the alieged orrogance
a but because even a novice, or a
supporter of LILCO, would have o
|| wonder if they did not also handie the
|| construction of thls plant in a like

Here are a few excerpts from the
“LILCO has

| stitute harrassment of the staff of
| inspectors... ... Many of their files are
’I in disarray, suggesting they had been
! reviewed hastily by L|LCO just prior
i to staff inspection...  The Public
‘ Service Commission’s staff suggested
' that the files of fop management have
| been purged and swept clean of

. documents which might have In-

. dicated that LILCO was at fault in the

‘ cosf overruns.”’
The staff gives a number of other
‘ instances of alleged skuiduggery by -

T LILCO, and goes on to say: “All these

imposed un-- -
i necessary requirements that con-

Frig h?enmg Arrogance

|  We have offen colﬁ%ned that ?‘U% mstanceéuggest that LILCO has a
1 Public Service Commission appears .

strategy of impeding the fiow of in-

\formation to the staff.”” They state,
“‘at times, LILCO has been ftotaliy
uncooperative in this investigation...
LILCO has delayed the investigation
{o =an Iintolerable degree... LiLCO
went on to claim that the P.S.C. staff
posed a safety risk.”

Togive an example, the P.S.C. staff
offered as evidence a chart on the
requests made for project
management information. It in-
dicated that LILCO has failed 82 per
cent of the time to comply with
requests made for information.

if it has bocome painfully obvious to
the P.S.C.. which regulates their
rates, that LILCO has taken every
shortcut to keep the truth from
bscoming known concerning fiscal
matters, they also must be aware that
LILCO probabiy used an equai
amount of subterfuge in building the

~ plant. No wonear LILCO has refused
" 1o allow & total, ind2p2andent, outside,
- professional staff from investigating

the quality of oonstrudlon and design
of the plant. ¥
is there anyone out there who
belleves & word that LILCO says at
this point? s there ‘anyone who is
willing to risk his or her life and the
. tives of their children on such a lack of
credibility, professionaiism, ethics
and honesty?
We can only pray that the
bureaucrats' who run our govern-
“‘mental dgencies recognize the
responsibiiity they have before them
to save and hold harmiless the fives of
good, hard working honest Suffolk
- citizens who will be pui in jeopardy
and peril.
God help us If our government
- backs. down and falls to do Its duty.
And why not?
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L@NG ICLAND SEUNPINGS

| B2 —==" 3-SUDmN
A"bad two 1

HE LONG ISLAND Lighting Co. has again displayed its utter contempt
E[F for the citizens it serves. It filed for the largest rate increase in its
history on the eve of a three-day holiday weekend and then deliberately
failed to tell residents that a significant part of that increase was to pay for
two nuclear plants that were never built. . )
When it was caught last week, Lilco’s press office issued a lame excuse. The
press spokesman said that in announcing details of the proposed rate hike, his
office focused on the Shoreham nuclear plant because everyone

LY. NEW: p
weelks tor Lilc

0’s PR staff

several thousand pages of documents and testimony from Lilco officials. And
yet, the spokesman maintained, it was not prepared until Friday.

It was Richard Kessel who first called our attention to the cover-up. A
check with Lilco's press spokesmen soon revealed that the utility applied for
$410 million over 10 years to recover $80 million it spent on feasibility studies
for the two nuclear power plants that were never buiit. '

That meant that nearly half of the non-Shoreham rate increase sought by

v Lilco during the first year was to pay for the drawings of these

L'

was interested in it. And besides, he said, 75% of the rate
increase was to pay for construction costs at the plant.

© “We gave out the information that was most germane,” he
insisted. .

His comments came after another press official became
offended when asked why no gne was told about the $410 million
Lilco was trying to recover during the next 10 years for its
never-built Jamesport and upstate New Haven nuclear plants,

two proposed plants. How Lilco could not believe that was
germane is anybody’s guess.

The utility spokesmen all insist that Lilco’s rate filing is a
public document and that anyone wishing to learn its contents
can read it by traveling 1o the PSC’s offices in either New York
City or Albany. The fact of the matter is that Lilco doesn’t
seriously believe anyone is going to wade through those

the newspapers.

~ “PVE HAD JUST ABOUT enough this past weekend and 1 |
can't take any more,” she said, slamming down the phone. ngW&mv IF THE PRESS HAD done its job properly, a Lilco
She apparently was still fuming over a story that appeared &ﬂm spokesman insisied, it would have reported that Lilco was trying

" the previous week in the Daily News. That story explained that

to recover the money it spent on the Jamesport and New Haven

Lilco was planning to announce the filing of its largest ever rate (

1 plants.

* increase on the eve of the Memorial Day Weekend. Consumer .
advocate Richard Kessel was quoted as saying that by filing the rate hike
request at the start of a holiday, many persons would not even learn of it.

In addition, details of the rate filing would be carried in Saturday
newspapers, the worst day of the week for newspaper sales. The News and
Newsday, the only daily papers with a special Long Island emphasis, are only
about half their normal size on Saturday. " .

The Lilco spokesman insisted that details of the rate filing could not be
revealed to the press earlier than Friday because it was not actually ‘being
filed until Friday with the Public Service Commission. ) '

But the last time Lilco prepared a rate filing, its publie relations staff
briefed the press a full day early on a Thursday. They said at the time that they
were aware of the needs of the press and the reading habits of the public and

wanted to accommodate everyone. We wonder what happened to that-

accommodating attitude.

AND YET ANOTHER Lilco spokesman insisted with a straight face that
details of the rate filing were being changed right up until the time it was
actually filed with the state. Thus, he said, all of the numbers were not
available for release until Friday. . v

The rate filing, by the way, consists of two huge notebooks filled with

' Any responsible journalist, she maintained, would have
asked for the rate filing documents, read them and then reporied on them in
the next day’s paper. And any questions a reporter had about anything.
concerning the rate filing would have been gladly answered: _

That sounds great on paper. In reality, it would take hours to just read
those thousands of pages of documents, let alone to ask questions and write &

‘'story about it. And not many reporters have the luxury of working on just one’

story a day. They depend upon the press représentatives to assist them in.
preparing a story of this magnitude. 7 :
The Lilco spokesman sald that had any reporter asked about the Jamesport"
and New Haven plants, he would have been happy to discuss them. But how.
were the reporters supposed to know to ask about them if there is no hint that
they are even mentioned in the rate case? .
Believe it or not, a Lilco spokesman claimed the reason they didn't even.

- bother mentioning the two nuclear plants was because they didn’t want to end:

up issuing an extremely long press release. Why didn’t they mention it to the
reporters writing the story? We didn't ask. . : -
We would like to believe that the actions of the Lilco’s public relations staff .

In the past two weeks are not a reflection of the level of competence displayed .

by the utility’s te_chnlcal staff.

volumes and interested persons will be content to simply read _

3b
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) Arthur McComb ‘ oy
: L 30 Kirby Lane . R

Editer, Qéﬁ/'f o 34 A{m;p,gpm§> Lake Ronkonkoma, N. Y. 11779 6/27/83. -. i
| — Raprio 7V - §
) o !
' Wo cholce = we must BITE THE BULLET - MCTHBALL SHOREHAM or it MOTHBALLS US: -

¢
T believe, after hearing nearly 60 sessions of AEC - LILCO building permit hear-_-:::
ings, after 16 years of listening, reading and collecting, after addressing them|
when permitted to, that agencies (AEC, NRC et al) were pressured by our electivop
to produce the promise of nuclear fission power, We are to blame, one man, one |
vote, Nuclear fission plants have capacity, potentiol and enough probability to
gmother and destroy any defense dreamed up, including & *lemming” evacuation, |
from documented nosslble disastrous mal functions. It can happon. E
YWhy am I scored? Because agencies of my government seem to have stripped us of ;
defenso against life, health and welfare risks, and all our owningse Fission :
nuclear energy plants do thige. Insurance companies wont touch it. The tiny ine.
‘guranco under the 1957 Price~finderson Act is woefully inadequate, and was pasaod:
only to remove the fear that utilities had of massive claims exceeding the $500
million set up with our tax money end some from insurance companies. The act wes
passed to induce industry to {invest further. Their obligation to reimburse wés !
nullified by the Price~Anderson Act, and makes us all payees and payors,if worsoi
thon Three Mile, Fermi, SBalem, etc etc occurs = and it could, world widoes o

. The Price~Anderson Bct should be repealed, and there in a move in Congress to do:
i go, I am told. Tt seems to effectively repeal the cormon-law right of ours to ’

sue for damages caused by another’s negligence. Repeal would place liability on:
utilities where it belongs. In fairness, I take blame for not fighting harder, ' *@ -
os everyone should, in any peoples government. Repeel cheuld turn off utilitiese -

Bo ¢ complainer, but be right. Our country was founded by complainers Put you;:‘
* thoughts in writing like I am. Check and recheck. Correct and recorroct until |
your message screams out argument you can live with and suppert. Make it one to;
be proud ef. Redo until you reread day after day. If it moves you, it will mov
others. Everyono has a message. Send yoursout. I want it. This may bo our
lost chance. Shoreham cees LILCO steckholders move heaven and carth to licenso.,

After such o big disoster, I would rather be dead than to live on in distortod, ;
vogetable ferm, poinful to me, and a drein on gociety for lifetime carcs Many
would be. Should we blindly teoke ouch risk, however improbablo? Fer usm, our
‘¢hildren, and other loved onec? Better to sharovly economize, or evon do without,

Miles of evidence ore on record. Books are written, Asgk in Library or beekahops
fThe #Cult of the Atom™, by a Harvard graduate economist, former directer of Uniop
; 'of Concerned Scientints, is of his ten-year probe into restricted AEC and NRC :
. files, using Freedom of Information Act, and two major lawsuits, he sayss He
‘documents his claims. I am reading it. Paperbacks should be out, reasonable.

The author is Daniel Ford of Boston. v,‘
/“* /P M

Arthur McComb

{«e/s

YPPTE 7o 0cT-1983¢ SHORTAY AFTER TWIS AETTER, I REJLIZED THGT
Sopor it BELLING AN UWUSED PLAN T NERELY AA/D 1T ASIDE W7 7
Lo TEH DATE, 7> BE JOED YP WNEN OUR VIGILANCE FAPED, THE FFROPER

2 RISINDON Y WHICH) CONNOTES S0ME CON VBIPS 16V USE

0 YSE pow 1S .
e ;@”pﬂ”ﬁf”re; N LE2RENTSSION . A USED FAANT PECOfI1S81ONEP 15

- \FROPERLY CALLED "M1TH BALLED" AS 1T CopptoT BE UVSED .
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA s - 3

Name

Address .

Te]ephone

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION S
ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD Yo
Before Administrative Judges
James A. Laurenson, Chairman
Dr. Jerry R. Kline
Dr. M. Stanley Livingston
. ) o |
In the Matter of g Docket No. 50-322-0L-3 )
, - U e
LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY ) ASLBP No. 83-488-03-0L e
) (Emergency Planning Proceeding)
(Shoreham Nuclear Power Station, )
Unit 1) )
) ‘_
- =
I, the undersigned, request an opportunity to make an oral "limited 1"
appearance statement" regarding Emergency Planning issues connected with N
the Shoreham Nuclear Power Station. I understand that my presentation
" must be no more than five (5) fninutes in Tength.
Signed Date 'i

TWIE L1y THLS FANELWAS ST, ITVY ,;;,
TYrS 15 THE [fDRM VSED FOR A So-
CasleD "PUBLIE HERRING HELP BT
HoUPRIVEE I3 /P2 | GND SEIN &)
I VERYEBD |, So/ 3. ALY H O ADPRESS
Was omeD Ry SHORENIM KIA00 GREM,
NonWE WS yE2D W WRSSU oR Wfé(ff
yHE o SEZSION WAS AREITRARILY .
cLoseD AIMOST AN HooR EFRY ﬂﬂ’Jjj |
Some W ERE DENIED To SPEIK. PrEAIC

TUWE PROCRESS OF A HEARING TOo OF TEN

RESPONDS 70 WHIPLS gND VIEWS 0F CHAIRNEN-

!




imited appearance before the‘
uclear Regqulatory Cormissien Licensing Boa

come tom. I was brought out-heroq,

lumg, geese, duck
fission. I paid my dues in civics, polities

wer plant proponents seem to think that no
sgy yes er ne _'_c_g.-licensing, ev
aforementioned, that
lie health, safety and welfare of all living

11 worldly geods, and degra
community owned facilities of all kindse

lant is licensed and produces,

certein timetable, so we
to happen, rain or shine, snow or sleet, day

i nversion weather or windstorm. 0

TER IT PROBABLY WILL: NEAR TO HOME,

the evacuees, TH
EASON ENOUGH NOT TO L

PEN! HOWEVER, WE ARE DEBATING EVACURTION,
P TO IT?

e are also aware that the pessible accident
enough, no matter whetkor fatal or not,
robably be sorry they lived. Contemplation
scientists have received from people of lett
gion with its cumulative stress an

ow coming from some of th
After sueh o big disaster,

vegetable form, painful to me,
would be. Should we blindly take such risk,

lehildren, and other loved ones? Better to sharply economize

e. Lileo Nuclear Plant at Shoreham, N. 'Y:‘:Z:I}L‘D AT LELISLBTVRE BLD@,,Muppgu@.

ys Arthur McComb, 30 Kirby Lane, Lake Ronkonkomz, N. Y. 11779 - July 13th, 19834

entlemen of the Board: =~ . ... i o
am Arthur McComb, born in Brooklyn in 1913, the year of the Panama Canal and if-"
te Suffolk County in 1918 and saw beauti fulwild

huckle berries, strawberries, blue borries, black berries, rasp berries, beach
s -« and poison ivp. KNow we hav e only poison ivy and nuclear

ow I am on angry mem, OUR VOICES MUST [CTIVATE .. NUCLEAR.FISSION ENERGY SOURGLS

| MUST NOT? 1 feel within and around me, a growing anger an
Tiosion usage has been studied to death. Nuclear fusion seems promising,

not fission. We muyst change horses in midstre?n.
ULLET =o MOTHRALL SHOREHAM or it MGTHBALLS US{

am not an engineery .I am not a nuclear physigist.
ot -a lawyer, ner a doctor, nor scientist, nor a man

en whon established by men or women of letters as
such nuclear plant cannot be operated without threat to pubs

ding of values of real estate, homes, commercial and

ether or not disaster happens one week, month,
is {immaterial. No one seems to have proven any

would go on living in constant dread just waiting for it

UR ONLY CERTAINTY IS THAT THE WORST HAS CCOME

THIN AN ACE OF HAPPENING MUCH MORE THAN ONCE IN THE WORLD, AND THAT SCONER OR
WE DON'T KNOW YET WHAT LONG-~TERM - LIVING=

EATURE DAMAGE THREE MILE ISLAND INHERITS, PRAYING MARY KEEP OUR NORTH SHORE -
ARTHQUAKE FAULT QUIET. Shoreham is built near an earthquake fault. .

e couldn’t evacuate, let ald_ne return to any sort of no

cuation were possible, and even if healthful,
E FACT THAT A NUCLEAR PLANT COULD MAKE THIS NECESSARY IS MGRE-

. ICENSE THEM., HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE IS NOT EVEN DEBATABR
LE¢ WY DEBATE EVACUATION? IF EVACUATION COULD BE NE . '
UNFORTUNATELY. HHY DON’T WE PUT A

I suspect that for survivors, they would

d not being able to explain. to our younger; peo-
le why we allowed it to endanger them, is much worse than any o
e nuclear power proponents. One said we v

I would rather be dead than to live on in distorted,
and a drain on séciety for lifetime care. - Many

and local government,

d.rosentment, hard te

No ehoice - we must BITE THE

1 am not a biochemists I im
of any letters. Some nucledr
citizen such as me has any right to

things around it, without hapard to

year, Or many years after the

or night, hurricane or earthquake,

rmal livings. Even if ev
peaceful living could be restored fo

CESSARY, NO PLANT SHOULD

means a wipeout for most people neax

of the knowledge which we common non-
ers, is horrible, Living in app:geher—

£ the vituperatign
cmit® objoctions:

‘hewever improbable? For us, our
ize, Or even do without.

576-888-202°




Arthur McCexb, S0 Kirby Lano,
July 19th, 1983,
Honorable Mario Cuoxs, Goveraor,

Exeocutive Chambors, - REs Ponol to cvaluwato Shorehon
1550 Avonuo of the Aworicas, Hu Plant problens,

“w York, N. Yo 100190

Honorablo Gevornor Cuens,

I enclese copios of oy May 14th ond your onowor of July 6th. With your oppointe
nont of Dr. ka-ﬁthn. o further thowght is prempted, of ono othar Suffolk residont
whe should hove beon considered ot the outcot. Certainly in our stato ond in our
Uaitod States, ond orebobly in the rorld, ho hap boen clogest to tho qrindi;zq
wheel of tho Nucloar Fission grist. Throc yoaro intongive d>fonse of Lloyd Heor-
' bsr Study Group intorv_onora,. some 60 daily sosoions of the AEC 19870-71-72 pro-
csedingn (advorsaricl) oaw him preduce world-wido uitnot:sos, and diligontly

‘eross-czomine thooo ef LILCO, ot al. I attondod and helped whore I ocould.

| ‘Heo olse outhered our otate’s Censorvatien Bill of Rights, ¢ usoful instrument to

' sur government, ccong other civic devotions. 1£ anyeno clsc is to bo asked, he
surely should. He io Irving Liko, attorncy at 200 Voot Main, Babylen K.Y. 1170C.
Suffolk has used hio serviocss in Shorchan matters. I don’t know, or care what
hio pelitics cro. I am only promptod by decp concorn for hoalth and wolfare of

my family, my neighbors, myself, and for our form of government.

T hold no bricf fer co-called "blue ribbon penelg”, having served on oae for my
county, but it happons to bo the only game in town. I havc aloc been an elective
end hold that our regulsr efficials, selocted and clected by the people to their
resmensibility, should comprise our only “bluc ribbon panel”.

ATT: Michael J. Dol Giudices Sincerely,

CC: Petor F. Cohalan, County Executive. g

Leon Campo, People’s Aotion Coslitions Arthur McCamb.

Dave Wilmstt, Editer Suffolk Life.
Ixrving Like, Esq., formerly LHSG Atty.

Henriettas Acampora, Brookhaven Supervisor

.
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-Brthur McComb

‘ ' 30 Kirby Lane

Limited address to ' , Lake Ronkonkoma, N, Y. 11779
New York State Public Service ,Commission July 21, 1983 '

onvened todoy in Patchogue Village Hall
of 7 cormissioners, only Edward P, Larkin present}’

Frank Robinson, ALJ, acting substitute chairman.

T am no newccmer Johnny-come-lately, having been 65 years in Suffolk, Our PSC
ceuld be an important link in & complex scenarie. High cost has become a sure
thing as LILOO, federal bureaus and all other proponents of nuclear fission ‘
energy let this thing balloon for over 13 years against all sensible opposition.

I have made my living &s a businessman for the past 25 years, after a varied
course of livelyhoods including elective office, navy, railroad, post office,
industry, etc. I had to do good business or go broke. I made a living = LILEC
should do 1t toco. The money has been poorly spent, There is now a monstrous

bill #nd someone must pay.

Now somecne has to pay the piper - the dance is over. The big cost should be
leid on the ones gambling for big profits like happens in Washington State.
There, the WPPSS can go bankrupt as per our United States Supreme Court order.

However, the issue to me is more safety than eccnomy.
g threat., I believe, after hearing nearly 60 sessions of AEC - LILCO building

"permit hearings, @nd after 16 years of listening, reading and collecting, after

addressing them when permitted to, that agencies (AEC, NRC et &l) were pressured .
by our electives to produce the promise of nuclear fission power, We are all to

blame, one man, one vote,

We couldn’t evacuate, let alone return to any sort of norm&#l living, Even if
evacuation were possible, and even if healthful, peaceful 1living could be re-
stored to the evacuees, THE FACT THAT A NUCLEAR PLANT COULD MAKE THIS NECESSERY
‘I3 NORE THAN REASCN ENCUGH NOT TO LICENSE THEM. HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE IS

'NOT EVEN DEBATABLE! WHY DEBATE EVACUATICNZ IF EVACUATION COULD BE NECESSARY

'NO PLANT SHOULD OPFNZ HOWEVER, WE ARE DEBATING EVACUATION, UNFORTUNATELY. WHY

‘DON’T WE PUT A STCP TO IT? :
|

Thie is o prolegue (rother

proponents to force a losing cause on me, this potentially horrible science, I
feel within ond around mo, o gréving anger and resentment, hard to contain.

No choice -- we must BITE THE BULLET -- MOTHBALL SHOREHAM OR IT MOTHBALLS US:Z

T volced dissatisfaction with the spectacle of such a large, well prepared and
orderly public outpouring for an advertised "hearing® before our Public Service
Commission, only to see my Suffolk neighbors and myself experience the indignity
.of being ignored by six of the seven members who did not appear, and to have to

en epilogue) of an ANGRY MAN, OUR VOICES MUST LEGALLY
ACTTVATE .- NUCLEAR.FISSION ENERGY MUST NOTI With every assinine effort by its

Nuclesr fusien seems promising, not fission., We must change horses in midstream, |

LILCO fission nuclear is

S

A
P —

- " abide by & non-member acting as chairman who decided to change the rules by limi-

ting the speaking times of the later speakers, including myself. This discontent

was not prepared text, rather spontaneous, impulsive omprecgien of diz' leasure.

N
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Gas Increases

bt aiplemﬂon of tho mquc:t of Long lsland Lightmg Company (LILCO) for = |

. ' increeses in its destriz end g3 mwm o portion of

ULcntsm!uaamwmc!::mmmcm,nu
'ma&cutohcnnmmofmwwdmmmm
tako offst econcr then o mejer ret co3o normelly would b
| desidod, Boorued of the urgaty donoted in cuch o rquest,
| w0 il held keoring fimt to toho oviderso whather, ond to
mmmomd&u&mmmmm
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(6 5ric3 of hoorings,

L. Gh&a

W9 &l of cours, @ et
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| timo then the for parmesoat wtss, singo tho greunds on.
- which ﬁwcgnmﬁmmmtmm ot-3 oo limited,

This roto coo wes inmated \:hcn Laong ldend Lighting
Compeny (LILCO) sehmitt=d ca caplicotion [y 27, toking

°medmdc&:nrc::aonam@m

A As ucuci, mv:ﬁlconﬂnﬂoc:ﬂcsofhc:ﬁng:mmko
. spoken commonts fram tho publie. Theso will bo mede part

i ‘of tho sterogreohic mmmm«mﬁm by tho Com-
misslen.

mmcomommnmm
burden of shmng that thy odditicrsl oxpencss end costs
fundedymg its roquest ero justificd cond prudontly-incurred.

-~ Thus, its initie} filing must imzludo cvidence o3 to the historic 1%
level of oxponscs end costs, its hest projection of exponzss it §f
- will incur inmoﬁmywﬁnwtt:m.mdodmﬂw oxplena |

: ?mhmmmmmmmmmnwm
i . Tha Public’ Smma!inmnuﬁonm Jotas st the |

' love! that il provido the utility cn oppdrtunity to rtt‘évarthe
! expanos it incure in serving customere, including the reseon.-
| ablo cost of capite! it must reicy to provida cdaquetn carvice. .
Thamaﬁxcdme:chcmmd:mmcdtomﬂmum:tvs
. expenscs end costs for only a on>yoor period in the futurs,

' beginning chout 11 months oftor tho utility hes filed i
. requost for incrcoasd roverues,

LILCO’s pormenent reto filing hes boon puhlicuzud it

nues, but tho utility in fest hes offcred testimony end exhibits
pmmdbvdmoftwchmammmofm
gorics of oxponses which thoy scy cupports the compeny's
| revenuo clicim. During tho hesrings end our deliborations, cach-
“of thato meny clzims will. bo rubjscted to cross-exeminetion,

it mercly hod skod for o ceuplo of lump cum incrocsss in reve rk

@mh&ymcwmmﬂmow cndintheﬁm:l analysuthe

Undzr the Public Sorvice Low, the Commmlon can
tuthorizo tomporery rotes only when “the public interest
roeuircs [them],” or whon thay aro “necessery for. .. pro-
viding cdogucto cad cffisient cowvico, or for the presarvation
of the praporty.”

LILCO contends that it requires a temporary rtd in
eroea to gonorotn cufficicat cesh comings so that it can issue
bonds to rcioo cepitel for nccecnary construction work—on its
Shorshem gonaroting plent, cad othor projects. '

Tho Commission can epprove, modify, or reject the

- compony'’s request in light of tho total evidonce &s to its justi-

fication.

The Major lssues

Twro itsues responcible for about two-thirds of LILCO's
cleim for incrocsod rovenucs will be decided, in whole or in
part, in other proceedings beforo the Commission,

Rowcnues rolatod to the commerciel operation of the
Shorchem nucicar plent—a nzt emount of $217 million,
cecording to LILCO’s filing—will hings on two other proceed-
ing. In thoso, tho Commission vvill decide: (1) the time span
in vhich Shorchem-roigted costs end expenses will be phased
into rates (LILCO hes proposad a 3-yesr phese-in; other parties
hzve propocad 4 ond 5-yeer periods); and (2) the extent to

i3 _vhich Shorehem construction costs can be chargad to rates
- ¥{tho Commission is investigating whether, and to what extent, |

imprudent mcnagoment of the projest may have caused esca-
lations in its cost—cocelations that may not be charged to
rutes).

Recovery of costs for studies and licensing efforts for
two mejor gsnerating plants that were not built—requiring
revenues of $41 million a yeer, sccording to LILCO-also
Hing=3 on othor pmrding: bofero the Commission. In the
past, the Commission has not allowed recovery of such cosis

L in a rats cace until it has dotarmined whether the casts were
9 prudently incurred.

Sharchem-Roloted: LILCO, assuming commercial opere-
tion of Shoreham by next April 1 and a thres-year phase-in to
- rotes, clcims additionsl nat revenues of about $217.0 million.

3 Chauam in tho commorcicl operation dats, or in the length of

the phase-in, or in undedymg assumptions can be accommo-
deted by the Commission, since it hes until Igte next April to

meko it fined dotermination of the utility’s revenue needs. -

But for the rate modaration plan it has proposed, LILCO
says that the total revenues requiired to match Shorsham-

related expenses end costs is $755._2_Wr~n~illion._ The three-yesr




The Major Issues

phase-in would, according to LILCO, defe: about $400.7
miilion of those revenues, and fuel savings expacted from
dispiecement of oil-fired generation reduce the revenue
requirement by another $137.5 million.

. Cost Recavory: LILCO claims that it should be allowed
in this caso to begin recovery—at the rate of $41 million a year
for 10 years—of tho costs of preparing for and sseking licenses
for two major generating plants. Of this, the company says,
$26 million is related to the proposed New Haven/Stuyvesant
plant, and $15 million to the Jamesport nuclear proposal. The

~ Commission has held hoarings on the prudence of the pro-
posed New Haven plant, hut hes not yet begun its review of
the Jemesport Costs. .

Other Issues

Cost of Copital: LILCO claims that its cost of securing
capital to finance work on facilities other than Shareham
will rise, becauss of higher costs for bond interest and stock-
holders’ oquity, to the oxtont of $16 million in revenues.

Imwostmont Beoo: LILCO projects that the operation of
facilitios other thon Shorsham and higher working capital
requirements will incroasa its investment bass (rato base) so
that it will require edditionel revenues of $21.5 million.

Proporty Tax: LILCO cstimates that its property tax
bill-for other than Shoreham-will rise by 13.6%, equal to
$16.8 million in revenues.

Federal Incomo Tox: LILCO forecasts that continuing
effects of the Economic Rocovary Tax Act of 1981, and
changsd sccounting procodurcs, will incrosso its Foderal
Income Tex bitl o $36. 7 million:

Oparating Exporsos: LILCO soys that it has requested
additional revenucs only to cover tho effects of inflation and
wiga and frings banefit increases. But even though it is meking
susterity reductions in somo oxpenses, it claims additional
revenues of $26.1 million are justifiod.

Offsatting Goins: LILCO estimates that its revenue
requirement would be oven highor except for an improved
gross margin due to increasod sales of olectricity that will bring
in $22.7 million in offsotting revonues.

Ges Rovonuos: LILCO forscasts increased axpanses for-
_its gos operetion ganerally the same catsgaries—except for

- . Shorsham and the caost-recovery issues—that affect electric

. rates. Theso are offset in part by prospective increased sales
- -and improved mergin that will bring in %5.5 million in new:
ravenues. '

Our Procedure

‘Continued troin first page ' ‘

Commission may adept, modity, or reject any o
proposes i accordancs with he (0wl svigenee as to their
prapriety. '

LILCO must show, through its testimony, how inflation,
changas in program, complstion of new facilities, and other
factors have contributed to increasing its expenses for the first
year new rates would be in effect. In this cass, LILCO must
justify its claims for various increases in expenses that it says
will be in effect for the 12 months beginning next May 1.

- In the next ssveral weeks, the Commission will begin
additional hearings before en Administrative Law Judge to
examine tho- wvolidity.af oach of thoss claims {see The Major
Issues). In the first set of hearings, the witnesses who have
filed testimony for the company will face cross-examination
by other parties as to the assumptions and methodology they
employed.

In the meantims the Trial Staff of the Department of
Public Service and other parties are sesking and obtaining
further data from the company so that they cen check the
accurecy of the figures thet LILCO filed. These additior.
data along with information gained through cross-examinarion

will provide the basis for testimony that the other parties :an -

submit as adjustments—that is, proposed changes—to the
company’s claims. In o subssquent set of hearings thos?
witnesses also will be cross-examined by LILCO lawyers.

In the finel stags, LILCO can present testimony re-

butting the other parties’ proposals.

All the parties, including LILCO and the Trial Staff of
the Depertment of Public Service, will have further opportuni-
“ties 10 submiTwritEn argumment SuppoTing thair proposals to

“the Administrative Law Judgs. The Judge then will issue

a writtcn recommended decision, analyzing and resolving each
of the many issues in dispute, and, by adding up thase resolu-
tions, arriving at a recommendsd revenue level and proposed
rate changes.

That recommendad decision will be the basis of the'

Commission’s determination, but the Commission alsa will

_ Teview additional written arguments by the various parties

saeking to show that the Judga's recommendations on specific
issues should be changed.

Tho Commission will oxplain in writing—in an Opinion

and Ordor—how it decided each of the issues still in dispute
and how, again by adding up all the individual items, it arrived
at the total revenue and rate changss it will allow. Since the
Commission has about thres months to act after the Judges

issus the recommended decision, the Commission will have

the opportunity to make adjustments refiecting the latest
known data, including changes that may occur in the mean-
tiviig in the cost of capiial and in \ie rate of inflation.

Prepared by Public Information Office ' }f}

‘Department of Public Service 18883
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THE HOME ENERGY FAIR PRACTICES ACT

On July 19, 1981, Governor Hugh Carey signed into law the Home Energy Fair Practices Act
(HEFPA), a major component of his 1981 legislative program. In his message approving thebill, the

- Governor recognized the need for strengthened consumer protections in the utility area and
heralded the new law as alandmark measure which codified, consolidated and extended “the rights

and responsibilities of gas, electric and steam utilities and their residential customers to ensure the

continued and uninterrupted provision of utility service.” HEFPA and the Commision’s new rules
implementing the Act established detailed procedures covering customer-utility rights and
responsibilities, including applications for service, termination and reconnection of service and
special protections for the sick, elderly and disabled. Moreover, the law requires Staff of the
Department of Public Service to devise new procedures for responding to customer complaints on
utility service and to operate an emergencyHOTLINE to protect customers threatened with serious
impairments against service disconnection.

HIGHLIGHTS OF THE HOME ENERGY FAIR PRACTICES ACT

Applicaticn fer Service: Subject to certain
legal and physical impediments, a utility must

" : provide service to any applicant within five

business days of receipt of a completed oral or
written application for service. A person with
money owing may pay off the arrears in a
deferred payment plan and is entitled to
service. '

Payment Plans: A utility cannot terminate
service to aresidence for past due bills without
first offering the customer a deferred payment
plan. In addition, to reduce fluctuation in
customers’ bills due to seasonal patterns of
consumption, utilities must offer residential
customers a voluntary budget billing or
levelized payment plan.

Deposits: To protect customers against
unwarranted deposit requirements, the rules
restrict the criteria under which a customer
may be required tp pay a deposit. Ifa deposit is

required, a customer may pay a deposit in
installments over an extended period up to 12
months if he has not been disconnected for
nonpayment. Except in cases involving delin-
quent accounts, all utilities must refund
deposits after September 1, 1982.

Contents of Bills: The rules require utilities to
issue to residential customers bills providing
specified information in clear and under-
standable form and language. The rules also
require utilities to inform residential cus-
tomers of their rights and obligations relating
to utility service when they take service and at
least annually thereafter.

Termination Protections: The Commission’s
Rules require utilities to follow specific
notification procedures before a customer’s
electric, gas or steam service can be shut off. In
addition, there are special protections for
blind, disabled and elderly customers.

For more information on the Home Energy Fair Practices Act, fillin the order form enclosed in the packet.
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CONSUMER SERVICES DIVISION

Lisa Rosenblum, Director

In November 1981, Paul L. Gioia, Chair-
man of the Public Service Commission,

established the Consumer Services Division

to strengthen consumer services in the
Department of Public Service and to fulfill the
mandate of the Home Energy Fair Practices
Act (HEFPA). The Consumer Services Division
is the largest Division in the Department.
Chairman Gioia combined the consumer
services functions previously performed by
the Power. Gas. Water and Communications
Divisions into the new Consumer Services
Division. The new Division was directed to
provide a strong voice for consumers on issues

before the Commission and to heighten ™

awareness about the function of the Depart-
ment and the services provided by the
Consumer Services Division.

To meet its directive, the Division was
organized into three sections: Qutreach and
Education, Policy and Compliance, and
Consumer Service Operations.

The Outreach and Education Section
develops programs to educate consumers
about their rights under HEFPA, the role of the
Commission, and consumer input in public
statement hearings and informal hearings for
utility complaints. The Policy and Compliance
Section, which is composed of experts in gas,
power, water and communications, provides

‘the consumer view on issues before the

Commission, makes known and enforces the
rules of HEFPA, reviews utility company tariff
changes, and much more. The Consumer
Service Operations Section is composed of
consumer service representatives who handle
water, gas, power, and communications
inquiries, and provides a consumer advocacy
staff to improve the Department’s response to
consumers.

To learn more about the Consumer
Services Division, fill in the order form
enclosed in the packet.

NEW YORK STATE Toald

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
Paul L. Gilota, Chairman

The Public Service Commission has the
broad mandate to ensure that utility cus-
tomers obtain reliable service at the lowest
reasonable rates and with the least adverse
effect on the environment.

The Commission consists now of seven
persons selected by the Governor and con-
firmed by the State Senate, for a term of six
years. Each Commissioner has an equal vote
in Commission determinations.

The Chairman, who is designated by the
Governor, also is chief executive of the
Department of Public Service, the staff of the
Commission. The Department, whose total
operating budget is about $21 million
annually, consists of about 650 persons, about
half of whom have professional or technical
training. They include accountants, engi-
neers, lawyers, environmental specialists,
consurmer service representatives and so on.

The Commission is bipartisan by law;
since 1970, the statute has limited the
number from one political party to no more
than four out of the total of seven.

Determining utility rates is the Commis-
sion’s most publicized function and a
tremendously important one. But it also
engages in many other important activities. -

The bulk of the Staff - about 550 in all - is
engaged in the regulation of utilities; the
remaining 100 provide support services
through administration of the Department.

COMMISSIONERS

Paul L. Gioia, Chairman
Edward P. Larkin
Carmel Carrington Marr
Harold A. Jerry, Jr.

Anne F. Mead

Richard E. Schuler
Rosemary S. Pooler

To learn more about the Commission and
how it carries out its mission, order Guide to
the PSChby filling in the order form enclosed in
the packet.

F’WK Roamso:d ALY, m-m;
CHAIR M8 1N RATeMOGVE Vitra GE -

HALS- P.5.C. Puﬂuc“ﬂe'onws.w TME

SHORERAM-1)Le0 Raye jwenca se
€EQVEX T oN

& 7/ 2 8 -
3. ONE néM
\BeA sa7 - muéz M

For EMERGENCY situations invei.ing connection or shut-off of electric, gas or steam service,

please call:

Emergency Hotline Statewide Toll-Free
1-800-342-3355
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(7:30 am. - 7:30 p.m., IV_[-F)
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' % CﬂMMI"SIONERS
Paul L. Gioia, Chairman _
Appointod in 1881; wos first ecsistont counsel
to tho Govornor, heving coved in Counci’s Offico

in Brooklyn in 1942 new. li\m in Lotham. :

Edward P Larkin

. A commiczionsr sinco 1861, dso pmidcnt of
the Nationd Acseciction of Regulstory Utility Com-
missioners. Servod In Stoto Legicteture end o3 presiding

Hnmpmad. »
Carmel Carnngton Marr

State Humen Rights Appeal Board end on U.S.

Harold A. Jerry, Jr.
On Commission since 1973. Former State
Senator, hoaded Stato ectivitios in regione! planning,

Harvard Law. Born in Plumburgh, lives in Albany.
Anne F, Mead

judgs in Suffolk County; else sorved sovers! yoars es
deputy Suffolk county exttutive. Graduate of College
of Now Rochelle and Fordham Lew. Malnuins homes
in Albeny and Sayviile.

Richard E. Schuler, Deputy Chairman
Appointed in -1981. On focuity of Corncit
since 1972, and is associats professor of both eco-
nomics and civil & environmental ongineering. Headed
PSC Office of Research in 1977-78. Groduate of Yals,
sarned doctoral degrae from Brown. Lives in Ithace.

Rosemary S. Pooler

Appointed in 1981. Was exccutive dirsctor of
State Consumer Protection Board from 1975-81.
Had simiar post in Syracuse, 1972-74. Graduate of

U.of Connecticut and Michigan Lew. Bom in -

Brooklyn in 1938, lives in Syracuse,
: 3/83

supervisor of tho Town of Hompstoad, lergost town in-
the U.S. Bom in Brooldvn in -1915; lives in-

recroatione! planning end court roorganization. Active
in environmontal metters. Groduata of Princeton and *

Appointed first in 1978 ofter an o district :

10 years. Greduaty of Fordhom end Comell Lo Bom

On Commisgion since 1971, Hes tarvod on v

Mission to the Unitod Nations. Groduste of Huntor .
and Columbia Lavy. Bom in Brooklyn, still lives thero. -

State of New York

FAE

What is“the Public Service Com-

mimon? What does it do?

" This brief Guide to the PSC out-
lines the Commission’s duties and
explains how it performs its mission.

The back . panel identifies - the

membérs - of the: Commission with
brief biographical notes.

- . - i
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tremendously important one. But we
also engage in many athar xmportant
activities, such s =

Ilshing aocepnble standords. - gnd:
monitoring the parformm _,of th;
privately-owned elsctric, - g5 tele-
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2y 1and investigating: ‘and’ mowmg major
-4 ;jz:sswieepfabim -
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o mcterlna ond- bulmg, by -
o m&ag mrmm for - metering ecou-
i recy, g by “cntertaining - and - -
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‘demdmmuas. "‘“

~ their : -feeilities~tho - division' among

s iong—term‘ ‘debt,- preferred stock and -~
'common aqv.uty—by fewewmg and‘

p °Analymaa od mfvmg-—under ’

‘Prticle - Vit of the Public ' Service
Law—the need for, - and environ-

mental’ compatibility of major electric’

and gas transmisstbn facilities.

" °Admmmmng end promoting the

~progrem of conservation cudits and
locns that the electric and gas utilities

- provide: under’ the Home Insulation

and Energy Consefvation Act.

A °Mamtammg an active role in
State - cnd Federal proceedings that

‘have a bsaring on how we carry out -

our legislatiVé mandate.
- And,. undar Article VIl of the

Pubhc Service Law, our Chairman or -
a designee is' the Chairman. of the

State Board on Electric Generation
Siting and the Environment, which is
respmw@a fer-tho Heensing of major

W dants in the

O&Mmmmm .
: aﬂheummcucamatmmmdyze%
. the-¢oRs thoy:-tloim" in. wakmgin» f

0 Atcuring that utmtm seodk thd "
_propar proportions of ‘invostmont in . .

’Lﬁ

‘provide ‘ support *'Torvises ﬂ\mwj'r‘%;ff‘.”'
. edministration -of . tho “depertment.: - -
Utitity  rcs oot undsr tho

State andwhomcuppm‘t staffcovm :
from - the’ Depmrmt ~of  ‘Public:

Service. -

tion of utdmes, ¥ mmmm 100

low, ba fair - oR@reacgroble  end

provide' sufficieft wvonucsivs: ‘pormit’
the utility to dicchergs ia legel bl
gation to' provide religble’ tarvice. We

determine * the k;ve% of revenucs
needed to continue “religble’ sarvice

and the rates which will produce
those' revenuag ‘cice by case on the:
basis of evidence as to the utility’s’~*
‘costs ' of " serving ity
customers, The ratss mﬁcct cogte—-no:

legitimate

mote, no less.

" When a utmty seeks a rate in-
crease, it must file written testimony
and exhibits in cupport of its claims.
We place copies of each filing in
libraries convenient to the utility's
customers so that they can examine
them. We also hold tpecial heerings

in convenient locations co that- the:

public can offer -oral’ comments on
the rate proposals. ’

* In the first evidentiary hearmgs,
which resemble a law suit with many:
participants, the ‘witnesses who have
submitted testimony in support of the
company’s claims are subject to crocs-

examination by all the other parties’

in the case. The ‘company has the

burden of showing that its clacms are“

justified.
As the case progresses, the other
parties—including the Staff of the

Department of Public Serwce—can-

The -bulk of cur- Staff--ebom: E
650 in all—is engoged-in: the regulo-

SRR
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submit their cwvn writton testimony

“ proposing cdjustmont to any or all
arpects of the company’s case. Thess
parties in tum fcee croco-examingtion
bytho utility’s Jowyors.

While tho Stoff of tho Mn-
mcnt of -Public Ssrvice reproconts the
concumcr intorcat in rote cococs, it hes
no ¢peclal stending ond, liko other
parties, must ‘precent ‘convincing evi-
denca to win Ito point on ony dicputcd
iscues.

AR Admlnictmtive Ltm Judgz
from our cutonomous Office of
Administrativo Hearings conducts the
evidentiary hsoring), in. which the:
record is fully . devoloped. After
receiving the evidence and written:
legal arguments from the parties,
the judge prepcres end itsues a written
recommended decision resolving each
of the disputed iscues and arriving, as
a result, at tho total rcvenues and rate

- changss found to ba Justified. .

That written dceision is- the
bogis for the Commission’s evsntual
decision o3 to proper rates ond
chargas, but the Commission aiso
will take into cccount further written.
arguments on any iscue still in dispute.
The Commission finally icsues a
written Opinion- end Order discussing
and resolving all of the still disputed
iscues and determining what addi-
tional rovenues and rate changes are
justified to mest the utility’s legiti-

. mate costs of serving.its customers,
The entire process requires nearly
11 months from. the date the revenue
request is filed.
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- Lilco’s “Energy Crisis™
Lilco claims our electric bills are so high
because they must burn expensive foreign oil
to produce our electricity. They say the only
- way to energy independence and stable rates
' is to complete and operate the multibillion
| dollar Shoreham Nuclear Power Plant.
| Let’s set the record straight.
| The real reason Long Island's rates are so
high is because Lilco is building the most
expensive nuclear power plant in the
industry’s history. If we must pay the final 2.6-
3 billion dollar price tag for the plant, our
rates will “stabilize” at levels 40-75% above
what they are today. There’s a better way to
save foreign oil and it's not through nuclear
power.

Long Island’s “energy crisis” is really Lilco's
fiscal crisis. Lilco needs Shoreham for profit,
not to save oil or produce electricity. We don't
need Shoreham for anything. The smarter,
cheaper way to energy independence is
energy efficiency.

[HE

ENERG)Y|
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The Energy Efficiency Masterplan:

In 1980, a team of energy experts
developed a common sense alternative to
completion of Shoreham.* The Energy
Efficiency Masterplan is based on a simple
fact: It's cheaper to save energy than it is to
produce it. Our economy will grow stronger if
Lilco mothballs Shoreham and lets us invest
in our own homes and businesses instead of
in their overpriced power plant.

Cost-Effective Measures:

The forty measures the Energy Efficiency
Masterplan defines are cost-effective and
readily available. The measures will not -
mean cutting back by turning down
thermostats or shutting off lights. Instead, we
will improve our energy use when we:

e Add insulation and weatherization to our
homes and commercial and industrial
buildings;

© Replace energy inefficient appliances with
energy efficient models;

° Set minimum passive solar standards for
new construction;

° Begin industrial cogeneration (capturing
and reusing waste energy);

© Restrict electrical space heating.

These measures, and others, phased in
over the next twenty years, will mean
enormous savings for Long Island. Compared
to completion and operation of Shoreham,
the Energy Efficiency Masterplan will:

° Save ratepayers 2-3 billion dollars,
including at least a 500 million dollar
reduction in electrical rates;

° Save 53 million more barrels of foreign oil;

° Save as much energy as Shoreham would
produce (820 megawatts);

° Save 76 million cubic feet of natural gas;

° Provide 7,000 more jobs on Long Island
annually for contractors, small business-
people, and construction workers (not to
mention saving us from the risk of nuclear
accident).

“From PSC Rate-Case testimony of
The Energy Systems Research Group,
Boston, Massachusetts.
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Here’s what we have to do:

Tell the PSC and our state legislators to
mothball Shoreham now. Lilco’s directors
must admit their mistake and take their
losses before they sink any more of our
money into that muitibillion dollar nuclear
fiasco.

Support the Energy Efficiency Masterplan.
We must let our federal, state, and county
legislators know we want the cheaper, safer,
smarter energy option for Long Island.

Join the Campaign For Ratepayers Rights.

. Chapters are forming across Long Island. We
" are fighting back. Together we can win.
Call or write us today.

ISI6EEUIBEEE

Campaign For
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i) m
P.O. Box 972, Smithtown, New York 11787
[0 Pve had itl | want to join. Enclosed is my
membership fee of $5. Please send me a “Lilco, )
We've Had It!” bumpersticker.

{11 can't join yet. Please put me on your mailing 5
list. 1
#

Name

Street

Town Zip

Phone

ERERGY

ERFIGIEN @Y
WORLS.

It's not too late for Lilco to stop Shoreham
and let us begin to manage our own energy
resources. Ratepayers across the country are
already benefiting from energy efficiency
programs: '

e In the Southeast, the Tennessee Valley
Autharity offers interest-free loans for home
weatherization—one measure of the
Masterplan—and saves 289 million kilowatt-
hours of electricity annually, and, 1,071
megawatts by 1987.

¢ In the Northwest, Seattle City Light is
investing 2 million dollars over the next 3
years to help 10,000 homeowners (LI's
program would help everyone), save 3,000
kwh per home each year.

o In Connecticut, the state and seven major
utilities have joined in a non-profit residential
conservation service that has already helped
20,000 ratepayers in its first six months.

We could do the same—and more—on
Long Island. .-
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o Introduction
St
" Public

Power

A Tnzterm

1. What does the term public power mean?

ity Systenis, rerers to systems that are owned and
e~crated by communities for the benefit of their citizens. -
Urhee private utthity companies like the Long Island - -
Diehing Company (Lilcoy—which are owned by privatein- +
Svnduas, lurge banks, insurance companies and other -

Lenaad institutions—public power systems do not have

~xnhoiders.

i owiay there are over 2,200 public power systems in the

"S. Major ciues such as Los Angeles and Seattle, as well as
~maller municipalities like Freeport, Rockville Centre, and
Greenport on Long Istand, have municipal power systems.

2:  Aren't the voters of Suffolk County voting

*or public power in the fall election?

The Public Utlity Service (PUS) proposed by Suffolk
2unty would not replace Lilco. It aims to provide Liico
ey 1o hydroelectric power from upstate New York. But

wxtiv the PUS may be ineligible as a customer for this
«wer and may therefore never lead to lower rates.

(): Why is there so much discussion about
oublic power and replacing Lilco?

.4 Although it is regulated by New York State, Lilco is a

private company which operates according to the interests of
its investors and owners, who put money into the Company
i order to gain increased income. The way investor-owned
utilities (IOU's) work is that they are guaranteed a profit on
“Leir assets (investments), The more the company invests
and spends, the more it makes, and the more it is entitled to
w 1en the NYS Public Service Comrmission, the rate-making
regulatory body, rules on rates. Lilco's 56.5% proposed in-
crease is a prime example of the *‘more they spend, the more . =
tney make'’ syndrome. If Lilco were to “‘make good”’ its -:.
$1.2 plus billion Shoreham investment and the resulting pro- ™

"its, it is generally agreed that Long Island’s economy would '\ %,

sufter. Because public power systems generally deliver ser- -
vice at rates 30% cheaper than private companies like Lilco,
many concerned Long Islanders see public power as an ef-
fective way to protect LI's economic vitality and our
standard-of-living.

Q: Would there be benem in estabhshmg.a £

public power system on Long Island?
-1. Yes. Lower rates are a major benefit. There are four
maJor reasons for mumqpal ‘power systems lower rates:

ot e ¥

gt

oW e S

publi. powzr, when used to describe electric -~ '+ .

| _Shor_gha_m_: 20¢ per kilowatt hour

L T Y e YO

public power systems operate more effici=ntly; they can bor-
row money at lower interest rates; they do not pay dividend:
to stockholders; and, they don’t pay fe::cral taxes, In 1982
alone, Lilco’s net income or profit was $209 million. By con-
trast New York State’s 49 municipal ele.iric system enjoyed

" a 5% rate decrease in 1983,

In fact, these benefits have been spev:fically verified for
Long Island by a technical, engineering and economic
analysis of municipal acquisition—a ‘‘fcasioility
study’’-~done by the Daverman and As-ociates consulting
firm under a $65,000 contract with Suitolk County. The
study shows that localities would ccnunue o receive
payments ‘‘in lieu of taxes’’ from :ue public utility,
equivalent {0 present property tax paym::its,

Comparing rates:
Lilco vs Public Power

~ (Costs in cents per kilowatt hour)

12¢

Lilco

“ 1

S¢

5 c Rockville Centre : '
Municipal Electric Hystem

Freeport Municipal Light

Greenport Municipal
Electric Light ;

6C

National average
municipal power systems

20¢

Lilco’s projected charges if rat¢;1yers pay for

S¢C




* Q:.*'Does municipal power mean cheaper rates’
- for industry and commerce? SF
“A: . Yes, For the same reasons that municipal power ." §
"/Systems can charge lower residential rates, they can "4
charge lower industrial and commercial rates also. . §
“Freeport, a municipalsy'power village, advertises .’
. business rates for electricity 40% lower than Lilco’s. .
‘Such lower rates can help strengthen and revitalize the ...
.~ area’s economy, Many industries are threatening to .
leave LI, claiming that their electric bills are too high. % ;1
A muntapal power system, with lowered commercial .3
and industrial rates, could reverse the trend and .7/}
autract industry and jobs to our region. The economy
would also be helped by lower. residential rates 7
" because people would have more money to spend for .
goods and serv:ce-»-expendltures -which would :
stimulate jobs and income. And local taxes couid be
moderated as the electric bills of mummpahtm and
school districts are lowered or eliminated. . i

b
Q

€
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: Do we really want to get involved in this

~ Aren’t municipaily-owned. Systems inetﬁclent"'

and riddled with waste? - %-, 3

A:  Actuaily, public power systems havcset alugh standa:d : 7
of operation whieh their private competitors have not been -

" able to match. This enviable record stands for the last 32 ,u‘

. years. Looking at public power systems which serve as a "

. Myardstick®' for utility operation, the U.S. Department of

. Encrgy reported that public power systems handle produc- -

- tion, accounting and collecting, customer services, informa- -

. tion and sales, and sdministrative and general expenses more

economically per Kilowatt-hour of electricity sold than do

- private power companies. Only transmission expenses ex..

. Ceed those of private companies because power sources arc

often more chstantly Iocatod

,‘,A. . ol
tgt

Q: " Who would run & munictpal power system?
- Wouldn’t there be corruption? _; o

A:  Municipal pewer systems are democrattmny controlled <

by either local elected officials and/or.by an elected .

municipal utility bodrd. This is completely unlike the private ..;

utilities which are ¢ontrolled by distant boards of directors -+

representing the large banks and institutions whlch are thenr
. major stockholders.

In a public power system, decxsxons on how to spend
money and set rates are made by local referenda, or by local
officials over whom citizens have direct influence and con- ’_
t:0i. Any officials veting to spend funds or to raise rates un-
necessarily would be forced to justify these actions to his or”
her constituents or face the threat of being voted out of
office at the next election. The monthly municipal electric * -

* bill becomes a “‘report card’’ to rate clected ofﬁc:als :

vy
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~Q: Could 2 new munclpal power syutem be ©

LR e
A: Section 360 of the General Muncipal LawsofNew"

:Shoreham? i
A:

2 rault.

O g

2

. established here on Long Island?

York State authorizes any municipality (village, town, city -

¢ ;or county) to *‘construct, lease, purchase, own, acquue.use*
‘ 'g\and/oroperatennypubhcuulhymmtmnmwiﬂ\ontns «*
- territotial limits; for the purposs of furmshmg to itseif or for. .-

'. . jﬂ; compensation tg its inhabitants, any service similiar to that

provided by any private utility compnay . . .. Thus, any

% municipality can decide to take back the franchise granted to .

The private utility must séll its equipment if a municipality
follows section 360 and decides to establish a mumcnpal

Q: ‘ Lllco’s a blg company. Can we really afford
to purchase its assets? = -
As" According to Suffolk County’s study on thc feaslbihty

sounding yes. Daverman and Associates’ financial and

can .
rehable electric service at rates below Lilco.”

through their electric bills. Even with financing costs the -
rates would be substanuauy chcaper under mumapal operat

Would a new mumcnpal system purchase

- Highly unlikely. As ah electnc facxhty Shoreham
does not represent the type of reliable and cost-effectxve asset

desirable in a muncipal electric system.

Further, Suifolk County’s ‘government, 'rcprscntmg

- 48% of Lilco's service territory,. has determined that the «
" - Shoreham plant will not operaté.: Under Title 16 of the:

Public Service Law the public is not liable o résponsible for’

- the costs of a plant, unless ft is ‘iiséd and useful.”” The Public

Service Commission then would . riof be permitted to pass

« “'Shoreham’s cancellation costs onto thé public. Corporidte’:

rcorgamzauonbyhbn;wmandmmm!ghtmen

the private utility and establish a muncipal power system. .

a af tion to place the issue before the voters through referendum. ;

of creating a ‘municipal electric system the answer is a re- ',

engineering - study - concluded” that™ **Suffolk County B
oY municipalize the electric facilities of Lilco and offer = . .-

. The cost of purchase would be financed by bonds floated I
by the new municipal system and paid for by ratepayers .1,

“Q To sum up, whnt are the mnin beneﬁts ot’

?« public power? ;

“wAr ' Although there are many beneﬁts t‘or a community »

'vestabhshing n mumcnpal power ,system, two are most.
jmportant:> - ¥ e

* °§,The tates charged are much ldwa thun those charged by

- 1'

: yﬁv Muntcnpal power. systemt,are under local democrattc
7~ control.4 Ay S !

e AN
% s the next step?“ i

5

- What’ :
!’A In Suffolk: . Suffoik: County hns completed the first

>~ step in preparing for & municipal system. Now the Daver-
*- man and Associates* study must be studied, and a particular
... plan agreed upon: Then, as called for under Municipal Law
¥ 360, the Suffolk County goverhment must approve a resolu

- In. Nassau?7; Nassau County has tiot yet authorized a * sy
" fcanbnlxtistudy.‘mnsmthc first step required, and isa useful ;Ui
“**fact-finding”’ step which government can undertake in f,l[Z
carrying out the’ pubhc s interest. 1 S

'?f

public’s right to dec:de the mattcr e
What can I do?

Project (LIPPP) activities in your area. L
* Ask for more information on public power. L
o Invite friends over for an evening to listen to a pmentauon 1

on public power by someone from the LIPPP. Or arrange ¢
for the presentation to be made at the meetmp of the
organizations to which you belong. . M
» Contact your town and county officiais to urge their supa«
L port for *‘the next step.”” Are they well-informed on thxs
yissue? If not, cdll on the LIPPP and we’ll Jomtly set up a- _

i+ *lobbying’ meeting. - 1
o Contribute money to the LIPPP. Lilco has mnhons of our i

dollars to use to fight against public power. We need to §

_-»: :levelop moureu to eampangn for it. ‘ {

|

&-or more mformauon orto join thc wnpangn, contact. g

Long Island Pubhc Power Project .
Box 467-W, North Station -
Baldwm, New York 11510

[]

O rrersnra

>
.

t'_,‘. B

»Your local oontact

1 _ . -

[ ‘Centerpot, N. Yt 1721

, 5 7715 Inemmwv is based on mfonmmon Jrom Lilco. the Am:ria:l 2
Codmur.

‘Public Power Assocuation, the People’s Power
De,pl qlEnerxy and Daverman and Associates. . ‘, :

- ‘
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195 East Main Street

Smithtown, New York 11787

(516) 360-3987

I
‘Executive Committee
Pat Carr
Matthew Chachere
Scott Fowler
‘Ted Goldfarb
Sue Heller
Richard Johnson
Teff Kluewer
Warren Liebold
Alan Polsky
Loma Salzman
§Mary Swet

Executive Coordinator
Nora Bredes

Of Counsel
James Dougherty

Memiber Groups
AMEND

" Congerned Citizens of Montauly 3+
“{East End Shoreham Opponent

Frieads of the Earth
Frien.ds of LI

{Greusp for the South Fork

FACT SHEET ]

CUOMO'S SHOREHAM TASK FORCE

According to NYS Governor Mario Cuomo, his Shoreham i
"fact-finding" group is an honest attempt to get to the
bottom of the Shoreham Nuclear Plant controversy. The task
force is supposed to study:
. the safety risks of

Shorcehams T v

L]

emergency planning;
economicz effects of opening or abandoning the plant;
the impact of abandonment on NYS' electrical supply.

W -
.

L)

The task force is supposed o discover why there
ences of opinion about Shoreham (!), present Cuomo
options aad scenarios, but not propose a course of
This redundant effort to state the obvious seemz designed

are differ -~
with varioug

to
Cuono time, at least until August 3lst when a report is gue.
task force will hold publicz hearings, one in Nassau and

in Suffolk.

The
one

_lHan'-pkon's Energy Alternatives

udson River Sloop
learwater, Inc.

{LI Friends of Clearwater
Ma'ine Environmental

. frouncil of LI

fxlorth Fork
Environmental Council
‘Nonb Fork Opporents of
Muiclear Exposure

North Shore

Coalition for Safe Energy
Nuclear Resource Center
Peacesmith House

Peconic Environmental
‘Resource Center

‘Safe and Sound

Safe Energy Alternatives.
Science for the Pecpie
Sazwantaka

Sociai Workers Against Nukes

Suffolk for Safe Energy
Women's Health Alliance
Women Opposed to

Nuclear Technology

~while critical of NRC managemeant, declined to

Ten task force members have
them are permanent governmesnt
"directors", and chairmen who
seldon ‘elected bhut seldom far

been appointed, At least half of
types, those "aides", "advisors",
shuttle from position to position,”,
from the centers of power,

Here are some task force "highlights":

Alfred Kahn was chairwan of the NYS Public Service Commission
from 1974-77 (appointed by Gov. Malcolm Wilson) during which
time LILCO received $140 million in rate hikes, Shoreham was
delayed three of its many timnes, and its price doubled to the
cne billion dollar mark. He must be held partly responsible
for the regulatory failure that brought us the plant in the firsy
place. He has already tacitly approved of it. His 2-volume
Economics of Regulation is a classic textbook which holds that
utilities form a special sector of the economy and need regula ~
tory protéction to assure their financjal well-being. This
stand is in direct contrast to the free market principles he
espoused as head of Pres, Carter's Council on Wage and Price 5
Stability. There he blamed inflation on overregulation, He ‘
has been advisor (1974-77) to the utility-funded Electric Power
- Research Institute and a consultant (1%60~74, 1380 —-present)
to the Natl. Econonic Research Assoc., a group which has done
work for LILCO, Kahn will head the task force's subcommittee on
the econonic impacts of abandoning Shoreham. o

Paul 3Alan Marks, president of Memorial Sloan-Kettering Cancer
Center, was the only physician on the President's Commission
on the Accident at Three Mile Island. The Commission report,
f£ind much wrong

action itself .

.
|

K«

’



et ueaatibattor s DI Bt 400
JSAON.

with nuclear powm in general On emergency plannlng, ‘the report
minimized the need for evacuation, preferring "sheltering" and
thyroid-blocking drugs {which would reduce thé body's intake of
-radioactive iodine, only one of the 200 radioactive isotopes
present in a reactor's inventory). He has also worked closely
with the NRC, serving as chairman of a joint Natl. Academy of
Sciences-NRC medical sciences commnittee, - -

F:

ns*ands is David Axelrod, NYS Health Commnissioner and head if the NYS

John Marburger, head of Cuomo's task force, has been preeldent of -
SUNY at Stony Brook since 1989 Cuomo has made much of Marburger's

"objectivity" because he is a physicist. Stony Brook is one of the
premier physics schools in the country, Marburger is its third
physicist~president. He is connected to scientists at Brookhaven
National Lab, most openly by R.C. Anderson, assistant director of
BNL, head of Stony Brooks local boardl of trustees, and, incidentally,
a pro-nuclear speaker., LILCO's "Charlie" Pierce is a member of the
‘Stony Brook Foundation which raises money for the wuniversity. Marburder'si
professional associations seem to be with those who favor Shoreham. .
He is on the board of the Action Committee for LI, a business/industry
outfit whose mission is to lead LI iato a high-tech future fueled by
"safe nuclear power". Marburcer was also chair of the NYS Energy
Office Review Committee when the WNYS Energy Master Plan was approved ,
with Shoreham included. He too has already in some way approved the-plant

Anotper task force member with pravious pro—-nuclear and pro-utility.

Disaster Preparedness Commission. The DPC tried last year to help
LILCO win its fight with Suffolk over emexrgency planning.

William Ronan, designee of Nassau County executive ﬁrancis Purcell,
is a long-tim2 Rockefeller aide, former MTA head, and a trustee of ;
PASYY, the state-run utility which operates most of NYS's nuciear Ty
plants, He is a member of the pro-LILCO economic task force formed '
by Lou Howard (the lone County legislator to vote with LILCO on
emergency planning). Ronan has already suggested that Cuomo's task
force use the Howard group o prepare its economic assessment. Thank - ,
fully, the task forge hasn't gone that far yet. -

Other;members anlnde ﬂugh Wilson, director of Adelphi's Instltu*e
for Suburban Studies and William Dixcks, the NRC's executive director
for operations; he did not attend the task force's first meeting.

?erhaps,more.favorably,fKaren Burstein, current head of the NYS L
Consumer Protection Board and past PSC commissioner, is also a mQMber»
She has warked to stop the construction of Nine Mile Point 2, a
nuclear:plant in upstate New York in which. LILCO has an 18% share.
However, she has always seemed to accept the lneVJtablllty of Shoreham'
and has sno}en against its abandonment :

“Solidly in our corner are Marge HaLriaon, a long-time LILCO foe
frcom thé LI ProgrecSLve Coalition, and, Suffolk Life publisher,

!

|

|
Dave Willmott, a champion of the stop Shoreham cause who haa wrltten

many editorials agaifist Shoreham and LILCO. 4 : ’

Noticeably missing from the task force is a represaatative from P N
the ten-mile radius surrounding Shcreham. Tu fact, only two of the ‘gﬁﬁg q
ten (Marburger and Wlllmott)axe even residents of Suffolk County, i

C- —— S - - , R S
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A1l in 2il, it can't be said that thas “force" is with us, But
that doesn't have tc be the firal word. Now you are aware of just
who the governor thinks has the " factsv' p let him know you disagree.

. o £
p WRITE THE GOVERNOR: Mw,;,,;éoam pR.0pvD Sﬁtmfs 117

Governor Mario Cuomo

State Capitol o m&ﬂéf 5 i
Albany, New York __12224'4‘s e e ’LC ?NOJND{

Get Involved!
The following is a list of groups in the STOP SHOREHAM CAMPAIGN, which hawe helped organize the

June 4 and S events. We call upon you to get involved with them.
Please remember that the Long Island Lighting Company is planning to start up the plant sometime in late
1983 or early 1984. At that time — and as a last resort — many groups in the STOP SHOREHAM CAM-

PAIGN will orgamze a blockade. We believe that the plant opening will be defcated before then, but we are
prepared to organwc once again if it is not. '

. "THE STOP SHOREHAM CAMPAIGN
| ~ - 16), 360-0045 STAY IN TOUCH

SUFFOLK: NEW YORK CITY:
1 Suffolk Nuclear Study Group, 54 Robinwood St., War Resisters League, 339 Lafayette Street, 10012
. . Mactic 11950, 281-6946 (212) 228-0450

Northshore Comm. Against Thermal Pollution, P. O ' New York Mobuization for Survival, 135 West 4th

Street, 10014, (212) 673-1808

Box 231, Wading River 11792
New York Anti-Nuclear Group, 339 Lafayette Street,

People’s Action Coalition, P.O. Box 27, Shirley

11967, 399-1795 10012, (212) 505-6590

Long Island Progressive Coalition, 558 Meadow Road, Brooklyn Anti-Nuclear Group, Box 2666, Breoklyn
Kings Park 11754, 269-6924 : 11202

Paumanok Peoples Organization, 18 Marlon Lane, Brooklyn Mobilization for Survival, 36 Plaza Street,
Hauppauge 11788, 724-8730 Brooklyn 11258, (212) 622-1289

L.ong Island Catholic Peace Fellowship, 34 Jammca
Avenue, Wyandanch 11798, 643-7568 NATIONAL AND OTHER GROUPS:

Long Island Shad, 333 Terry Road, Smithtown Boston Mobilization for Survival, 13 Sellers Street,
11787, 360-0045 Cambridge, MA 02139

Women Opposed to Nuclear Technology, ¢/o Koons, Keystone Alliance, 3700 Chestnut Street, Phil 1delphia
81 Locust Drive, Eatons Neck 11768, 261-8590 PA 19104 (215) 387-5254

Shoreham Opponents Coalition, 195 East Main Street, Science for the People, 897 Main Street, Cambridge,
Smithtown 11787, 360-3987 MA 02139, (617) 5470370

Bay Comununity School, Bellport 11705, 286-8026 Nuclear Information and Resource Center, 1346 Conn.

Cemmunity Energy Network & Friends, East Quogue Ave., N.W., Washington D.C. 20036 (202) 296-7552
728-2492 - WIN Magazine, 326 Livingston Street, Brookiyn NY

Ratepayers Rights Campaign, 195 East Main Street, (212) 6248337 '
Smithtown 11787 Seacoast Clamshell Alliance, P.O. Box 1415, Ports-

mouth NH 03801, (603) 431-8337
~ NASSAU: » Sca Alliance of New Jersey (201) 538-6676
» Friends of Long Island, P.O. Box 55, Seaford 11783 : WFSPAC 255 Grove Street, White Plains, N.Y.

798_3159 L"(ll /(\' 4\ f,O"? l’)._OQ

“others and Others Against the Draft, 26 Valley View Pubhc Intcrest Resource Center, 1037 McClay Street,
Road, Great Neck 11021, 466-6146 Harrisburg, PA 17103, (717) 233-4241

Long Island Citizens in Action, 1845 Vishage, Baldwin :
11560, S46-9868

Feacesmith House, 90 Pennsylvania Avenue,

Massapequa 11758, 798-0778
loong Island Friends of Clearwater, 401 Railroad

Avenue, Westbury 11590 : v !
New York Public Interest Research Group, 222-0086
North Shore Coalition, 8 Park Drive East, Old

Westhury 11568, 4344445
HNuclear Resouree Center, P.O, Bex 341, Huntington

- 11743, 265-5199

Groups Around the Nation Are Warclhing and Are In Touch

_ /f - : THERE IS A BETTER WAY
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$3.2 BILLION OF DAN

The Shoreham Nuclear Power Station
stands on Long Island’s North Shore 70 miles
east of New York City. Once a burial site for
Native Americans, the Shoreham site con-
sists of 499 acres of beach front, wetlands and
forest. The Long Island Lighting Company
(LILCO), Shoreham’s owner, also purchas-
ed approximately 300 adjoining acres with
the original intention of bmldmg a second
nuclear plant at Shoreham.

Shoreham 0

The Shoreham Station is now 99% com-
plete. One hundred twelve tons of uranium
fuel was delivered to the site in July 1982, and
LILCO is waiting for permission to load the
fuel and “‘test start’’ the reactor. The utility
claims Shoreham will be ready for commer-
cial operation by the end of the year if the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
grants them permission. The Shoreham reac-
tor is designed to generate 820 megawatts
(mw) of electricity.

The Shoreham Station contains a boiling
water reactor designed and constructed by
General Electric. Its total fuel load is 278,000
pounds of processed uraniuri. The plant uses
an “*off-shore diffuser,’’ drawing water from
Long Island Sound as a coolant. The operat-
ing staff will be between 100-200 people.

THE HISTORY OF SHOREHAM

LILCO purchased the land and announc-
ed its intention to build a nuclear generating
facility at Shoreham in 1965. The next year
LILCO also announced plans for another
nuclear site at Lloyd Harbor in western Suf-
folk County. LIL.CO subsequently planned
five other nuclear plants (including 4 in the
town of Jamesport and the second Shoreham

reactor). The company never began con--

struction of any of the other nuclear sites as
citizen opposition and falling electrical de-
mand forced them to cancel the unstarted
plants. We are now left with only Shoreham

" tostop. -

The Shoreham Station was first planned as
a 500 mw reactor, but LILCO received a cut-
rate deal on an 820 mw reactor from GE after
another utility cancelled plans for a nuclear
plant in upstate New York. At the time of the
purchase, the reactor’s Mark II containment
system was already out of production—con-
sidered technologlcally obsolete by the
industry. '
COST

‘When Shoreham was ﬁrst proposed it was
projected to cost $271 million. Based on this
figure, LILCO announced that Shoreham’s

operation would cut energy costs and save
electric company customers thousands of
dollars during Shoreham’s operating life. To-
day the present estimate for the plant’s final
price tag is $3.2 billion! LILCO’s rates have
tripled since 1970 and the company admits
today that Shoreham’s costs will drive electric
bills up at least 45 percent more.

The main reason for this outrageous in-
crease is a series of design modifications that
have been necessary throughout the reactor’s
construction. Many of the safety re-
quirements mandated for nuclear plants to-
day were not included in Shoreham’s original
plans. This, coupled with general poor
management by LILCO, has resulted in

* Shoreham’s becoming the most expensive

nuclear plant ever built. At this point
LILCO’s customers will be paying approx-
imately $2000 each for Shoreham if the plant
goes into operation.

There are a number of unanswered ques-
tions about the safety of nuclear power plants
overall, including Shoreham. Most revolve
around the possibility of major accidents and
the long-term release of low level radiation.
In the case of Shorecham, there are also a
disturbing number of concerns about the
reactor’s construction and specific safety
systems.

All nuclear reactors emit low level radia-
tion during normal operations. Government
officials and utility executives argue that this
radiation is ‘‘safe.”” A growing number of
doctors, scientists and physicists question
this.. While such radiation is not intense
enough to immediately kill or disable anyone,
studies indicate it can contribute to rising
cancer rates and the onset of other mortal
diseases. Since full-scale nuclear experimen-
tation began in the 1940s, the U.S. govern-
ment has lowered what it considered the

““safe’” level of radiation exposure to one-

tenth of the original. With over 70 nuclear
plants operating in the United States, and
another 33 supposedly nearing completion,
most people are at a loss to explain how these
vital questions of public safety remained
unresolved.

Everyone agrees that each nuclear plant
contains the potential for a catastrophic acci-
dent. While a nuclear power reactor cannot
explode like an atomic bomb, a less severe
steam explosion or other breach of contain-
ment can occur and cause a radioactive
release of dangerous fission materials over
hundreds of square miles. Such a “‘worst-
case’’ accident would immediately kill or in-
jure hundreds, possibly thousands, of people
and cause future outbreaks of cancer in
thousands more. Long-term contamination
could leave large parts of Long Island,
metropolitan New York and Connecticut

uninhabitable for generations.

Less serious calamities can also occur that
would still create widespread disruption and
severe financial losses for Shoreham’s
neighbors. The spectre of such events has led
the Suffolk County Legislature to declare it
would be impossible to safely evacuate the
Shoreham area.

LILCO and supporters of the nuclear in-
dustry like to say that the likelihood of a ma-
jor accident is extremely small. They fail to
point out that accident probability studies fail
to take into account human error factors and
contain underlying assumptions that all
safety-related equipment would function
perfectly and according to plan. Inasmuch as
the accident at Three Mile Island was con-
sidered ‘‘impossible’’ in nuclear industry
probability studies, these arguments are
highly suspect.

It is the as-yet unanswered questions about
nuclear waste disposal that may pose the
greatest long-term threat to our health and
safety. The normal operation of a nuclear
power plant creates hundreds of tons of
highly radioactive materials that must be
isolated from the environment for literally
hundreds of thousands of years. Parts of the
reactor building itself become so ‘‘hot’’ after
its years of operation that the whole plant
must be entombed for a period of years and
then cut into smaller pieces for longer-term
storage.

At temporary storage pools at reactor sites
around the country nuclear waste continues
to pile up while scientists search for a perma-
nent solution. On Long Island, spent nuclear
materials are presently piling up in the storage
pools at the Brookhaven National Labora-
tories, just a few miles down the road from
Shoreham. The Shoreham Station itself has
‘‘temporary’’ storage pools where spent fuel
will be stored during the reactor’s operation.
Where it will go after that remains a matter of
speculation. Nuclear industry supporters
have been predicting a solution for over thirty
years, but have yet to produce one. In addi-
tion to the present danger and expense of
nuclear power, the real crisis may lay ahead
of us if nuclear facilities continue to pro-
liferate.

When nuclear power was first being touted
as an energy source, industry and utility
public relations promised it would be ‘safe,
clean and cheap.” Forty years later, after
billions of dollars of cost overruns,
skyrocketing electric rates and numerous {
unresolved safety questions, not to mention
accidents of all scales reported and
unreported, these rosy predictions for
nuclear power’s future ring very hollow.

(over please)



THE HISTORY OF NUCLEAR
OPPOSITION ON LONG ISLAND

People from the North Shore community -

of Lloyd Harbor were the first to organize
legal opposition to nuclear power on Long
Island. After LILCO announced its intention
to build a nuclear reactor at Lloyd Harbor in
western Suffolk County, local residents
formed the Lloyd Harbor Study Group to
enter the Atomic Energy Commission (AEC;
precursor to the NRC) licensing process as in-
tervenors. After a three year baittle, in which
the Lloyd Harbor group managed to help
foster a growing public awareness of the
dangers of nuclear power, they were suc-
cessful insofar as LILCO abandoned the idea
of a Lloyd Harbor reactor. By that time,
however, LILCO was pushing ahead on
Shoreham and proposed sites in Jamesport.

Jamesport is in the heart of Suffolk Coun-
ty’s agricultural district (In fact, Suffolk is
New York State’s most prosperous farming
community) and, in addition to other prob-
lems, the Jamesport site’s location created
additional burdens by interfering with local
irrigation systems. By the middle 1970s, when
the Jamesport sites were still on the drawing
board and Shoreham was in initial construc-
tion, rising energy rates cut electrical use on
Long Island drastically. From an annual
growth rate of between 8-11%, demand
plummeted to a near zero increase. LILCO
continued to justify the need for Shoreham
and other plants on projected growths in elec-
tric use that have never happened.

This falling demand, coupled with increas-
ed construction costs and the vigorous op-
position of eastern Long 1sland’s farming
community, forced LILCO to cancel plans
for the Jamesport plants in 1979. However,
they have continued to push on at Shoreham.

The Long Island Safe Energy Coalition
(LISEC) was founded in 1976 and set to work
organizing local groups to promote conserva-
tion and safe energy alternatives and oppose
nuclear power through grassroots education
campaigns, legislative lobbying, public
meetings and demonstrations. In subsequent
years, LISEC organized balloon releases at
the Shoreham site, held conferences, and
published a regular newsletter to keep ac-
tivists on Long Island in touch with each

other.
During the 1970s a number of groups

started up and joined the ever-increasing tide
of voices raised against nuclear power on
Long Island. These organizations included:
Suffolk for Safe Energy, the North Shore
Coaltion Against Thermal and Nuclear
Pollution, North Fork Opponents of Nuclear
Exposure, Community Energy Network &
Friends, and others. Long-time and multi-
issue activist groups like PeaceSmith House
in Massapequa and SANE chapters around
the Island took notice of nuclear power and
became centers of anti-nuclear activity.
Several dozen Long Islanders traveled to
New Hampshire in 1977 to join the occupa-
tion of the Seabrook nuclear power plant.
Many more returned to the Seabrook site in
1978 to attend a large legal demonstration.
Upon returning from that event, several
affinity groups got together with other Long
Island energy activists and organized Long
Island’s first large civil disobedience at

k-
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Shoreham. Forty people were arrested for
climbing the fence at Shoreham to demand
an end to construction there. Shortly after
that action, the SHAD (Sound/Hudson
against Atomic Development) (Alliance
formed to promote safe energy and oppose

ruclear technology through nonviolent direct

action. .

On June 3, 1979, SHAD organized the
largest demonstration in the history of Long
Island (helped, perhaps, by the Three Mile
Island nuclear plant accident in March) and
one of the largest mass acts of civil disobe-
dience anywhere. In a pouring rain, twenty
thousand people marched and rallied on the
Shoreham town beach while 617 people were
arrested after climbing the fences at the reac-
tor site. The subsequent trial of the
trespassers spread important information
about construction defecis at Shoreham.

SHAD also put on a rally directly in front
of the Suffolk County Office Buildings in
October 1979 that drew about 3,000. In
September 1980 a SHAD-organized
“Citizens’ Strike”’ ended with a sit-in at the
reactor gates where over 150 were arrested.

In late 1979 a cross section of groups work-
ing against Shoreham came together to form
the Shoreham Opponents Coalition (SOC) to
enter the NRC intervention process against
the plant’s completion. While most of SOC’s
contentions were thrown out by the “‘regula-
tory’’ agency, SOC’s efforts pulled together a
coherent, community-based legislative lob-
bying effort that laid the foundations for Suf-
folk County’s present strong opposition to
the Shoreham reactor’s operation. *.

The most recent group to join the struggle
against Shoreham is the government of Suf-
folk County. Although the county has been a
legal intervenor since the plant was announ-
ced, their role was basically neutral. In the
1960s and 1970s the County Executive and
Legislature largely adopted the attitude that
what was good for LILCO was good for Suf-
folk. As public opinion, once strongly pro-
Shoreham, changed, the complexion of the
County Legislature changed. In the past four
years pro-Shoreham representatives found
themselves defeated by candidates who were
avowedly against the reactor or, at least,
more open-minded about the opposing point
of view.

After a protracted battle during 1981 and
1982 iwith LILCO over whether outside
groups, including the County, could conduct
an independent inspection of the Shoreham
facility (LILCO refused to allow it), the Suf-
folk government, at all levels, began a serious
study of Shoreham’s danger to the commun-
ity. In:iresponse to LILCO’s ten-mile-radius
emergency plan, the County commis'sjoned a
$600,000 twenty-mile radius plan in an at-
tempt to get an accurate picture of thé impact
of a major accident at Shoreham.

The-results of the County’s study were
soberingly drastic. It raised such questions
about anyone’s ability to cope withisuch an
accident at Shoreham that in February 1983
the County Legislature voted 15-1 to'accept a
resolution which acknowledged that evacua-
tion would be impossible and required the
County Executive to take all steps *o halt
activity at Shoreham. Under the guidance of
the County Executive, the County withdrew

from the planning process and petitioned the
Federal Emergency Management Adminis-
tration (FEMA) to rule out emergency plan-
ning for Shoreham. The County has also
taken its case to the NRC, demanding that
Shoreham not be opened because without the
County’s cooperation a workable emergency
plan is impossible. New York governor
Mario Cuomo is attempting to mediate bet-
ween LILCO and Suffolk, but he has said he
will not force an outside emergency plan on
the County.

However, the final decision rests with the
NRC. This federal agency has almost com-
plete power to license nuclear facilities to
operate and LILCO has continued to press
for permission to turn Shoreham on.

While recent Supreme Court rulings; giv-
ing local authorities some vetoes over nuclear-
plants, and regulatory hearings have delayed
Shorehain’s opening, the reactor’s demise is
still not a forgone conclusion. The need to
keep up the pressure and show everyone that
opposition to Shoreham is alive and growing
led to the formation of the Stop Shoreham
Campaign (SSC) in January 1983. The SSCis
an umbrella organization of virtually all
groups on Long Island and in the metro-
politan New York area working against
Shoreham.

Since February 26, 1983, the Campaign
has mait tained a continuous vigil outside the
gates of the Shoreham Statior. with volun-
teers staifing literature tables and maintain-
ing aconstantly burning ‘“‘Flame of Life”’
lantern to symbolize our ongoing opposition
to nuclear power. The Campaign’s present
activities will culminate in a public rally at
Shoreham on Saturday, June 4 and a non-
violent civil disobedience at the reactor site
gates on Sunday, June 5.

It is important to show that citizen opposi-

tion to nuclear power on Long Island con-
tinues to grow. People from all over the
region can help by taking a shift at the vigil
and volunteering for one of the many chores
necessary to build successful actions on June
4 and S. Join with thousands of your friends
and neighbors to stop this danger in our
midst. Contact the Stop Shoreham Cam-
paign and help build a future free from the
perils of nuclear proliferation.
The Stop Shoreham Campaign, 333 Terry
Rd., Hauppauge, NY 11788; (516) 360-0045
NYC Stop Shoreham Campaign, 339 Lafay-
ette St., NY, NY 10012; (212) 505-6590.

THERE IS A BETTER WAY



The third from last paragraph in the kit gubmitted to each member is as follows:

Axthur MComb 30 Kirby Lane

s Lake Ronkonkema, N. Y. 11779 Aug Sth, 1983,
ovemor s Shoreham Fa&-ﬂnding Commission RE: Safety Risks at Shereham
Bitting at Mineola, N, Y. _ - Emergency Planning

Legislative Beard Room Center, Economic Effects Open or Close.

Impact Close on NYS Elect, Supy.

n fine print, the volumes written on hazards of operatien of fission nuclear
owver supply might stretch fer three miles - & reminder of Phree Mile Islgnd.
fn today’s state of the science of fission nuclear, we can never be sure of safet).
The fact that our federal government demands that safe evacuation plans be in plafe

s our keynote that assurance of safety i{s impossible, Examples we have plenty,

1]

f the s~enarie of emergency planning is so addressed, Then why in the cause of
Buran sarity is anyore even thinking of it, let alone debating it, Wasteof time,

I«' have wasted teo much already on Long Isldnd - not to mention tax and rate buckp.

he abeve should answer the &irst two charges to you, our state commissions " The
hird charage to yeu above, is eloquently answered by two letters to the editor of
¥ ewsdoy, todays date, page 73, by Marilyn LaCapris of Port Washington, and Cliffogpd
Vatemzn o f Baldwin, T agrea n‘lmns+ 1007 with both of them, and read them 'into yopr
fecord, The first io ontitled “BANKRUPTCY FOR LILCC?* and the second "SICK AND -

ﬁ@mblems ofthe Long Taland ughtmgOo and xm ek amd T NLC
gtomers relative to incredible rate increases, I bave? gﬂ %};ﬁ‘f}’ I? i3 lan%an d Heibry Hanig

; to see the most obyious one proposed. Let LILC@
e p [Letters, July 28 and-29]. The incorporated village next
ﬁ r reorgnization under the appropriate chapter of door to us charges the consumer a little better than

bankruptcy code. They are in fagt benkrupt
P webld pies fhe Bunden dieisly Shoer s b f,ﬁﬁ:f,“,’?@?;ﬁf;;’;%ﬁnﬁ' electricity. We ca
ml;ngs, m&g the dstockhnmldeﬂ, the W%B institutiongy _ Someons in our home is seriously ill and we et
an § manag es, theywould  yge air conditioning to make life a little more bearabler
‘ hqhurt,butalclmtake severydayandth®  for that person. When the hot season is over, I will zot
determined iy managee  know how.I1l pay that bill. Mayhs we'll have to remars-

Ifare of ea
&Ysev:}:ah&ofmosensksﬁndmmasw gage the houpe or sell it. Who knows?.

rew. I know this muoch: I don’t have a big broth
' 'Ibamoplé !mrolved mthlsglsasber will mﬁﬂ'f ‘raise eveqonesmtc&iopa;ﬁ)rmy;mlbgle;: I:'r&?
esasrg?tbah rotepayers th génerel, many ol ghareholders and the Lo g Island Lighting Co. go anw
whom Rave no xcﬂmmts,moﬂmm der, toobedtheywm'tbeth:ﬁrstmvestors h:‘!r
outanagamblc.. S
I’mmtgambhng*l’m)usth-ymgtoﬁve utne
mngetelgtn fornexttonotbmg,mshouldl.
‘ dontcawdm thmg,tbeymmearé
pt an every n't
Yit about me; they would still want that big bill'
.~ Ves, Henry, enough ip envugh, and,yes,Neﬁ,m;
gxtﬁxecheapmtway I'm sick of paying LILCOA.

s’ bills svery time they mw
Bateman
Baidwiy _

. mank T ¥ th Yo .
Mar1ayaf AQCAPRIA)) ﬂw—f M/asiw,géon;

1 unowered your last charge above, on May 17th, 1971 in my address which was supt

posed to close the AEC -LILCD building permit hearings after 54 day-leng sessien

"~ “Eaeh yeer will be cumulatively worse than the preceding one as we “gloriousl}
pey hemage to thot great, elusive god called ‘pregress’., Shall we say, 'live it
1\2p and to hell with generatiens yet unbern? leto run air conditioners in high-
rise mousoleums day and night with a1l streetslit up all night everywhere, and t
hell with the generations yet unkern - lets have one hell of a bingel or shall w

ecme to our senses?’ Mankind survived unteld centuriss without elactric nose-

wipers - why dc we suddenly, in a 3U year s find that we cannot live without
come of {t7¥ YES, INDEED - THIS WENT N BECORD OVER TWELVE YEARS &5C!
(ahd I will add that was ever 3 billion bucks ag)

I missed very few of those dav-‘ong hegringsa.. be allcwed three minutes Lalk, f
(J’?é-‘j‘;g—,—zoza > _ V. !
| NG Tt (v




LILCO says they have a way to evacu ite you---and thousand

neighbors—away from ¢ dangerous acci lent at the Shoreham Nu: lear
Plant. In four to six hours. They say 130) of LILCO’s corporate pe: sonnel—

frcm meter readers to "Charlie” Pierce--can V guide you to safety anc
substitute for our police force, public workers, and elect °d officials.
They say that if Shoreh:m goes, we can 2vacuate Long I.land. No traffic
jaras, no panic, no injuries, no cancers, 1 o deaths. What do you say?

Tell it to the NRC.

Atlantic Ocean

of your

On Aug. 10th, the NRC’s licensing judges have called for public comment on

LILCC’s “plan.” Don't miss this chance. “hese three men sit in judgment
Come: with your Farniligs and Neighbors and Speak Out to
St onNra)

on Long Island’s future,

Stop Shoresham.




"-"'.l?\‘ For more information call: Shoreham Opponents Coalition: 360-3987

| - There are more thana half -dozen- alternatives;-—-admitted;f dependzmt—uputr sets

i

. Klfred Jarrison (same). SRS~/ 56
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30 Xirby Lane, Lake Ronkenbomp NcY.
August 10, 1983. 11779,

Limited appearance before
Atomlc Safety and Licensing Board of the U. S N. R, C.

For Shoreham Nuclear Fission Plant of LILCO, s By ﬂfffdf/ﬁ‘ﬁ’;”"f‘

CHB IRMAN LIYRENTI O DEH 185D RICHT™ 78 R&D Z3/032
We are unable to attand the hearing for physical reasons, but. want our views

delivered to your board,

Being residents of Suffolk for many years, up to imore than fifty years, we
would like to loek forward to any remaining years we may have to Jive, in
sone ind of security from any unnecessary imposed dreiad, “such .as-nuclear
fission power plants repeesent, The inhersnt danger lying in its op.ntion
has been documented ever and over, and the very fact that our government is:
insisting on a workable evacuation plan, 15 evidenoe that such d,anger cxists.

‘of circumstances and locations, but not out ef the question. If fact, the dire.
nead for such & large supply being produced on Lonq Island does not exist and ;
the motivation must be with the osbjective to ss1l1l it to the megalopﬁl-‘%p the S
coast to Boston, and southward through New York Citk, possibly te Ph‘lladelph{c.«.‘_ : 'g
Using coal fired plants, but insisting on better smoke=cleaning equipment than 70
we have is safer than nuclear fission by far. Why should. Lonq Island provide o i .
. for other places and be saddled with such a horrible threat 'to life. ST

SRV

We do not, under any combination of scenarios at this point in time and in this .
stage of the science, want even & low-level license for a wann up sfages This.

would irradiate as badly as a full power pemssion frozq your boargl. ( L '

e are afraid that these public hearings, &s have bezen neld ‘to da in the pro—\
gress of this nuclear unit, and indeed for others we have heard of, “have been -

too often like whistling into the wind. Ve do not seem t& . be heaxd, " Plo&sg -
start_to listen to us before we are locked into the hreversible, ?’:‘?lease think

of the coming ge=nerations, and of our down side of the years -ofwonr.-1ivesa..

Let us go out gracefully, not evacuating like the *1emmings”: do’in Norway and~ - ‘
Sweden w- in & headlong scramble into the sea as LIIBOs Mrs Wofford suggested S
in the rzcords of the AEC construction hearings in the early 707 545 53 Sl
ware; “Thay could swim away 1f they wished,” Speakinq as LILCOs.Sho:

Ject manageve -

Hopefully,

Clarisz McConb (above address] J&€B-2020- : :
Enne Harrison 35 Kirby Lane, Lake Ronkonkema 11879. o
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o Arthur McComb, 30 Kirby Lane,

» I - Lzke Ronkonkoma, N, Y. 11779 8/15/83.
Fenorable Mario Cuomo, Governor, " RE: “Public” Hearings held by
Executive Chanbers, 1350 Avenue of the Americas, NRC Licensing Board, and my

~New York, N,Y., 10019, objéctions to the procedure.

. (three enclosuresd
The three-judge board held only two sessions, July 13th Iin Hauppauge, and Augus
10th in Riverhead. I heard of none in Nessau, such as your ccrmission did. 1
responded to both, as I did to all calls for public volce since the 13866 Erook—
haven zone change hearing for the Shorham plant site, I missed very few. The
media reported Riverhead’s as 9 to 12 AM and 6 to 8 P}, for Aucust 10th, ¥Wed.

t

I reported public hearings in my term as Town Clerk, as N, Y. State law requires,
and hold each step in high importance.. Tt alone, in my opinion, guards the flow
of the public’s needs and desires fram the “one man, one vote™ doctrine, to their
electives, the judiciary, and administrative authcrities. This one was vcided.

T have, in the past, searched for definition of ”puklic hearing”, and only found
in decisions that judicial agreement holds that provisicn must be macde for ade-
‘¢quate notice throughout the area concerned, which seemed to be lacking, and that
all who respond, snd the body which calls it, must experience orderly communion.
BRlso, I an sure it 1s as important to hear &ll, as to be heard. I talk and listens

Fach of those present who had not spoken at Hauppauge, had five minutes, in the
evening session. I and two others were denied because we had. However, Stephen
Xvit spoke for a Washington group, permitted even though he had his say in the
first July 13th segment. I asked to speak for three in their seventies who vere

. physically unsble to stand the 60 mile to &nd from Riverhead trip, and to sit and
‘wait » I was denied. The discrimination was unexclaineda

Efter all but us three were heard, the chalrman declared the hearing over, &t 8:13 -
.M, end &t 8:25 a man came in to speak, He was denied. We still hac 35 minutes
-.0f the &nnounecd hearing time, when the three judges left. About 14 of us stayed
‘until 9 PM, and read our addresses to the group who had come to heax each other,

f "Three sheriffsstayed with interest in our orderly rump session, J think on duty.

T told the board their manner and actions were arrogant, which, of course, means
supercilious disdain, contempt or scorn for others. This was the worst of about
1000 hours since I started to follow the Shoreham matter, very patieatly. & pub-
lic hearing should deny nc one, or it becomes a veid process. Judge Leurentscn i
gave no reasons, and it seemed arbitrary. I asked him to wait for latecomers
who had to work end who knew it was scheduled for 9 PM closing. One came wiiile
he was there with 85 minutes left. He was told to mail it in. .

T had ennounced that I now felt angry after 17 years of rebuff from federal units
but 4t is no longer so. I &m incensed, and am not alone. Read the minutes of
the PSC, end the licensing board. Many voiced it much before me. Mow, with our
backs to the wall, we must choose a way to defend cur families. Everything said
thi= year echoed the public in 1970,1971, 1872, 1873, and ona Washington chose

1 not to hear, MNow, we hope our State of New York hears. By all rights, the licen~-
sing board should be New York Ststers, not outsiders deciding our safety and wel-
fare, not to forget our health. I lived €5 years in Suffolk, and want more, wita~
cut the LILCO dread over our heads. Cur north shcre earthquske fault also scens v
icnered. The public is lulled by calling it “earthquske prcof”, ir construction. ;

Y sense a defeztism in Suffolk and Hassau--a feeling cf rankest prejudgements., Ve |
feel pushed arcund trying to be citizens. Cne said rebellion in 1776 had less cause,

CCOPIES TO:
Ail media. : .
JCounty Executive Peter Cohalan; gnd Legislators. /o<

*ookhaven Town Supervisor Henrietta Acampora
¥ihiving Like, Esq., formerly LHSG Atty. pors-
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Gov. Mario Cuomo said yesterday that
“encouraging discussions” have been
held with federal officials on a proposal
to have federal teams — backed by the
National Guard — play a major role in
any evacuation due to an accident at the
Shoreham nuclear plant.

During a four-hour visit to Long Is-
land, Cuomo also attacked Long Island
Lighting Co.’s proposed rate increases.
The 56 per cent the company is seeking
if the plant opens is “too high,” Cuomo
said, and the 76 per cent if the plant does
not go on line, he said, is “an absurdity.”
Cuomo said that a 56 per cent increase
would “devastate Long Island,” and he
said that LILCO’s shareholders must

horeham

SR

n?zlte sacrifices” if the rate hikes are to
be averted.

Cuomo has repeatedly called for the
federal government to take a greater role
in emergency planning for nuclear

plants, but his statement yesterday was

the first indication that discussions have
been held involving Shoreham.

LILCO needs an approved evacuation
plan to get an operating license for the
$3.4-billion plant. The county, which nor-
mally would approve such a plan, has
refused, contending that evacuation is
not feasible. Cuomo has refused to impose
a plan on Suffolk, and LILCO has submit-
ted its own plan, using its own employees
to substitute for county workers.

Yesterday, however, Cuomo said the
“encouraging discussions” centered on a
plan involving federal nuclear response

AV ACULD

teams with officials of the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission and with U.S. Sens.
Daniel P. Moynihan (D-N.Y).and Al-
fonse M. D’Amato (R-N.Y.). Cuome said
the state National Guard and Civil De-
fense Office would cooperate with the
federal team in implementing the plan.
But he said the federal activity was
crucial. “Suffolk County has said it won’t
draw an evacuation plan and the state
doesn’t have the capacity or wherewithal
to come up with a plan,” he said. "If the
federal government fails to come up with
a plan . . . well, then no Shoreham.”
Gary Lewi, a spokesman for D’Anato,
confirmed that discussions are taking
place but could not say how far they had

progressed. He said D’Amato has been

“in favor of creating a special rapid de-
ployment force for evacuation or ear-

tion

marking funds for the national guard to
deal with that kind of emergency.”
Both LILCO and NRC -fficials were

noncommittal last night. Charles Salit, .

a LILCO spokesman, said, “We are hap-
py that he is giving these issues prime

attention and any proposal he has to of-.

fer we will certainly study.” Joseph Fou-
chard, an NRC spokesman, said, “We
just have to take a look at what the gov-

ernor has to say and consider it in light

of the licensing process . . .”

Cuomo said any plan to combat the
proposed rate increase, in addition to
stockholders absorbing some of the costs,
would involve discusssions which he said
he already has begun with the State

Power Authority in connection with.

pooling cheaper power to LILCO; phasing
—Continued on Page 23
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U.S. Role in

—Continued from Page 3
in the costs of any rate increase over several years;
and creating an agency of businessmen, financial
leaders and energy experts, along the lines of the Mu-
nicipal A:sistance Corp. that bailed out New York
City, to come up with solutions to the rate problem.
Meanwhile, Suffolk County Executive Peter F.
Cohalan, speaking before Cuomo’s commission on
Shoreham now looking at various options for the
plant, called for the formation of an “abandonment
council” made up of ratepayers, bondholders and
shareholders to plan economic strategies for termi-
nating the project. John Marburger, president of
State University at Stony Brook and chairman of the
commission, said afterward that Cohalan’s suggestion
could be one issue recommended for greater study.

- — B T DR v e

 amtin e s

Kvacuation Weighed

Jim Higgins, the NRC's senior resident inspector
at Shoreham, told the commission that the length of
the delay due to Friday's generator break might be
known in about a week. He also said LILCO would not
get a license to test the plant at low power until the
generator is repaired and retested.

Also at the hearing, Joseph Novarro, special as-
sistant to LILCO board chairman Charles Pierce,
testified that a $3 million LILCO-financed inspec-
tion of the plant last year by a California-based
firm found no faults with the generator. But he said
inspectors for the firm — Torrey Pines Technology
— had not looked at the shaft that broke on Friday.
To do that they would have had to take the gener-
ator apart, “and that wouldn’t be reasonable,” No-
varro said. ’




NOTICE OF PUBLIC KEARING IIT_

SHOREHAM COMMISSION

The Governor's Fact Finding Panel investigating the Shareham Muclear

Power Plant announces its intention to hold a CONTINUATION OF PUBLIC HEARING III

that was held at Riverhead on August 16, 1983.

This Continuation Hearing is being held to accommodate those registered
/

on that date of August 16, 1983, who were not heard. Those not heard on that

date are automatically pre-registered and will be heard at CONTINUATION HEARING

ITI ON AUGUST 30, 1983, at the Legislative Board Room, Suffolk County Center,

Riverhead, from 2:00 to 5:00 p.m. and 7:00 to 9:00 p.m.

Others wishing to testify may register at the Continuation Hearing
on a first-come, first-serve basis and will not be heard until pPre-registered
speakers are accommodated. Others not able to attend the hearing may submit

their written statement to:

Dr. John H. Marburger, Chairman

SHOREHAM COMMISSION

Office of the President

State University of New York at Stony Brook

Stony Brook, New York 11794 _
" land whether the $3.5 biltion plant op-

Cold Comfort fand whether

The comiflission staff’s estimates
F%f %g_ SErs wemethen;imt independent calcula-
" Esm- ty a ._'éu&ve tions to be produced during the de-

: significant round week in| bate over Shoreham. Lilco has said it
mtﬂe with the Long Il:;tnd Light-! will require at least a 60 percent rate
fag Company aver the Shoreham nu- hike to pay for Shoreham. The com-
clear power plant. The real losers, Pany also estimated it would cost at

Povwever, Long least $3 billion more to mothball the
fand's m,te;;eyelik:ly to be Is- reactor than to operate it. And that,

"'A staff report for Governor Lilco contended, would force rates

Cuomo’s commiss horeham |UP at least 18 percent more. (Most of
‘Qeterminad that It would :ost only 6]the extra cost would be for new coal
percent more to abandon the virtu.| Plants and the extended use of expen-
ally completed reactor than to oper-' Sive oil-fired generators Lilco said it
ate it for 30 years. The draft report, a would need to compensate for the
copy of which was obtained by The loss of Shoreham'’s 809 megawatts.)

: concluded! Consultants for Suffolk — which-
?l::: Jgg,‘.ic-int;n :;te:l iore likely to'contends the plant should not operate

N P-4 o |5 Decause nearby pesidents could not
double within five years on Long s besafely evacuated in case of a seri-

ous accident — have estimnated that
rates would be only 2.2 percent
higher if Shoreham does not operate
than if it does. The commission staff
basically agreed, saying that aban-
doning Shoreham would not be as
costly as Lilco predicts, in part be-
cause the reactor would be more ex-
pensive to run than the company now
estimates. :
Whatever the outcome, a key ques-
tion is how much of Shoreham's cost
will be passed on to ratepayers. In
New York, all utility construction
costs are traditionally paia by con-
sumers. However, the commission
staff said that if Shoreham is aban-
doned, the Public Service Commis-
sion or the Legislature might be
more likely to shift some Costs from
ratepayers ts LYicostockhalders,




Arthur McComb 30 Kirby Lane
Lake: Ronkonkoma, N, Y. 11779
. _ ARugust 30, 1983
Governor’s Shoreham Fact-Finding Panel,
 @itting at Riverhead County Center Boardroam,
Riverhead, N. Y. 11901/

Public hearing in our unique government form was intended to be a vital link between
citizens and their government, to translate their wishes into actions of their

elected officials, It started in the dire necessity for survival in our old orig-
11is1 New England town meetings, and as we say about the science of the nuclear-

‘fusion form of producing electric energy, it ceenms to be still in stages of develop-
ment, not perfected. Shoreham hearings leave much to be desired. '

TR & few short months, the public has had fired at them, a congressional hearing,
(of special sort where seven panels of less than 20 speakers were on the agenda and
"the public could only present written address) two sessions of the NRC liecensing !
board of three judges fram out-of-state, three sessions of the PSC, and three,
stretched to four, of this commission of Governor Cuomo’s, None of these were ade-
gquétely publicised, with too much reliance on the vagueries of the media. Even the
meager New York Jtate requirements for their own notifications were not done.

Fach editor, using his or her 6wn style or bent, added to the confusion.

Government is far from perfect, but muddled through to this point. The large LILCO'
area of two counties and part of another, certainly deserved more. T have been as
close to the Shoreham trail as probably anyone, and I missed the first of this
body’s session in Hauppauge, but none after that. I determined to correct what I
could, and this past week T have given to over two thousand persons in my county, &
tvped notice with a page of some information on the subject, of past record. I
talked to them, and found that about one in twenty-five even heard of the hearings.
K small few were not interested, but most of them were glad to get the message.
Some promised that they and friends would come, and most promised to tell others
and try to make it. I covered fifteen shopping. centers and other points from Lake
Ponkonkoma to Riverhead, from the expressway to the Sound.

I lost my

With adequate notice, &ll of these hearings would have been swamped.
voice talking to a lot of people, but I got it back, just for you.

PS# Before issuance of a fission-plant license, NRC demands
workable evacuation - which is prima-facie evidence of
horrible inherent danger. Why don’t we cease debating
an escave, and just quickly abandon all fissjign nuclear

enercy?
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Beﬁre anyone starts cheering tha nocleqr wer plant. They rely on fha
the events of the past couple of weeks integrﬁy and credibility of. fho-
might stop LILCO from receiving & manadement of the utility. - °
licensg fromi the N.R.C. to operate The N.R.C.s requlremenfs are
Shorcham, they should remember  minimal for the operatian of @ nuclear-

" that the N.R.C. hes never tumed_ power plant.. You need only a high

down 2n appucmt before. . school edycatien and have ‘celebrated’
‘ right, nevér! Any Utility, no-. your 18th birthday to be ellglble to be.

: _maﬂgrhw:bad hovy inadequate, how' licensed és an operator. o
unconcernad about public. service, - - Managément of- uﬂmies has
healtﬁ'andweifarehas been granted ,mtoriously been drawn from the low

end*:- of executive - capabi!mes

dugsn’t take many brains or ouf

» stmdng quaitficafions” t6 runa’

. company where: your. cosfs are
gucrweed to be paid.l and you ara

Sonator ‘Al D'‘Amato have bee
strangely quiet, too quiet for comfort
“ies - in @ situation that gravely concerns
.uv,eu-ot over -one million of their
“ constituents. Where the N.R.C. will

.. mako the tinal dogision, and its final
_dacision has always been favorabie to

'ThoN.RC.vgmbd ol -« R0 wtitity, it is Imperative that
TS ey o nguamam if.“AMoynthan ‘and’ D’Amato stop
' r;osi ro[ggﬂogm“ iy mgugus s straddl_lng the fence, forget the utility

ciqlms from the utilities:*. " company’s contributions and come to
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Hods o~ R0 5. M.R.C. ba'the regulators that they are
' oy 3 . - -intended. fo b2. Make the N.R.C.
nadd i - gopsidor safety before the needs of the
“n, .1 -Atiidy- or-tho atomic industry.

7 Lot D'Amato and Moynthan come
., up with the imaginative proposals,
dhot . i-the aernatives that are needed to
;. koop Shoreham from going on the line
-+ -and the erea from b2ing bankrupted.
'if ever. people nesdsd good United’
snaters, lﬂsm Dowohswo
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SHOREHAM UPDATE
SEPTEMBER, 1983

Diesels Crack Cuomo Sllps~ Time to Rally

— \195 East Main Street GOOD Wws i S
Smithtown, New York 11787 .
. 1(516) 360-3987 .
! August began with remarkable news about Shoreham: 1in ‘
L spite of LILCO's past claims to the NRC that the plant's
ﬁ“?m‘“mmm‘ diesel generators were trouble-free, serious cracks were
:Pat’Carr . .
‘Matthew Chachere discovered in all three of the generators' crank shafts.
j??gﬁmﬂ) The news has forced delays in the plant's fueling (8 months
le olalar « o N .
!Sue Heller to more than a year), delays in the licensing hearings,
$fzdm“”" and, re-evaluation of LILCO's cost estimates for the plant.
e uewer . .
'Warren Liebold Shoreham is up to $3.4 billion and climbing towards $4 billion.
| iMan Polsky The company's 56.5% rate hike request has been postponed,
H M, Z . .
‘ Mary Swet pending a more 'final' guess on the plant's cost.
‘ !Exemlive Coordinator . . . . . ,
! 'Nora Bredes Doesn't it seem like LILCO is its own most dedicated
' 2
‘ Of Counsel Shoreham opponent?
© iJames Dougherty
P ‘ :
' ‘Member Groups w
i AMEND
. IConcerned Citi f Montauk . .
| [fom Fnd Shorenam Opponents Unfortunately, the bad news is that this good news has
i “mﬁﬂ?MEmh another side. A year's delay in Shoreham's completion will
! Wrienas of LI . A . . , .
f~§$;£”m5memk _ give the utility's friends in Congress (Sens. Moynihan,
‘thmﬂ:hgﬂA“mmws D'Amato, and Simpson; Reps. Carney, Lent, and Bevill) and
: udson River Sloop . . . )
i 1 IClearwater, Inc. in NYS time enough to rescue LILCO from its emergenc lan -+
! [LI Friends of C} t d 9 Y P
rendas o earwater : :
! Marine Environmental ning dilemma.
! |Council of LI
! [North Fork . . ,
Environmental Council Though the lighting company has concocted its own emer -
N e obpanents of gency plan; now being litigated before the NRC's licensing
- |North shore board, everyone involved realizes LILCO would have a far
Coalition for Safe Energy . ) . ) -
INuclear Resource Center easier time getting a plan approved if only some govern -
iPeacesmith House : . . .
f«wm&mmmmmm ment entity w?u}d back up or command LILCO 1in 1ts'effort. )
?fmjém?' Pro-LILCO political forces could cook-up a "send in the
{Safe and Soun . R .
‘Safe Energy Alternatives federal troops" scheme, and, with the extra time, push ;
;Science for the Peaple legislation through congress.
Seawanhaka :
Secial Waorkers Against Nukes .
[ PR -
sutfolk for Safe Energy - GOVERNOR CUOMO IS SLIPPING

‘anen s Health Alliance

ﬁnrren (r)pgoseid to
pelear Technology Federal involvement is clearly the wish of our 'friend'

, in Albany. Remember when Cuomo said he would not "impose

o o - a stateﬂplan on Suffolk County?" He chose his words carefully.
s The governor's recent statements suggést he does not con =~

sider federal emergency planning involvement -at the state's

insistence - an imposition on the people of Suffolk County. °

.Though his Shoreham Task Force won't formally report until
early October, his recent comments suggest he's already decided

"that an emergency plan can work on LI, if only the state's national |
guard are trained and stationed close by.

é&, ' Here's what the LI Association of Industry and Commerce newsletter

55 reported about the governor's visit for lunch with business leaders
R on August 17th:

L ]



"On the question of whether the plant will, in fact,
open - he (Gov. Cuomo) said that much depends upon the
federal government's willingness to provide a Federal
Emergency Response Team to train the State's National

Guard. Such a team, he said, could be permanently assigned

to a facility such as Floyd Bennet in Brooklyn, resolving
the evacuation issue for both Shoreham and Indian Point."
’ - LIA ACTION, Vol. 6, No. .7, 9/83, p.6

It's certalnly frlghtenlng to reallze Cuomo belleves a plan like
that would "resolve" the issue.

The governor may insist that he's kept his promise to LIders -
.aftex all. he can say, the state hasn't come up with a plan -
but the action is clearly a breach of the true meaning of his
word,

TIME TO ACT

We've written, called, and telegraphed Governor Cuomo. Some of

us have visited him. In June we picketed during his visit to
Nassau Democrats. (There he re-iterated his "no state-imposed plan
pledge.")

Now it's time to make him hear, once and for all, that LIders
will not allow his ill~conceived, dangerous actions to threaten
the well-being of our families and communities.

Though LILCO's problems with the diesel generators are serious,
they are a financial headache. If the PSC continues to throw LILCO
our money, the company will be able to replace the generators and
complete the project.

Our most critical fight is over the workability of an emergency plan.

We've convinced our local government that even the best plan can't
protect us. NOW WE MUST CONVINCE THE GOVERNOR.

On October 5th, Cuomo will attend a fundraiser for Suffolk Demo -
crats at Colonie Hill in Hauppauge. WE MUST BRING HUNDREDS OF
SUPPORTERS TO THAT SITE TO MAKE THE GOV. REALIZE HOW MUCH HE - AND
WE-STAND TO LOSE IF HE CONTINUES TO PAVE THE WAY FOR SHOREHAM'S
OPERATION.

*%% k*k* k%% RALLY TO TELL CUOMO NO SHOREHAM *%* #k* k%

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 5TH, 6:30 pm - 8:30 pm
Colonie Hill, Motor Parkway, Hauppauge, New York

BRING NEIGHBORS, FRIENDS, & FAMILY! BRING POSTERS AND BANNERS:

If you would like to help us organize this get-together by
distributing leaflets or making phone calls, please call our
office - 360-3987.




S

. Wayne
Prospect

Suffolk County Legislator :

The Lilco, Shorebam story

Fifteen years ago, Lilco wrote a press release stating that they wanted to reduce electric rates
by building a $65 million dollar nuclear power plant.

Today, the Shoreham Nuclear Power Plant is still not completed and the cost will soon be

approaching $4 billion dollars. If the Shoreham plant is ever allowed to operate, it will increase
your electric bill by approximately 65 per cent.

Background -

~.The Atomic Energy Commission (AEC), later replaced by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission

(NRC) conducted construction permit hearings for Lilco’s Shoreham facility in 1971. The AEC,
at the time, told citizen groups that all questions relative to evacuation planning could not be
raised during the hearings. The appropriate time, they said, to discuss those issues, would be
when the Shoreham plant is completed and Lilco applies for an operating license. If this
appears to you to be a backwards way of approaching a problem, then you are right. But this
is the federal regulation the people of Suffolk County have been forced to live with.

Now, 12 years later, Liloo is applying to the NRC for an operating license for the Shoreham
plant. However, the NRC's own regulations require that a locality have an evacuation plan in
place before a license can be given to operate a nuclear power plant.
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During the past two years, in overwbelming numbeis, the people of Suffolk
County demanded thai the County Legislature and the County Executive
objectively examine the feasibility of evacuation planning for the county, and
not simply yield to Lilco’s appeal to the county to develop an emergency plan
Jor Shorebam.

Since a serious radiological accident at Shoreham oould kill and injure thousands of people, the
citizens of the county were making a simple request to their government; represent the public
interest on Shoreham, and not the private interests of Liloo. The elected government of Suffolk

County responded.

The Decision

Beginning in the spring of 1982, Suffolk County began one of the most comprehensive
evacuation planning studies ever undertaken by a municipality. The county spent 600,000
dollars to hire the best planning consultants in the nation to examine the feasibility of
evacuation planning in Suffolk. In January 1983, three volumes of material were submitted to
the county government, and this was followed by 8 days of public hearings by the County
Legislature.

On February 17, 1983, the government of Suffolk County adopted a resolution
stating that as a result of our unique island geography and limited road
capacity, it would be impossible to devise and implement an evacuation plan
which would protect the public bealth and safety in the event of a radiological
accident at Shorebam. On the same day, Governor Cuomo released a statement

supporting Suffolk County’s position.

Since there is no way to protect the public from a radiological accident at Shoreham, Suffolk
County has petitioned the NRC not to grant Lilco an operating license for Shoreham.

Two months ago, 3 of the 5 NRC Commissioners publicly stated that they do not believe a
nudear power plant could be licensed if the local government could not devise an evacuation
plan. If the NRC respects their own regulation, the Shoreham plant will be abandoned. If the
NRC violates those regulations, Suffolk County will go to court to prevent the Shoreham plant
from being licensed.

Shovrebam: Economic Impact
~ The abandonment of the Shoreham Nuclear Power Plant would mean, of course, that Suffolk

residents would not have to live with the consequences of a radiological accident at Shoreham.
~ In addition, Shoreham’s abandonment would be an economic blessing to every ratepayer on

Long Island.
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As previously stated, an operating Shoreham plant would mean a crippling 65 per cent electric
rate increase for every family on Long Island. Such an increase would make Long Island an
unfavorable place to locate ard sustain businesses, as well as making it difficult to buy and sell
homes. Thus, a 65 per cent rate increase would result in the loss of thousands of jobs and
would reduce the market value of your home. '

The state Public Service Commission guarantees the Lilco monopoly about a I5
per cent vate of return on all capital investments. Therefore, Lilco will reap an
enormous profit from their $4 billion dollar investment at Shorebam. In order
for Lilco lo pay interest payments 1o its creditors and dividends to stockbolders,
who bappen to be the major banks and investmeni bouses in New York, Lilco

will bave to extract from Long Island ratepayers an extra §1 billion dollars a

year during Shorebam’s first 10 years of operation, and an extra $600 million
dollars a year during Shorebam’s second ten years of operation.

When the cost of operating Shoreham on a daily basis is added to Liloo’s financial obligation
to its creditors and stockholders, the total cost to ratepayers for the Shorehain plant over its
presumed 30 year life will be approximately $30 billion dollars—if the plant is put on line.

Shorebam: Do We Need The Power?

Liloo is presently engaged in an all out one million dollar fezr mongering czmpaign that
attempts to paint a picture of economic gloorn and doom if Shoreham does not open. They
have gone as far as to threaten “brown outs” if the Shoreh i plant does 110t go on line. In
the absence of power from Shoreham, Liloo claims, ratepayers would have to finance the
construction of two coal plants costing $3 billion dollars. However, according to Attorney
General Robert Abrams, Lilco’s electrical supply system has 42 per cent excess capacity. In
addition, Liloo is 2 member of the New York State power pool, which also has significant
amounts of excess capacity. j

in the unlikely event that additional sources of power are neded for Long Island in the
future, we will have every opportunity to purchase cheap hydro power from the Canadian
Province of Quebec. In fact, Con Edison currantly receives 8J0 megawatts . day from Quebe.
Hydro-Quebec has a surplus of 4000-5000 megawatts of hyroelectric power which it is
prepared to sell to New York State and New England over the next five yezrs. The cost of this
power is pegged to the prevailing price of oil at a discount of 80 per cent. Let’s not be
deceived by Liloo, additional inexpensive power is available-—if we really need it.
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Shorebam; Cheaper Than Foreign Gil?

Liloo is fond of saying that in the long run Shoreham will save us money because it will
reduce our dependence on foreign oil. First, the Shoreham plant, at best, will be able to
displace only 15 per cent of the foreign oil Liloo imports. Secondly, for the Shoreham plant to
be less expensive in generating power than oil fired plants, the price of a barrel of oil, which
Liloo gets from Venezuela, would have to rise to several hundred dollars a barrel. The current
- price is about $25 dollars a barrel.

Shorebam’s Abando:tient: Who Pays?

If the Shoreham plant is abandoned, Liloo will use its extensive political network to make you,
the ratepayer foot the bill. We must not let Liloo get away with it. Liloo and its creditors must
assume liability for the Shoreham Nuclear Plant. As in any business venture, the investor takes
the risks and assumes the responsibilities. The Shoreham plant was the creation of Liloo and
its creditors; they must be the ones to bear its economic burden.

Let’s not be under any illusion, Liloo has declared war against the public. In this war, the
public has a powerful ally—the New York State Public Service Law, which states that citizens
are not required to pay for a power plant that is not “‘used and useful” to the public. In other
words, according to the laws of the State of New York, it would be illegal to make ratepayers
pay for the Shoreham Nuclear Power Plant if it did not go on line. ,

Coriclision

If the New York State Public Service Commission, usually not an ally of ratepayers, renders 2
decision on Shoreham that ignores the “used and useful”” principle, Suffolk County must
immediately appeal such a ruling to the courts to make sure this principle is strictly enforced
with respect to Shoreham. I am pleased to have drafted and sponsored a resolution, adopted
by the County Government, requiring that Suffolk County intervene before the PSC and, if
necessary, go to court to make sure that the “‘used and useful” principle is enforced and the

oost of an inoperative Shoreham plant is not passed on to ratepayers.

Suffolle County is currently involved in a titanic struggle with Lilco over the
Skorebam plant. For the most part, this fight bas been waged on the grounds
of protecting the public’s bealth and safety. Success on this front sbould not
distract us from our furtber obligation to ensure that the ratepayers of Suffolk
County are not called upon to bail out Lilco and their creditors from financial
problems resulting from their imprudent investment at Shorebam. :

County Legislator Wayne Prospect
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@ Pennysaver News Editor

‘ " Charles Adams is on vacation.
Pennysaver News invited Nora
Bredes of the Shoreham Op-
ponents Coalition to use the
editorial page of Pennysaver
News to tell why the Shoreham
nuclear power plant should not
open. Warren Liebold of the Coali-
ticn made the following submis-
sion which appears just as he

wrote (t. |
. he
s Fuis- Pednys,

Case
A

LILCO'S arguments that Shoreham should operate
center around the company’s claims that a reactor

accident is very unlikely but evacuation is very
possible and that Long Island’'s economy depends
upon Shoreham's operation and LILCO’S profitabili-
ty. We would like to briefly examine each of these
claims. LILCO (and Newsday) claim that a reactor
- accident will occur only once in 500,000 years.
Since this assertion of verv low probabhility for a
reactor accident is so critical to the nuclear debate,
the way that LILCO arrived at this miniscule risk
factor deserves close attention. The quantification
of reactor risk falls under a field known as ‘“‘Pro-
babilistic Risk Assessment'* or PRA. This discipline
tries to identify all of the ways in which a reactor ac-
cident could occur and assigns a probability to each
SEries Ol MISLAKES Or 1anures whicn could 1eaa Lo a
melting of the reactor’s core and then to a radioac-
tive release. The first major attempt at placing a
number on the probability of a reactor accident was
the so-called ‘‘Rasmusen’s Report’’ or Reactor Safe-
ty Study (RSS), published in 1975. 1 should mention
that the RSS was not considered to be simply an
academic axercise but o muajor puhlic relatinne of.
fort as well. Back in 1957 the Atomic Energy Com-
mission scientists at Brookhaven National Lab had

estimated that a really major reactor accident could

kill thousands of people outright, cause many
cancers over the years and billions of dollars in pro-
perty damage. That study was based on relatively
small reactors. In the mid 1960's the AEC updated
the 1957 work, concluding that with the larger reac-
tors the poientiai damage couwld be even greater.
From this the AEC and the nuclear industry con-

cluded that there was a real need for a study that

would show that the likelihood of such a calamity
was exceedingly small.

The multivolume RSS concluded that serious reac
’ ’ IS

tor accidents were so unprobabie as to be virtualty
irrelevan;. Release of the study was met with joy by
electric utilities which began using choice bits of its
executive summary in their public relations efforis.
Some of these compared the likelihood of a major

reactor accident with that of a large meteor striking

New York City, being bitten by a cobra on the streets
of Washington, D. C., and other colorful, but
misleading comparisons.

Is Probabilistic Risk
Assessment Misleading?

Misleading, because utilities, the NRC (successor
to the old AEC), reactor vendors and the newspaper
reporters who forwarded the studies executive sum-
mary, failed to mention the uncertainties involved
with the RSS. First, off, the actual failure rates of
much of the equipment used in nuclear plants is not
all that well known. Secondly, the methodology
which the Rasmusen study employed was itself con-
troversial, having been used and then discarded by
NASA in the 1960's. Finally, and most importantly,
the RSS did not consider a number of factors to be
significant initiators of accidents, factors such as
fires, earthquakes, human error, sabotage and poor
quality construction work. These flaws are carried
over into current ‘risk assessment’” studies in-
cluding Shoreham'’s.

And so, lﬁ?bounds;_(_)l_l;h(:c;ﬁl'inly tor the RSS risk !

estimates were realiy much greater than wnat was
being suggested in the Rosy proclamations issucd in
the mid 1970's. In early 1978, the NRC finally
disavowed the studies executive summary and own-
€d up to the wider uncertainty bounds.

A Grain Of Salt

These uncertainties became more important as

o

18706, before the RSS had even been

Pemaem amrgnaz oy Faon
timoe waeant on. In

new and unexpected accident sequences which have
turned up. Both the U. S. Congress's General Ac-
counting Office and the NRC's Advisory Committee
on Reactor Safeguards have noted that so called pro-
babilistic risk assessment is a useful tool for com-
paring accident sequences but not for determining
the actual pro-ability of accident occurrences.

So when LILCO and Newsday claim that a reactor
accident has a probability of 1 in 500,000 of occurr-
ing, we have to remember that that number must be
taken with quite a bit of salt.

LILCO’s recent misadventures with the emergen-
cy diesel generators provides further food for
thought about what confidence we can have in
LILCO’s ability to run an accident free nuclear plant.
These generators were supposedly built under the
highest of standards. After 11 years of construction
work and NRC inspections, one would think that
LILCO would have learned the ropes by now. But in-
stead, we find that the generators manufacturer has
Quaiity assurance probiems and LiLCO's wesuing of
the generators was in violation of NRC procedures,
leading to a $40,000.00 fine.

Did the so called “‘independent’” design and quali-
ty reviews performed for LILCO turn up these pro-
blems? No. What else was not uncovered by the
LILCO-administered inspections? Why did LILCO
oppose equal involvement in these supposedly in-
dependent inspections by Suffolk's consultants,
who are former General Electric nuclear engineers?
Shoreham, after all, is a General Electric design.

Accidents Only
Theoretically Possible?

"_._Of course, if you actually believe, as LILCO does.

released, a large fire occurred at the Browns Ferry -

Plant in Alabama,- disabling virtually all of the
plant’s “mergency cooling systems in what was then
nuclear power's most serious accident. A pump not
normally used.for safety purposes was used (o pre:
vent the core from being uncovered. Recall. that the
RSS was not verv keen on firec as accident in-
itiators.

The RSS's predicted values for the Three Mile
Island (TM]) accident was very mixed. TMI occurred

after only 500 reactor years of operating expericnce -

but since the RSS was classed on human error
issues, its prediction for the sequence of events ol
TMI comes to well over 1 in 333.000 reactor years.
Likewise. the failure of the automatic shut down

sysieims 8l Lhe Sicae Tiant (2560 du al Biowns

Ferry (1980) were expected to occur only once every

several thousand reactor years. The significance of

TMI anc some of these other accidents, then. is not

just one of public health issues but as a test ot our

predictive models for reactor accidents and for the
- v
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that a reactor accident is only a theoretical possibili

ty instcad of a very real oue, you need not be very

concerned with effective emergency planning. If an

accident will happen only “once every five hundred

thousand years™. why be concerned with whether or

not a good portion ol Suttolk can be evacuated or

about the East End being cut off? LILCO s emergein v ot 3

cy plan clearly reflects their attitude. It appears to

be a plan not seriously meant to he realistic but

developed simply to get the plant licensed  in full

knowledge that the NRC will probably approve

almost any plan, leaving implementation problems

to be worked out sometime in the future. Legislation

currently pending in Washington would allow

Shoreham and other plants to operate without an

evacuation drill and without an emergency plan |
reviewed by the Federal Emergency Management ‘
Agency . isuscaing thie ruies still further.,

On the one hand. LILCO claims to have a realistic |
plan 1o have hundreds of their cmployees ‘
substituting for County officials in the event of an |
accident. At the same time LILCO note that their

volunteers will not have legal standing. As utility PR
. ] v
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people have noted, diivers would have to make theis
owttdecision whether or not to listen to LILCO * trag

fic cops”™. Then how is the plian workalie if the
emaergency stamp has oo legal stangng and power
ol entorcement? :

Convincing The
County Government

Many people suggest that the county govermuaent
is the real culprit, that an evacaation plan would not
present serious problems it only the conunty waould
cooperate. Yet. it was clear to the county and most
of its citizens long ago that evacuation ol a ten mle,
much less than 20 mile zone, was not praciical. pas
ticularly in inclement weather ar e the nndst ol
thousands ol  summer  tourists, LILCO S
studies show that. in the cvent ol an aceiddot,
thousands of people outside of the cutrem evacia
tion zone will flee, so that the real evacuation zone
will almost certaiuly be greater than LILCO's ten
mile radius.

As one legislator put it, what citizen groups have
gotten the county to do after years ot educating the
public and lobbying is truly radical..the coutity has
been telling the truth about evacuation trom Loug
Island. The people whose business it is to deal with
traffic control and natural disasters are not running
away trom the reality that a workable evacuation is
impossible. This has occurred only because citizens
have held the politicians leet to the fire.

Disastrous

Faced with alack of confidence in their abilities to
safely run a nuclear plant or evicuate muach ot Long
Island. LILCO resorts to its last asrgument. We need
Shorcham to prevent bluckouts and cancelation
would be disastrons to Long Istand's economy.

Remember that in 1972 LILCO was pleading with

Even

the AEC to hurry the construction permit hearings

to prevent brownouts by 1975, Then the line
became that Shoreham was absolutely necessary by
1977, then 1979, 1n 1979, LHLCO President Wiltred
Uhl held a press conterence (o announce that il
LILCO was not permitted to build two 1 150
megawatt nuclear plants at Jamesport. there would
be rotating brownouts by the mid 1980's, How long
will we stand for inaccurate forecasts?

In the 1979 LICLO rate case, the Shorcham op
ponents coalition (SOC) presented a detailed conscr
vation alternative to Shoreham, developed by the
Energy Systems Research Group (ESRG} of Boston.
Without the use of any “erotic” technologies, ESRG
demonstrated how Long Island could do without
Shoreham.

In 1983, before a hearing held by the State
Assembly’s Energy Committee on the Economic Im
pact of Shorcham on Long Island's cconomy. LILCO
. tried to support its need-for-Shorcham a rgument by

resenting a study that conctuded that even with
49 g y t
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“teresting facts.

substantial conservation, brownouts will be
enevitable if Shoreham does not operate.

Conservation Could Make
Shoreham Unnecessary

But a close look at LILCO's study reveals some in-
eresti LILCO assumes only ‘‘cost
effective’” conservation, and LILCO does not find
most conservation to be cost effective! Co-
generation is not cost effective, according to LILCO.
Air conditioners of higher than standard efficiency
are not cost effective according to LILCO - even by
1955! o

Of course, this should not be too surprising com-
ing from a company which is using a state-
mandated home energy audit program to sell elec-
tric heat, and whose energy audits carefully ignore
conservation of electricity; company which in 1978
placed a nuclear engineer in charge of evaluating a
wind-powered alternative to Jamesport instead of
searching out a wind power expert: company whose

sular systems all have electric backup heaters even

when oil or gas may be more cost effective.

The bottom line of Shoreham’s economics is that
if the plant opcrates well, we will see a 60 per cent
increase in rates and the plant will probably never
save more than it costs us. If the plant operates
pooriy. then we are really in trouble. A

The questions which we should really be asking
our elected otficials are:

Why do we pay for LILCO s mistakes? Why do we
have an energy poiicy that emphasizes the
technology which displaces oil at a cost of $2.25 a

i eallon (Shorehami when oil only costs LILCO $.75 o
- gallon”? Why do we allow LILCO to say it is iu tavor

on conservation and alternate sources publicly, but
which places all of its resonrces into Shoreham??
And, tinally. why do we need LILCO?

Warren Liebold, Executive Committee of
Shoreham Oponents Coalition:

V.2y

Mount 'Sinai - Dozens of
trees and a number of
street signs on- Salisbury
Row here sport white
ribbons - not as part of an
etfort to control insects, but
as a symbolic protest
against the controversial
nuclear plant just five
miles away at Shoreham.

The group which con-
ceived the idea, the newly-
organized Parents Against
Shoreham, is confident the
ribbon-tying will become
widespread, according to
spokesperson Ann
Pearlstein. ‘It has already
spread 1o areas in Coram,
and we just kicked it off on
Wednesday,"’ she told

While ribbons signify

Shoreham op
SUFFoIK ‘””{\u olk/‘{g‘? .m'been

position

snowballing.”

Pearlstein said the
symbolic project is seen by
the group as a form of
‘“*simplistic com-
munication' between
people who have concerns
about Shoreham but have
reservations or too little
time to become active in
combatting the reactor.

“This is for parents and
working people to express
their views openly,” said
Pearlstein. ““They don't
have to speak out, and they
don’t have to go to a
meeting. It is all very
simple.” -Peter Scully
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'Suffolk Life Editor and
Publisher David Wilimott,
on behalf of himself and all
other residential
ratepayers of the Long
Island Lighting Company,
has filed a $25 billion law
suit against John Dyvson,
chairman of the New York
Power Authority, LILCO,
and  Grumman Cor-
poration, charging
discrimination in the
distribution of low-cost
PASNY power which has
caused monetary damage
L0 the piainiifis.

The filing of the suit’s
papers, accomplished
early this week, is a
product of the Power for
the People campaign
launched by Suffolk Life
seeking to secure low cost
PASNY powei
public.

The Power for the People
effort began because of
efforts to secure low cost

w1 ine

‘power for business, without

mention of the public's
nlight and need for low oot
power as well. The drive to
help  business  started
shortly after LILCO an-
nounced its request for a
96.5 per cent rate increase
to recoup costs for the
Shoreham nuclear power
plant.

Shortly after that an-
nouncement,  Grumman
indicated it would not
expand as planned here on
Long Island because of the
skyrocketing  electricity
rates, and had been holding
discussions wiih officiais of
Georgia who were at-
tempting to entice
Grumman to move its

operations to that state.
Governor Cuomo stepped
in and arranged for
Grumman to receive
PASNY power in return for
a promise of expanded
facilities here.

That action prompted a
wave of suits by .other
business operations, metal
working firms and
restaurants, and the
likelihood of others to
follow, all seeking a piece
of the PASNY pie. And
Dvson announced a “Juice
for Jobs” etfort which
would provide PASNY
power for new and ex-
panding Long Island firms.
But no public official at
that time spoke out for the
need of the public, which
faces a future with elec-
tricity raies 1Keiy 1o
double and the burden of
increased taxes needed to
pay higher LILCO rates in
school districts and all

| levels of government.

Since Suffolk Life an-

HOUNCEU 1S 1t oo 1k &

. class action suit on behalf
" of the public, several state

officials jumped on the
bandwagon, as did county
officials, and announced

they too would file suits on
3 MPN
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avoid a duplication of ef-
fort, Suffolk Life's class

action suit took a new turn, :

seeking actual monetary
damages because of the
discrimination by PASNY
in offering low cost power
to upstate residents and
local businesses without a

thought for the public here, ,

The Power for the People
suit lists five causes of

"o ——

action, each seeking
damages in the sum of $5
billion, and a sixth cause of
action which seeks to
prevent higher costs for the |
public to make up for the '
loss of income to LILCO
dues to the sale of PASNY
power 0 Grumman and
any other business. It is
this sixth cause of action
that causes Grumman to be
made a part of the legal
action.

“It is our intent to
prevent  Grumman from
having the availability of
low cost power. We fully
realize the financial impact
the proposed LILCO rates
would have on them and
upon other businesses as
well. But the public will
also suffer the impact, and
much more with the need
for higher taxes and in-
creased prices that will
surely follow. We cannot sit
by and permit the PASNY
power to be doled out to
business without con-
Sigeration Demng given w
the public,” Willmott said.

Any monetary gains that
may be realized as a result
of this action would be
returned to the ratepayers
in the form of credits and-

L FrEccey se
P O T T T IO

said. “We've been robbed
here on Long Island
because of PASNY’s
discrimination against us,
selling low cost power to
upstate residents but
making none available to
T.anag Icland recidentg '
Willmott declared. “‘It's
time we strike back. It's
time for retribution.”

The Power for the People

class action alleges that in
failing to make lower cost
power available to Long
Isiand, PASNY has
violated its purpose and
policies established at the
time of the creation of the
Power Authority of the
State of New York.
“Pursuant io Arucie 5 of
Title I of the Public Utility
Authorities Law, the
purpose and policy of
PASNY is and was for the
creation and development
of hydroelectric power in
the interest of the people of
the State of New York, and
furthermore it was
| récognized and declared
" that a shortage of depen-

dabie power capacity

exists in the southeastern
part ot the State of New
York and the public in-

terest requires that
PASNY assist in
alleviating such shortage
by providing such

generating facilities as
may be necessary or
desirable to contributc (o

the maintenance of an

“adequate and dependable

supply of electricity for

! public corporations and

electric companies within
the metropolitan area of
the state. . .” the action

allocder jm oo
LGSl 0 pal.

LILCO, in failing to seek

low cost PASNY power to
€ase the burden of high

¥73up] am a lg

ear David Willmott:

In response to vour editorial “losere muyst
pay’”’ | am obiiged to take a very opposite
position. Yes, | am a lawyer but every
citizen must take exception on a variety of
grounds to the content of your editorial.

Firstly, the defendant's or plaintitf's ac-
tual out of pocket expenses are in fact paid for
under the New York State Civil Practice Law
and Rules — depending on who wins.

Secoid, if the suit 1s purely spurious a
motion to dismiss the case very early on will
be granted by the courts and costs will be
imposed against the iosing party.

Third, it a jury or judge feels someone has
been injured by someone else’s wrongdoing
shouldn’t that person have a right to redress
in our courts? The alternative i probahiv
'r1a) by combat which plunges us back to the ’:

dark ages.

R WU CauULl dEES UF

<52 g Plaintitf, he will,

Our court system dates back aimost 1,000
years and was restated by no less luminous
document than the United States Con-
stitution. it is the one place where citizens
can ask fellow citizens (juries) to resoive
problems and juries are comprised of
responsible citizens from every walk of life —
\ lawyers. my years of
experience have led me to believe that if a
party deserves to win, be he defendant or

! Silly lawsuits will rarely be handled by

saleable

lawsuits

good for

too many

and PASNY fos $25 bilion

“has caused financial
damage to the plaintiffs,
the suit charges.

With the filing of the
| papers upon the defendants

this week, action has begun
to protect the public's
interest in regard to low

cost PASNY power.
‘*We’'ve Just started te
fight,”” Willmott said.

““This is just the beginning.
We will continue this battle
through every courtroom
of the land, if need be, to
secure for the people of
Long Island the relief they
i neea from LILCU rates if
we are to survive and
| protect our future here on
| Long Island.”

rates upon its rategaxers )
r“ comperen atiorneys an ] an a

Wy . decides to take on such a case he soon will
"SYFFOLNAIE find oyt that it is 3 waste of his fime (his orily

commodity) and an éxpense which
i neither he nor his client can afford. He also
might be, along with his client, on the
receiving end of a variety of retaliatory

for damages.

As to ‘’what’'s good for lawyers is rarely
the public’ may | remind you that
lawyers merely avail their clients of laws and
laws are that which keep society from chaos.
It someone through their own lack of care
for another human being causes that human
being to sustain injuries, they shouid be
answerable. If you ponder this premise
surely your answer must be — And Why Not?

Very truly yours,

Jess Marchese, Sr.
" Editor’s Note:
Oniy in rare cases. Most judges are
reluctant to automatically order restitution.

2: How many parties have you sued as a
lawyer who you know would never end up in
court, who then had to retain counse! but
were never reimbursed for this expense?

3: Let them put up bonds covering all ex-
penses then sue. If they are right they will be
reimbursed, if they are wrong there will be
funus v cover expenses they have caused.

Jess, as we have discussed before there are
laws, 0o many lawyers and too few
people who are willing to fight the system.
The system is drowning all of us and the legal
system is leading the way.

Formingville

. .




HuNTON & WILLIAMS
707 EAST MAIN STREET P O. Box 1835

RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 23212 1919 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N. W.
’ P. O. BOX 19230

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20038

202-223-865%50

D B & T DUILDING
£ O. BOX 100

RALEIGH, NORTH CAROLINA 27602 TELEPHONE 804 - 788 - 8200
919-0620-9371

FIRST VIRGINIA BANK TOWER
P O. DOX 3889 FILE NO.

NORFOLK, VIRGINIA 2351e September 8, 1983

004-628-580! DIRECT DIAL NO. 804 788-

Lawrence Brenner, Esq. Dr. George A. Ferguson

Administrative Judge Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing School of Engineering
Board Panel Howard University

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory . 2300 5th Street, N.W.

Commission Washington, D.C. 20059
Washington, D.C. 205585 .

Dr. Peter A. Morris
Administrative Judge
Atomic Safety and Licensing
v Board Panel
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

In the Matter of : : _

LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY L

(Shoreham Nuclear Power Station Unit 1) ’
Docket No. 50-322

Gentlemen:

In light of the diesel generator situation, LILCO
believes that, at best, fuel load can occur during the late
firset quarter or early second quarter of 1984.

Very truly yours,

.cc} All Parties
EP ASLB
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Arthur McComb, 30Kirby Lane
Lake Ronkonkoma, N. Y. 11779 9/6/83. -

Fonorable Mario Cuomo, Governor, _ RE: Your Shoreham Fact-Finding
Executive Chambers, 1350 Bvenue cof the Americas, “Blue Ribbon™ Panel and their -
New York, N, Y. 10019. Ensuing Counsel on Shoreham.

OPEN LETTER TQ ALI MEDIA,
The only reason we in Suffolk, Nassau and Queens LILCC area can sce for further
»tact-finding™ on fission-nuclear is to dull the overwhelming opposition of "pro-
vincial” resideats, with a strong "pro-fission™ report from & *blie-ribbon™ panecl.
Federal, and thz rest of our state, seem sat on this, Referendum is the answer, .

141 were naive, I might hope for your *blues™ to counsel you to scrap Shoreham.
‘Brt how could they? The stage is set for an OK scenario, Of 11 voting seats, 8

have history of pro-fission links, some strong ones, and only 3 oppose Shoreham.
A vote or two miy switch. Influence of 2 :RC non-voting seats neasd no comment.

Cf the 8 pro-fission, 2 live locally, as do the 3 amti’s, in the voting seats,

Likely, advisors to King George III felt they did what was best for us colonials,
too. ' T can’t help but wonder how King George, if here, would handle your problame -

The "blue-rikboa® tool relieves electives of decision-pressure by providing a waip=
ping boy. They still decide, but the pressure is off. Suffolk’s legislature, in
its finest hour, justified ti'ue representétive rule speaking for it’s people, &s
tle first product of one man, one vote doctrine at local level. ‘They showed gulse

Your Shoreham panel, as does your PSC, ha: a miserable hearing-at:endance recorgd,
mostly those who lived elswhare. Marks, Axelrod and Kahn did not listen at all,
Ronan sat in half of Nassau’s hearing. .Burstein made less than § of each of 2.
Wilson sat 2 of 4 sessions, Keuts and ,Crairman Marburger, as weil &s the 3 veting
anti-seats, listened four full meetings, &énd heard us all the way,

To pen & panel position papes for you, Governor, 11 may vote. Sonehow,.it shauld
match the time spent listening to us, in the public hearing our Naw England tovns
stsrted. Reading minutes is not like listening, Much is lost. ‘le all knew the «
bent of each ore before appcinted, and you added a Su:ifolk person, anti-shorehén, .

-after a flood of demands to balance it sore. Then cane screams from pro, and you

added one -- tie score -- unbalanced agair, Marks, Kahn, Axelrod and Ronan, stould
not vote., Wilson with 2 sittings and Burstein with lwss then %+ of each of Z, &
vote weighted at maybe 4. The 9 LILCO conferences should not couat, only hearings,
In any event, there should be a minority report, unless the panel is unanimous,

PSC, NRC Licensing, Congressional Oversight and your wanel met 1C times in less: B

than 24 months <= 9 in July and Bugust, and 9 executivz meets wher s public only -
listened. The public was thoroughly confcunded. Only masterful attention couid

sort it all out. Poorly publicized, people were confised. The puablic saw some ine '
64 fference such .as the Licensing Board dicl in Riverheid, by adjou tning nearly ¢n

‘hour sarly, and refusing to hear some, Ii appeared t> me to be &rrogance,

Your panel set 3 hearings, kut a public deluge in the last of 10 hearings, August 16,
wien people firally got a haadle on it, svamped it so another hac to be set fo1r the
30th, but most of the damage had been don:., Time ran out. People flooded the last
cne too. The ¢hoice, to abandon or liceniie, is too horribly serious to trifle with.

Two executive sessions should close it al. -~ Septembar 7th and 14th, at 9 AM cache
I hope every rosident writes to you, Geveinor, as I have,.

| : _ ’
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' OPEN LETTER TO GOVERNCR MARIO CUOMO, NEW YORK STATE. Rer Unanswered SHOREHEM letters, - -

‘My three "open letter® appeals to you, 7/19, 8/15 and 9/6, with copies sent to all of our

- @lected officials, are unanswered to date. I have no one else to appeal to, short of
“revolution. T called you 3 times in NYC and Albany and got only secretaries of your sec-

7 retaries, and vague promises. We are miserable pawns of NRC, LILCO, PSC, and vested in-

‘terests, Electives and polititlans are switching course with blazing rhetoric to weasel
out of past positions on Shoreham. Thank God some hold fast. We who want Shoreham aban-

. domment before radiation is started, know we must not surrender to those who want us to get
their coals out of the fire, their bad investment in the “fission-nuclear” losing cause,

Home rule due process has been ignominiously massacred by our own federal bureaucracy, by
non-resident, non-elective judges, in a licensing board appeinted by appointees, in turn
appointed by federal electives, The hearing should be vold. This three-judge licensing
beard of the NRC has made a farce of home rule due process. This mockery made fools of the
Rew York State public, We attended in good faith and were treated in arrogant disrespect.
I ask you, Covernor Cuomo, to defend us. ‘Two hearings enly were held in Suffolk, none in
LILCO’S Nasseu-Jueens ared. Previous letters told of the 1983 tangled hearing mess,

- Suffolk, my home for 65 years, faces & documented, horrible, gruesome man-made menace, pro-
moted by my own qovprnmentfnot Russia). I survived free enterprise, age 8 to 70, and with
my wife for 40 years, Now at the end of our earning years, as are many of our contempo-
raties, we wonder where the hell to turn - what tc do next! We wont let apathy drown us,
nor let insanity of the human gamble go unchecked. Crippling dependence of sick, blind,

deaf, very young or old, amputees etc, need us., Stupidity of evacuation rule (to where?)

{s damning evidence of a grim danger facing us, and its source must be removed by abandor-

ment of &l1 fission-nuclear plants, Evacuation “sine qua non™ is admission of guilt.
'Bvacuation and Shoreham must be dumped before radiation, Back us against U. 8. government,

We are also cure, from years of documentation, knownto our government and to their appointed

“NRC “caretakers™, that the emergency core cooling system (ECC3) cannot work safely.
never been test-proven against failure of regular cooling. Simply put, nucleat-fission en-
ergy comes from 30 to 40 théusand pencil-thin (zircaloy metal) hollow rods, bundled into &
~core”; rods about 12 feet long in upright bundles, with pellets of uranium dioxide fuel in.
them, typically 12 to 15 feet in core diameter., All that this core does is produce heat,
which must be safely limited by cooling, to make steam to turn turbo-generators for energy.

- Continuous flow of cooling water MUST COOLthe activated rods of the core, or we get incred-
ible digester in MELT DOWN! 1If regular flow stops, and it has, temperature quickly tops
9000 degrees; ductile zircaloy metal rods swell, then crystalize. The ECCS, supposed to

* cool with emergency water, cannot flow upward between the tubes because, closely packed and
now swollen by heat (called blistering), they block the flow of water, Heat rises so rap-
idly that i{n even seconds we are in irreversible trouble, If a plumbing break causes loss
of regular pressure, emergency water escapes in the rupture, leaving the core to runaway
temperature, whether or not it is blocked by swollen tubes. We still have disaster,

T tell you nothing new. I have read it and heard experts expound it under oath, For this
reason the federal government’s NRC demands an evacuation plan, It is a pure, bad gamble,
with our lives and all else we have {up to melt down). We have becn stripped of our de-
fenses when the paid, appointed "caretakers®™ of our lives, liberties and pursuits of happi-
"ness, when the three judges, the licensing board, riot even New York Staters, and not nec-
cessarily physicists, dictatorially have the final say in licenging to start radioactivity,
_after violating our due process of law, and their own trust, '

™0 ALL MEDIA EDITCRS 516 588 2020
TO ALL ELECTED AND APPCINTED OFFICIALS
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At task force meeting

‘Scientist
P \— SUFFOLK LIFE— 9/2//83 - WED
By PETER SCULLY Shoreham Commission
Hauppauge - A skeptic speaking in confident
among the many optimists terms of the benefits of
wha have appeared, Michio nuciear energy, and ip-
Kaku stands alone as the sisting 1its  potential
sole physicist to question dangers have been greatly
current nuclear exaggerated.
technology, and Shoreham Kaku, a professor of
specifically, in testimony physics at City College of
before Governor Mario New York, was somewhat
Cuomo’s fact finding panel. different. His presentation
Literally dozens of explored what can be
scienlists and engieers cupgbiveicd the doubter's
have appeared before the history of nuciear power.
3 premmanngmmememrmey  Ulilizing & slide presen-
tation, Kaku outlined some
of the major failures of
nuclear technology and
displayed graphic evidence
of the potential - if rarely
sanra . Aanpers of un-
controlied radiation:
The January, 1961, ex-
plosion and ‘‘total core
destruction’’ of an Idaho

o T

ol
(AN ERVY

H, Kouts

debate S

research reactor which
killed three Americans,
one of whom was impaled
to the reactor ceiling by a
control rod turned missile.

Photographs of the
decomposing hands of an
early nuclear scientist whe
accidentally exposed
himself to lethal doses of
radiation by combining
piles of enriched uranium
on a tabie tcp.

Chairman John Mar-

burger questioned whether

much of the material could
actually be considered
related to the Shoreham
issue, and panel member
Herbert Kouts - himself a

nuclear physicist and
recognized expert on
reactor safety - said he

would have told a much
different story using the

OPPOSING VIEWPOINTS - Physicist Michio
i i, Tight, ond Herbert Kouts, &
safety expert and member of Governor Mario
Cuomo's Shoreham Commission, engage in a

reactor

same materials. ‘‘Let’s get
back to the real world,”
said Kouts.

" “Everything I have to
say is related to
Shoreham,” said Kaku. “I

take exception to what you .

say“!

And so he continued to
poke away at what he sees
as flaws in modern
reasoning on the issue and
ouestioned accepied

Cont. on Page 4

. coat, trom cover

"hamnm @@ﬁ@ﬁﬁ

studies of nuclear-related
topics.

Damage from a nuclear
accident, Kaku claims,
could affect areas far
outside the  10-mile
emergency planning zone
required by the federal
government.

“Quite frankly, the wind
does not stop at 10 miles
and the laws of physics do
not heed Nuclear
Regulatory Commission
regulations,” he said.

“In a real reactor ac-
cident, medicai teams will
not be prepared to handle
victims,”’ said Kaku.
“Many viciims simply wii
not show symptoms im-

mediately and those who do

will be treated but will die
anyway.”’

The physicist also faulted
the federal government for
failing to perform a ‘“‘crash

} test” of a nuclear reacter,
. and described how the
' funds for the project had,

instead, been funneled into
other programs. The
nuclear industry has
drastically increased the
size of the original small
reactors without per-

He charged that the
computer codes used to:
predict the likelihood of a
nuclear mispap are overly
simplistic and  thus
unrealistic.

“Very little of what you
said has been very
correct,” responded Kouts,
spurring ap ensuing
argument which ended
when Kouts declared it
impossibje to debate ef-
fectively during the panel
meeting. “A little

knowledge can do a lot of -

damage,” he said, looking
at Kaku.

“It ,certainly ecan,”
retorted Kaku, returning a
giail. g ’

Shoreham, Kaku

" charged, ‘‘will @perate

illegally, if at all,” because
it does not meet federal
codes established after
construction began. Long
Island Lighting Company
sprkesmen denied the
charge, pointing out the
plant is nearly licensed,
and has been under federal
regulatory control.

“That reactor, at best,
will be a lemon,” Kaku.
concluded. “At worst, it!
will be a clear health

A I
Con Bd Can Burn Coal

.. . s
 tionists, the state has granted Consolidated Edison’s

- longstanding request for permission to hurn coal at
Fthe Ravenswood and Arthur Kill generators, but
# only if expensive pollution-control devices known as
“SCTUDDETS &T€ ILBIAIICU di LU siice.

AL BTORI L 255,

Con Ed said it might drop its plans to convert .
the: twa_oil-fuelm. generators, one in Asteria and.

:liams, was hailed by the environmentalists who -

‘have been battling the conversion plan. “This de-

_cigion is a great victory for clean air in Queens,”
-said, Rep. Geraldine Ferraro (D-Queens). “The .

commissioner's ruling is a firm statement that '

| $he §irst priority is protecting the health of the
- people of New York City.”

Shortlv after Williams announced his agency’s -
1 conditional approval, Con kid spokesman Marun
- Gitten called the decision disappointing. Gitten said

that the utility considers. scrubbers to be net only

whether Con Ed will pursue the conversion. .
The city’s air code now forbids the burning of
. goal, and would have to be amended before any sort
~of conversion could take effect.
City Council President Carol Bellamy said yes-
terday that before the council passes such an amend-
ment, Con Ed would have to present an acceptable
design plan for installation of the scrubbers, as well
as pians providing for disposal of the solid waste
that resulis from burning coal. —Caryn Eve Wiener .

) S formin roper analyses, o 10 illi
healthy exchange on the issue of nuclear safety. = — Kok o, prope y ‘;::52{. to million
Photos by Peter_ Scully M. Kaku : )
Dy Feter_ocully. . - N L
T the other on Staten Island, to coal. The decision, . costly but unnecessary, and said the requirement
e by Buvircnmentz! Commisgioner Henry & Wil i “eertainly has raised a serious question” about
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-Shoreham history ..

Hauppauge - ‘His la& of
confidence -’in - prior
estimates apparent,
Assemblyman George
Hochbrueckner {D-Coram)
testified last week that it
would cost less to abandon
the Shoreham nuclear
plant than to let it operate,
and offered a four-point
plan he said would offset
the loss of its generating
capacity.

“I felt LILCO was
waving a reli{Jag, saying it

“would™ cost \more- to
abandon Shoreham, when
it was clear to me that the

difference wzs not that
great,” s@id Hoch-
brueckner.

Speaking . b2 before
Governor Mario Cuomo’s
Shoreham Commisston,
Hochbrueckner said. Long
Island Lighting Company’s
conclusion that aban-
donment of the con-
troversial reactor would
raise electric rates by 76

per cent “must be -at-

tacked.”™

Recent problems with
the $3.4 billien reactor’s
emergency diesel
generators threaten to
raise plant costs higher,
causing Shoreham-related
rate increases to leap as’
well, Hochbrueckner said.

“There comes- a point
when it

money after bad,” said
Hochbrueckner. ‘“‘If we
learn from  past LILCO-
we
can conclude that opening
the Shoreham plant will

-most likely result .in an

ultimate increase to the

_ ratepayers of 60 to 80 per

cent.”
LILCO had requested
‘rate increases totaling 56.5

is no longer
reasonable to throw good

ng@h@@[w

on the most recent plant
p'xce ‘tag of $3.4 billion.
“That cost estimate was
based on -Shoreham’s
commercial operation by
‘May 1984. The diesel
problems have set -the

‘ projected fuel load date

back to early 1984, and
could add almost $400
million to the cost of the
reactor. About $1.5 millien
is added to the price tag

' each day.
. -Hochhrueckner
" tains

main-

egawatt co%lan&s

" LILCO ‘says would be.
. pecessary.

to replace
Shoreham are not needed,
_cutting the cost of aban-
donment by 40 per cent.
Scrapping the reactor, he

said, would raise electric’

rates by between zero and
40 per cent, as opposed to
-the higher Shoreham-
related rate increases now
in the offing.

The actual amount of a
rate hike related to

1 abandonment could vary,

he noted, depending upon
Public Service Commission
findings in -an ongoing
Shoreham prudency in-
vestigation, and Suffolk

] County's forcing of the
prin-

“used and useful”
cipie, which says no plant
charges can be shifted to
ratepayers unless a plant is
“used and useful” in the
production of electricity.

The principle,. contained
in a section of Public

Service Law, has never ’
"beentnedmsucha large

abandonment case, andis a

. subject of legal debate.
.- Buffolk has vowed to go to

: :per cent over three years to ;-

.court to attempt to have it

enforced if necessary, and
* Hochbrueckner predicted

that the battle wxll end |

: there.

““The at {iy s are
very ar,
brueckner . told the
members of the panel. *“To
open Shoreham and subject |
the people of Long Isiand to
the potential of a nuclear
accident at the expense of 2
60 per cent to £0 per cent
' rate hike or greater, or
. abandon Shoreham,
resulting in no potential for
a nuclear accident at the
expense of a zero to 40 per
cent rate increase. Surely
. logic ~ and ~economics
demand that the Shoreham
plant should not open.”

The New York State
Power Poal's capaeity. is
now 32,000 megawaits,.
while peak demand is only
21,000 MW, Hochbrueckner
said, and some of the 11,000
" MW excess could be used to
.offse; the loss of

Shoreham’s 840 MW._
‘“The electrical power
needs of Long Island for the
- remainder of this century
“can be met through off-the-
shelf, tried and true
alternatives,” said Hoch-
brueckner.

Among his suggesnons
were:

- @ Transmission of ad—
ditional low-cost
| hydropcwer from Canada
and Upstate New York. By
, expanding the capacity of
its existing transmission
links - across the Long
Island Sound rather than
vonstructing a new one,.
LILCO couid obtain bet-
ween 840 MW and 1,400 MW

cost by 1987.

"o Reduction -of LILCO
voltage to the user. LILCO |
«ould conserve three per -
‘cent of its load or 60 to 75
MW by providing 117 volts
{o its ‘customers rather
than 121 volts Hoch-
, L brueckner said. -

for Long Island at. l&sser 4

& “By consxstem!y

och-- «provndmg higher - than

peeded voltage to the wall
sockets of Long Island, .
LILCO is causing ad-’
ditional, unnecessary
power -consumption,” said
Hochbrueckner. . Other

| utilities have successfull !

applied this teénm‘ﬁe‘ﬁe ‘
said, while LILCO'
current ‘‘policy is to
maximize consumptm by
maximizing voltage.” .

o Conservation and load :
management according to
Hochbrueckner, -could -
reduce -LILCO’s peak
demand by 200 MW by 1996.
A program of incentives to
customers seeking to shift
electricity demand -from -

riods would reduce

the “need for peak
generating -capacity.
Public education,

| ‘usage of electrical heating

and . increased use of
energy efficient appliances
would also reduce demand,
he said. .

] Incmeratxon of gar-
bage to energize plants,
seen as the solution to Long
-Island’s -future garbage
problems, = would - -alsc
provide replacement
electricity, according to
Hochbrueckner. By 1999,
.Long Island will generate
158 MW by resource
recovery, according {o the
state Energy Master Pian.
‘Co-generation,  wind . .and
-solar power could .also
provide usable amounts of
energy in the 1990's, ac- .
cording to the report.

‘Hochbrueckner is the
sole elected official to offer
alternatives to Shoreham
1as part of testimony hefone -
the Shoreham Commumoxp. :
He urged the- panel to
consider the report in its -

recommendation to the
governor. ' .
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Mineola — Standing to the side [ g .2 i
behind a podium, LILCO’s chair- &~ :
man, Charles Pierce, smiled broad-

‘ly through the press conference
yesterday as his top staff took
questions and spoke of joy, relief
and, finally, vindication.

After months of headlines
about new delays, higher costs,
and every single crack found on
the crankshafts of the emergency
generators at the Shoreham nu-
clear plant, an Atomic Safety Li-
censing Board had provided a
salve for company officials by re-
solving the bulk of the safety is-
sues at the plant in LILCO’s favor.
It ruled that Shoreham meets all
federal requirements and should
be allowed to operate at low power
once the diesel-generator problem is solved.

In a quiet moment later, the normally flinty Pierce,
who has been under stress for months and who has even
offered LILCO’s directors his resignation if it would help
the company, volunteered, “I guess you could say there is
Joy in Mudvilie.” ~

Company officials say the decision is the biggest single
decision to date toward obtaining an operating license,
and it leaves only the diesels to be corrected before fuel-
loading to test the plant at low power can begin. . -

}éﬂ.ﬁgﬁ&LﬂL C o

LILCO chairman Charles Pierce at press conference

: . fiwmy T
the generator problems have put off fuel-loading for at least six mt:ﬁg
added $250 million to the price of the plant. it will be another severglx=-
before LILCO officials can tell whether the problems will cause even %%
cost and delay. _ ‘

Because of those delays, Suffolk County and other opponents down
played the decision. “We’re not overly excited,” said Deputy County Exesu
tive Frank Jones. “The NRC is in the business of licensing plants; o
regulating them. It has never turned one down.”

Even some LILCO supporters, while pleased by the NRC’s findings, seét
the decision’s impact was diminished by the generator problem. Vance Sedf
or, treasurer of Citizens for an Orderly Energy Policy, said, “It was as i
they fumbled the ball on the one-yard line.”

But no one was going to put a damper on LILCO officials hungry f
good news. “It’s 4 very, very happy day for the company,” said Wilfred Uhl
LILCO’s president.

“I've seen a lot of licensing decisions, but I've never seen one so clean a:
this ope,” said Donald Irwin, one of the attorneys involved in the hearings
“And it’s not as if we weren’t put under the lens.” More than 30,000 pages ¢
testimony and 119 witnesses were called in the highly technical hearings

“There’s a personal sweetness to it,” said Brian McCaffrey, who is re
sponsible for managing the Shoreham application through the federal agen
; — cies, For McCaffrey and 20 to 30 others whose personal lives have beer
Newsday/Blll Davis. digrupted for the past year during safety hearings, it has meant being awa:
from home 70 per cent of the time, working weekends, making frequen
trips out of town, and days ending at 11 PM or midnight.

“There’s a lot of psychological i " The news of the decision was picked up late Monday by a LILCO em:
pagne :orks aro(l)fnc;) hsrg: » w(g]l c;an p?ggm f Ifﬁhfc% ployee in Washington and brought back by plane to Long Island during the
spokeswoman, alluding to the company rule forbidding night. A handful of LILCO workers were called in at 4 AM to start copyin,
alcohol on its grounds. She called the decision a “ma- the decision, and some key officials were awakened with the news. McCal
jor psychological boost” to the company’s buffeted mo- frey, for example, was called at 6:30 AM at his hotel suite in New Orleans
rale. : where he is attending a conference. '

Originally, the licensing board’s decision was to be At 8 AM, a quick summary of the decisi.on was on the desks of toj
much more. It was originally expected to put LILCO with- LILCO executives, and Pierce said he h&d his secretary call each of the
in weeks of fuel-load and low-power operation. But now, company’s directors. By 4 PM, the news was transmitted to company servict
—Continued on Page 25 representatives over their computer terminals, Although only a handful o

tudy Calls Shoreham
Threat to Home Values

By Robert Fresco Pas-NavepAavY-9]21|83-wED.

Hauppauge — An average holme within 10 miles of Shoreham would lose
7.4 per cent of its value if Long Island Lighting Co.’s nuclear plant opens,
according to a report prepared for Suffolk County and released yesterday.
The report, which was prepared by Union Associates, a Brooklyn con-

The report was based on a poll of 550 Nassau and Suffolk residents
‘taken in May and on a computer analysis of property values in communities
surrounding three operating nuclear-plant sites in New York State, includ-
ing Indian Point in Westichester County. The study cost Suffolk, which
opposes the opening of the plant, $15,000.

The poll found that in terms of having an effect on property values, fear
of a nearby nuclear plant ranked above unhappiness over a noisy airport or
poor local schools but below worry caused by a high neighborhood crime
rate. : .

The computer study concluded that the selling price of the average home

1 sulting firm, and Social Data Analysts Inc. of Stony Brook, “points out the

fallacy in LILCO’s argument that when Shorehamgoes on line, it will bring
a tax bonanza to the public,” Deputy Suffolk County Executive Frank Jones
said. “It turns out for many John Q. Citizens there is an equity loss. We
don’t think people have understood that.”

But LILCO spokeswoman Judith Brabham disputed the report’s find-
ings, noting that the area around Shoreham had continued to grow at a pace
outstripping Suffolk and Brookhaven Town, even though “everyone knew

within the 10 miles of Shoreham would drop 7.4 per cent from $55,936 to
about $51,787 and that the total value of the 173,000 homes within 20 miles
of the plant wquld decline by $41Q million, reducing taxes collected by
school districts and muncipalities by nearly $12 million a year.

At present, the nuclear plant pays almost 90 per cent of local taxes in
the Shoreham-Wading River school district.

The computer study said that said prices are depressed by 16 per cent in
a 10-mile radius around Indian Point, compared with comparable communi-

ties far from the plant. ]

as of 1967 that a nuclear power plant was going to be built in that area”

] ¢ . -
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(APY— Thé head of a spécial
commission looking for a solution to the
financial problems of the Washington

- Public Power Supply System said vester-

day that he was optimistic that an out-
of-court settlement could be negotiated
that would be fair to both ratepayers and
bondholders.

" “The risk of not doing anything 1s far
greater than the risk of any compromise
we may find,” Charles Luce told the Pa-
cific Nortnwest Utilivy Cuiine euce oo
mittee. “We have to be optimistic. If ihe
region pulls together, we can do it.”

Luce, a former chief executive officer
of Consolidated Edison of New York and
administrator of the Bonneville Power
Administration, heads a three-member
“blue-ribbon” commission appointed by

Northwaost movernors thin memaman

The commission is expected to issue
its report on WPPSS in mid-November.

Luce refused (o discuss any recommen-
dations the committee is working on spe-
cifically, but said that any solution would
have to be "comprehensive, looking at all
five plants and all of their problems.”

Luce said a settlement “may not rep-
resent perfect justice, but it could be
fair.”

In the largest bond default in history,
ysiero admitted in duly that
it coula no longer pay the $2.25 biliion
debt on its two terminated nuclear
plants. The default followed court rul-
ings freeing the 88 utilities sponsoring
the plants of their obligations to pay. -

Two other WPPSS plants have been
mothballed and Luce said there may be
nn wavin carpre the financing needad tn

WL By

finish them as long as the supply system
1s in default.

A fifth plant is due to start producing
power next spring.

A number of court suits have been filed
by bondholders and Chemical Bank of
New York, trustee for the bonds sold to
finance construction of the two terminat-
ed plants. Luce said it may take five to 10

years to resolve those suits, cost millions’

of dollars and distract Northwest utilities
from the plarning necesenr
future electric demand will be met.
Luce said in an interview after his
speech that the utilities of the North-
west need to realize that “they aren’t off
the legal hook yet” and eventually could

+ e
oenoure

be ordered by a court to pay the bond-

holders.
"“The Titigation hasn’t stobped: it's just.

anel Chief Is Optimistic

moved from state court to federal court,”’

he said. :

Luce said he has talked with represen-
tatives of Chemical Baiik abuui the uros-
pects of a settlement and was
encouraged by comments of investors at
a recent WPPSS bondholders meeting.

“Chemical Bank said they don’t have
the authority {to reach a settlement], but
the bondholders’ advisory commitiees
would have the political authority to rec-
ommend a gettiement” Luce gaid.

Any settiement would have to be ap-
proved by the courts and would probably

require action by state legislatures or -

Congress.

“Congress will help, provided the
rights of the bondholders are protected
and the taxpayers don't have to pick up
the tab,” he said.

LILCO Survey Downplays Rate Hikes

Wshivtof)a 183 — [/ ED.

lan J. Wax

largest businesses, conducted for the Long Island Lighi.
ing Co., indicates that more than half of the top officials

at 100 of the largest companies in the bicounty regiondo -

not expect the cost of electricity to rise significantly over
the next three years relative to their other costs. But
when asked to cite weaknesses in the Long Island econo-
my. the largest. numher of the LILCO sorvev’s resporn-
dents, 39 per cent, pointed to electricity rates.

The survey results were disclosed yesterday by Rob-
ert Duffy, LILCO vice president for regional affairs and
development, at a meeting of Republic Airport Action,
a business group, at the Pine Crest Manor Restaurant.

The survey, conducted by Decision Research Corp.,
Lexington, Mass., and was based on interviews done
Aug. 10-17 — after the company announced plans for a
phased-in rate increase ot 56.5 per cent.

Fifty six of the officials surveyed said they expect-
ed electricity costs to remain at 5 per cent of their to-
tal operating budgets over the next five years,
according to the survey. Officials at six companies,
including four manufacturers, said they expected
their outlays for electricity 10 exceed 5 per cent of

D

their operating budgets over the next three years.

The survey also found that no more businesses are
s ousy Coiisidoring keaving Naszau-Suffolk this vear
than in prior years. It found that 12 per cent considered
reducing their operations in the region or relocating all
or part of their businesses this year.

“Where are they going to go?” Duffy asked, noting
that other booming regions of the country do not have
the large labor force that is available in Nassau-Suf-
il Pasfly alan apid that electricitvy suovlv in these
regions may not be guaranteed in future years.

But when informed of the survey’s results, others
were not so confident. “Is there something unique about
the [sland that makes it more profitable to operate here
. . . to offset increases in the cost of electricity. These
are imponderables,” said Peter Knickerbocker, indus-
trial development representative at the Jericho Office of
the New York State Department of Commerce. Knicker-
DOCKEr $41a LNAT 11 €1eCiiic cusus are uicreased, aiiy toua-
sion by a company to move out of the region also will
depend 2n other things, such as profit margins.

Noting the preponderance of light manufacturers
in the region, Knickerbocker said, “If, as and when
LILCO’s power becomes a great deal more expensive,
we will find aurselves losing those kinds of industry

e e e

and gaining those which are not power intensive.”

Findings of the LILCO survey appear to contradict
statements by many business executives who previous-
ly have said that they might be forced to move their
firms off Long Island if LILCO rates rise significantly:

“There have been many expressions of concern
about the increased costs of power,” said George Fey,
spokesman for the Long Island Association.

While 39 per cent of the respondents named elec-
tricitv rates as the chief weakness in Long Island’s
economy, 32 per cent cited transportation. T'wenty five
per cent of the respondents cited taxes.

Results of the survey were described by Decision
Research as “highly projective” due to the size of the
sample.

Decision Research interviewed corporate treasurers
and vice presidents for finance, administration, sales
and marketing at 100 of the 500 largest companies in
thic vicouiwy region as determined by Wards Directory.

Duffy, whose job is to-help lure business to Nassau-
Suffolk, said that businesses from outside the region do
not view electricity costs as a drawback in view of other
regional cost benefits, such as lower rents. “When you
put together the mix, we [Nassau-Suffolk] come out
extremely strong line item for line item,” he said.
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In mld-September, the NRC's Atomic Safety and Licensing

are fixed - be licensed for fuel 1oad ‘and low power (to 5%)
testing. : s

¥

LILCO trumpeted the ASLB's ‘decision as a major victory,

Jeif Kluewer

systems,  oibie wie e ool Lk

Sk

But- what does the ruling’ really mean? Can we sit back now,

'“+ plant? Does’the board‘s action mean that Shoreham s full ?
e power operatlon 1s '1nev1table‘? SR

".’ . b

» ‘The ruling is nelther proof of safety nor the end of ‘the
fg%ﬁﬂ;ﬁﬂ:g;:ﬁ: fight, ‘The "NRC ‘did 'as ‘expected: it carried out its mission
Eriands of the Earth _ to llcense - not regulate - nuclear power plants.

Board (ASLB) for Shoreham ruled- that ‘the plant meets nearly
" all NRC safety standards and can - once ‘the diesel generators

AU

S .;"‘. L L .
*ﬁ%&%&mm‘*“ﬂ’*”“‘He“Iaring Ehaf“SuffoIk‘County and“SOC**the~1ntervenors;~had~~w"
R failed to convince' the board of major flaws in plant safety

breathei'a- 319h of relief, ‘and trust that Shoreham is'a ‘safe'

s -*w:ﬂﬁgwummmna The NRC's llcens1ng process has been criticised again and
Hlﬂ.o \7 .
cmmﬁmﬁ&°” .~ “again for its narrowness, bias, and absence of justice. In v
u Fnends of Cle ]
arwater -
8 Mt hv ental 1979, the NRC's own Spec1al Inqulry Group on the TMI acc1dent
4 Council of Ly R concluded‘
"gphthNComx v
VIronme: |
ﬁﬁ:?*owmﬁ?“ mem.— . "In.so_far as the licensing process is ~supposed to
gg&gﬁg&“s prov1de a publlcly acessible forum for the resolu =
Nuclgar Resousce Center tion of all safety issues relevant to the construc -
Nt R y
. ouse 1]
lem&wmmmmd : tion and operation if a nuclear plan, it is a sham. ‘
Resource Center - -
Sa L
nggiwjzmumn " In fact, many major safety issues are out of 1ntervenors'
;grwwwnumme ' reach. The NRC has declared long-standing problems to be
. lwanhaka :
~&nﬂwNumAymﬁN“” generlc", meaning they can be settled on a wholesale basls
"%ﬁi?ﬁﬁﬂﬁ?ﬂ - only, not litigated in individual plant hearings. One of the
;wNmM»gﬁdm = more serious, ATWS (Ant1c1pated Transient Without Scram, or,
1¢i0}

failure to shutdown which could lead to ruptures of the reactor
vessel or piping) has been meandering through the NRC's back

rooms since 1973, Each time an ATWS Task Force is formed and
. comes up with a solution, the 1ndustry cries hardship and the

proposed regulation fades from view. The .latest effort at
L. resolution was prompted by the Salem, N.J, plant accident
h ‘' this February - an‘ATWS event. Yet now, in October - ‘nine
- months later - the new ATWS Task Force has yet to suggest
'1mprovements, Shoreham is free from yet agother critical

The ASLB's decision must be kept in perSpect1V9 The ludi
crous safety flaws at the Diabla Canyon and Zimmer nuclear

x_m;;;:_ plants surfaced only after those boards cerified the. plants

safety” requlrement but —'amazlngly - 'safe' enough to operate.-”
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Tsafe' for low power testing, And, just three months after
TMI Unit 2 was licensed at full power, the Accident occurred,

- Contrary to proponents claims, Shoreham' s operation  is  far

from inevitable. Consider these roadblocks: 1. Intervenors

wWill appeal:the ASLB's ruling, -beyond:the NRC .if necessary;

2. The diesel generators must be repaired or replaced - if

-possible; 3. An acceptable, workable emergency plan must be
- approved-and withstand court appeals before a full power

license can be granted.

.80 hgld..on.. Reserve. your: strengtb. The real. fight hasn‘'t
begun.

SOC s Cohalan Endorsement .

Theough the Shoreham Opponents Coalition has always recognlzed the
value of political and lobbying efforts, we have also taken a middle |
road in election campalgns. We've figured it s enough to let members
know how candidates stand on Shoreham.

Thls year, however, we couldn't afford to remaln dlplomatlcally
neutral On September 26, we endorsed County Executive Peter Cohalan

):.for a second term. We belleve hls leadership is essential in the

fight to stop Shoreham.

Patrick Halpln, the Democratic candidate for County Executive, has
made this election a referendum on Shoreham. He has said the plant°® s
operatlon is "1nev1table" and 1n spite of his doubts about its
safety, that we should give up the flght ' '

This position is not only based on false assumptlons, it's chilling -
ly irresponsible, C1t1zens don't have many rlghts when it comes to
nuclear power, but those we do have we must use to the fullest. '

- Suffolk County's emergency planning fight is no idle argument: if o

we can win a court ruling that supports local government's right
to approve emergency. plans, then communities around the country will’

~have won some greater control over nuclear power.

We've worked closely'with Suffolk County's legal team for the
last year and a half. We're confident they are doing ~ and will con -~
tinue to do - the best possible against LILCO and the NRC,

Use the enclosed bumper sticker as you choose; we're ready to
stand - and vote - by the slogan.

‘* % * % * * * % * * * * * * ok * * %

Candidates for County Legislature

We have polled all 36 legislative candidates on their support of

:Shoreham, County emergency planning efforts, and public power. So

far, of the dozen returns we've received, not a single candidate =~
Republican or Democrat - has agreed with Pat Halpin or supported
Shoreham. If you would like to know how the candidate in your dls -
trict responded, call our offlce - 360~3987 R




A e

gl e e ey . - .
I T e ST gy .
P .

iﬁlur October 5th Citizens Rally at the Colonie Hill attracted 300
' supporters (before the rains) and Governor Cuomo. He spent at least
an hour trying to explain and justify his endorsement of Halpin and
"his call for federal troop involvement for NYS nuclear plants. The
Governor maintains: federal involvement does not mean he's forsaken »
his "no NYS imposition" promise; that some communities may "feel safer" ' )

+«with federal troops around; that federal troops are already stationed

(@t "nuclear facilities" around the country - nuclear weapons facilitiess - *
and, he doesn't know yet if an emergency plan on LI is workable, even

with the Green Berets, |

| l
WRITE CUOMO. » §

'Representative Tom Downey, once a halfhearted ally, now seems |
to be playing politics with this most critical issue. He endorsed his
old friend Pat Halpin. for County Executive and called his Shoreham
‘position "responsible" and "courageous" ({). CALL DOWNEY - 661-6777,

* % % your support and contributions keep us going, * * *
THANK YOU!

- L i uffolk Supervisors |
Ilinois Power Cancels Supervisors

1B Y o
Nuclear Unit, Plans ' "'3%{%?'}3"‘2 gat‘un”y?s’PlanS ' |

s e Cre

. ; yesterday to support the New York Power

TO Take Wnte.Off ] Authority’s plans to'btfi?g two 345-kilovolt power

WAL SReET JAi., E!t P /,’ 9/ 183 . THES, transmission lines across the center of the state, and

BYa Wt Stacer Jormons S meoom also voted to support an application of the telephone

DECATUR, Ill.-Illinois Power Col. offic- corwpany to mal‘xe phone calls from western Suffolk

ially canceled its nuclear-generating unit to New York City locg.l tgther than long distance.

No. 2 at Clinton, 111, where construction has The power authority is seeking support for a

f been halted since 1977 p}an, now before the State Public Service Commis-
i The utility said it will write off its invest- sion, to transmit Canadian hydropower downstate |

ment in the plant over an undetermined pe- via a 200-mile-long transmi
r:xod of years. The amount. between $14 mil-
lion and $22 million after taxes, includes

200 e-lon ssion line. The twin
transmission line is expected to cost $473 million

, ] when completed in 1986,
i charges for canceling fuel-supply and equip- § - An authorit i

4 : , y spokesman told the supervisors
: (? : ;gl?éll purchase contracts, a Spokesman ] ghat the line could save the state’s electric cggwmers
\ - ) : 186 million a year for the next 10 He sai ' r
. Illinois Power suspended construction of TV St : years. He said ;
K unit No. 2 in 1977, after laving the founda- g}eh:}“h%’ty s negotiating with the Long Island :
‘ . tlion.t I_‘hi compan)t' decided that the need for blg aclrltl)gs ]30?,2&12{ at;dbsf&g stzcﬁmli sll)ﬂ?manne caf

electricity ‘wasn't occurring the way we an- . » 0 Nelp bring some o

‘ ticipated it would,” the spokesman said. the hydropower here directly, rather than routing it

Work continues on Clinton unit No. 1,

through New York City.
which is 81_% complete and scheduled to

| County Executive Peter F. Cohalan also asked »
L ol | Py et o b oflrs o sy
ks » i ore the ic Service Commission for a .
f 23 /1S5 PREAL LooD STaws 1| telephone company proposal to expand downstate lo.
cal call areas and expand the "bands” where custom-
o ers can now make local calls.
: Cohalan’s spokeswoman at the meeting said the
changgs.would save Suffolk residents an estimated
§ $60 million a year. —Mitchell Freedman

A RS T— =




oF P15 ION-HILEMR

WHY, WHY wHY
DO WE CONTINUE

7o LooK 4T Mok
AS (F IT Blame(
AUD PANS AND
BLEEDS AND rm’s
AND LOVES AND
SWORES. FeR
/S DEAD-/NANI-
MATE, OUR ONLY
£ ONCETIN SHOURD
BE AFTER HueM
A IFE ! sNOT ER-

@ @n or

FPOAK KIFE=
By PETER SCULLY

Even if Long Island
Lighting Company
customers were forced to
bedr its full cost - now
-eStimated at $3.6 billion -
abandonment of the
Shéoreham nuclear .plant
would raise electric rates
-only six per cent more than
its operation, according .to
a draft report by the staff

of Governor Mario

~Cuomo’'s Shoreham
F’DSED rngADA\/ Commission. ‘

. But the report, the
PER’L oF ¢UR oW subject of widespread

DEVICE—f PLANT
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media attention last week,
was written before an
assistant State Attorney. .
General told the com-
mission that LILCO °
customers could be held
harmless from financial
responsibility if the reactor .. .
were to be abandoned.

An cngoing state Public
Service Commission in-
vestigation of LILCO's
management of the praject
could result in utility in-
vestors being held liable
for a portion of Shoreham
costs. If the ratepayers
were forced to pay for the
reactor, such a finding
would reduce the financial
obligation of the
custorners. One financial
expert told ti.e commission
LILCO could absorb up to
$1 billion of the mce tag

and remam solvent,

Members of the
Shoreham Commission
cautioned that-the report is
only a draft, and is not an

" endorsed conclusion by any

of the 13 members of the .
mel.created by Cuomo to
separate fact from fiction

. in: Jhe ongoing - struggle

over am. The draft
report predicted LILCO's
rates will double by 1988,
regardiess of what happens
to the troubled Shoreham
project.

Many of the conclusions
in the draft report are
based on predictions - such

- as the future growth of |

electrical demand and the !
price of oil - which are said -
to be impossible to verify.
Proponents of the
decade-long nuclear
project have argued it
would cost the region as -
much as $25 billion not to
use the controversial -
reactor. The draft report,
however, found the rate
penalty would be only $780
miilion - the amount of
savings Shoreham is ex-
pected to generate through
displacement of oil burned °
at other plants. . That
number decreases by $i -

*million each day the plant

does not operate.
Smce the report was
cont. on page 5

e aw———
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. written prior to the com-

mission’s last meeting, it
does not take into account
the testimony of Assistant

. Attorney General Jerrold
. Oppenheim and Assem-
blyman George Hoch-

brueckner (D-Port Jef-
ferson Station) who spoke
at that meeting.
Oppenheim said that
under state Public Service
daw, the PSC could force
LILCO investors tb absorb
all of the plant costs unless
it becomes ‘‘used and

" higher

useful’’ in the generation of

electricity.
Hochbrueckner
that Shoreham could be

two new, 400 megawatt
coal plants to replace its
power, because existing
transmission lines could be

argued -

. scrapped without adding

modified to carry twice the

energy they do now. Those
modifications, he said,
would make more upstate
hydropower available than
the commission
assumed.

Reached Friday, Hoch-
brueckner said he plans to
vwrite the commission to
‘‘take out those
replacement plants,”’
which would add $1.5
billion to the abandonment
scenario. ' suspect the six
per cent differential would
ve substantially reduced,”
said Hochbrueckner.

Both LILCO and Suffolk
County, which says the
controversial reactor
should never operate
because it would not be
possible to protect the
public in the event of a
serious accident, claimed
the report’s findings as a
victory. .

Suffolk’s Deputy County
Executive Frank Jones

has. -

" projection as supportive °f | Shoreham Commission is

_ pointed out that the draft

commission report was

developed using Shoreham

related rate hikes totaling |
56.5 per cent, while delays |
resulting from diesel ]
generator problems will

raise that number to over

60 per cent.

‘“The bottom ime is, ~
there is ne economic’
justification for putting .
Shoresham on lire,” said .

Jones. *“To do so would bé |

to foster higher taxes, .
rates, and
depressed economic ac-
tivity on Long Island.”
LILCO has insisted
abandonment would mean
economic disaster, an
argument that is now
wiped out. Suffolk has
argued that electric rates
would not rise above ex-
pected Shoreham related
levels if LILCO investors
absorb nine per cent of the
plant costs, and that .
ratepayers should pay no
part of Shoreham’s price
tag if the plant does not
operate.

LILCO officials, who
predicted rates would rise
18 per cent higher with :
Shoreham off line than with
it in operation, never-
theless saw the com-
mission staff's six per cent '

their position.

“We are gratified the
staff did find abandonment
would be more costly than
operation,” said utility
spokesman Charles Salit.
“We still feel the dif-
ferential would be closer to - -
18 per cent.” Without -
Shoreham in operation,
Salit noted, LILCO would
remain 100 per cent:
dependent on foreign oil for

-tricity. .

LILCO dxsagrees wnt.h
many of the assumptions
used by the state Energy

_Office, Public Service and.

Consumer Protectien
board staffs in compiling"
the report, Salit said.

The report, Salit noted,
does nct project tax in-
creases which would result
from lost Shoreham
revenues in the event of
abandonment. But it did
not project tax increases.
related to Shoreham-
operation, either. In ad-
dition to footing increased
energy costs at home,
LILCO ratepayers would
pay increased taxes due to
increased electric costs in
schools and all other
publicly owned buildings
and streetlights.

While Assembiymae
Hochbrueckner  believes
coal plants would not be
needed to ' replace
Shoreham’s power, and the
commission staff sajd they
would be needed by 1998
Salit said LILCO thinks one
_coal plant would be needed
by 1993,

LILCO also disagrees
with the report's future
projections of the cost of
oil, said Salit.

A full report by the

expected within a matter of
weeks. The pane] is ex.
pected to offer findings, but
Do recommendations to
Cuomo on the safety and
financial aspects of the
Shoreham situation.

the generation of elee<— . 7. o



uffolk Panel OKs
ASherskam.Sdy

finance committee yesterday approved spending.

$250,000 for a study on how to pay for the Shoreham
nuclear plant without causing serious economic dis-
ruption on Long Island.

» The study, to take about eight weeks, will de-
termine how to spread the costs of Shoreham
among ratepayers, stockholders and government
to lessen the fiscal impact of the $3.4-billion
plant. It will attempt to determine how to pay for
the plant if it is abandoned, as the county advo-
cates, or if it opens. )

The measure, which was approved by a 5-0 vote
yesterday, is scheduled to go before the full legisla-
ture in Riverhead next Tueaday. The study was first
&nounwd by County Executive Peter Cohalan on

. 6.

Finance committee chairman John Rosso (R-
Mastic Beach) said the study, to be done by the Man-
hattan accounting firm of Touche, Ross & Co., is
important because, unless the cost.of Shoreham is

-spread out, the plant could “bankrupt the entire
county.” .

LILCO had requested a 56.5 per cent rate hike
m three years, most of which would pay for Shore-

. The Suffolk study is not connected with a
‘'state study commissioned by Gov. Mario Cuoemo.
‘A working draft of the economic cection of that
report gaid the cost of abandoning the plant
‘wonldbeahoutGpueenthigherthanlettingit
go on line. :

_"We feel that spending additional taxpayers'.

‘money for yet another [financial] study on Shoyo-
ham when at least 10 or 11 have been done in the

gast six months is outrageous,” LILCO spokeswom- °

an Judith Brabham said' yesterday. “The oudéon
Burry of activity by the county shortly before elec-
tions points to the political nature
sfficials’] concern.” che added.” -

of their [coupty

- RY-Flig] 9n-505%

By LOU GRASSO

“Governor Cuomo, iet us |

. plan an orderly mesting
 where we can hear each
_ other talk! ... We have

. waited for “#nofiths hoping

~

you would atiend a public

hearing of your Shoreham |

Commission! ... Governor,

do not force us to lay in !
in this

wait for you
desperate kind of con-

frontation! ... Please let us
., Mmeet to discuss the issues |
- fully and understand each
- other!”

Those pleas were voiced
recently by a group of
Suffolk residents opposed
to the opening of the
Shoreham nuclear plant.
They were expressed while
standing in the rain outside
the Colonie Hill: catering

i hall in Hauppauge, where -
: the governor was slated to
' appear at a Democratic

. fund-raising dinner. To his .

!

credit, the governor did
stop and talk to the

© - protestors who awaited his

I
i
.5\

. arrival, discussing with

these very concerned in-
dividuals this most im-

o i Pportant issue. To his credit,

I LS
= ,:“_ﬁés%fﬁonumaa ;

with those out in the rain,

‘while the members of the

Democratic Party and °

their supporters waited for

i the governor ingide.

~ Shoreham problem and of  mind up coout the fature of
! how N.Y. State and Suffolk - Shoreham and his stanes
County can best cooperate  on the isguz, why doesn’t he
_to serve the psople.” . take the ime to come to

" Governor Cuomo has | Long Islcad to listen to the

- found the time to come to | pleas of the public

*“In our extemporaneous, .

rain-soaked discussion
. with you out on the road,
i._the crowd could barely

t

alone go into any depth,
and but few were even able
to hear the discussion it-
‘self. That is why psople in
the crowd repeatedly
called out to you,” Fred
Adler, chairman of the

touch” upon and express
their many concerns, let

—_y

North Fork Opponents of -

" Nuclear Exposure (NONE)

id in a recent letter to the -

igovernor. -

Adler added: “Because
‘of the gravity of our
- situation, the people of
Suffolk County do not
regard your Shoreham

" Task Force as a cubstitute

for your personal presence,
Time is running out and we
urge that without further

delay you and our county -

government meet in a
- public forum on L.I for a
full discussion of the

- a8 Mr.

Long Island on several
occasions - in recent mon-
ths, but outside of the brief

to chat with

stops -

protestors at Democratic
affairs, he hasn’t found
time to listen to the public.
He attended no public

hearings held by his own

Shoreham Commission,
but did find time to speak

with the leaders of the Long ;

Island Association, who are
strong proponents of
LILCO and the Shoreham -

piant. He found the time to

speak to deily newspaper
publishesrs at Montauk, and
time to vigit Long Island to
participate in political
functions. But, un-
fortunately, no time for the
very public whose lives will
be most impacted by his :
ultimate decision on -

Why not a public forum,
Adler has

cuggested? Nowv! Before

the governor makes his |

i regarding an issue that

threatens #heir future, and

-the future of our county?

Governse Cuomo has it
within his grasp to- become
known as a man who

" responded to the pleas of

the publicte be heard, or he
can become known as a
governor who listened only
to the weices of big
business,. ¢gsting aside the

. views of tt:s people. He can
 become pgo-people, a

defender of their welfare.
Or he can pe the voice of
big bucks.

-He strikes us as a man
who is honagt decent, and
caring. One tvho will surely

. take a littletme, as he did
. with the busijess leaders,

to bear firsehond the very
real concerns of all the

. people, the men, women
- and childres, of Suffolk

County. .
If be is vhat we hope ho

is, he will gwely hear our

plea. ;

VBeE 86" Mhe Fants 78 RexPovD 76 Loy coorre’s £ ETTER') 08 OcTOLER SIF, 7He Doy T(ve}

(7Y G/30 LEVTER YO THEGOVERNGR IV THE RAIN 45 COLONIE HI14L . 1T asKep uper 75 ;_
FOR /W SWERS T2 U3, Yl onp Ve (s5e3 0,57 79) "AS OF +9/27, ko Resry yer. 1 Codimk |
THAT ToDPYs /1L /S SLOWER THAN THE Pony EAPREES, We BHPTeT T80 SHAFT (Tis SAUT ”’9
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Gov. Mano Cuomo at "town meeting” held at C.W. Post in Greenvaie
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By Michael D’Antonio

Greenvale — Declaring the Long Island
Lighting Co.’s proposed 56.5 per cent rate
hike request intolerable, Gov. Mario
Cuomo promised yesterday that state ac-
tion weuld hold the increase, mostly to
pay for the Shoreham nuclear power
plant, “to a lot less than 50 per cent.”

Cuomo, appearing at a “town meeting”
#. Long Island University's C. W. Post
Canter yesterday, repeated his concerns
abut the nuclear plant, reaffirmed his
pledge to close a state prison facility at
Pilgrgm Psychiatric Center and promoted
his $1.25-billion bond issue for repairing
New York’s transportation networks.

While the questions from the press and
an audience of more than 200 covered a
wide range of issues, Shoreham dominat-
ed the 90-minute forum. The governor re-
fused to outline his plan for the

controversial plant, whose opening. Suf-.

folk County officials oppose, insisting that
he should wait for the ﬁndmgs of a com-

t 96.5% Hike

-—/n/aa/m -MOoNe,

ion now studymg the facidity. The
panel’s report is due by Nov. 1, he said.
However, Cuomo did oppose the three-
year, 56.5 per cent rate increase Long Is-
land Lighting Co. says it needs te pay for
the nearly completed plant, whese cost
was most recently estimated at 83,4 bil-
lion. He suggested that company ‘share-
holders might pay for a portien of the

_plant, that less-expensive power frem oth-

er regions be brought to Long Isfand and
that, if the state Public Service Commis-
sion finds mismanagment to blame for the
plant’s escalating cost, the utility bear
more of the burden.

While the PSC is still invegtigating
whether there was mismanagement,
Cuomo said, “I would have to bling at re-
ality not to see there is a serious question
of how the [LILCO} management has be-
haved.” And, Cuomo told the puklic fo-
rum, which was sponsored by the
university and Newsday, “A 50 per cent

—Continued on Page 15

oreham Dominates LI ‘Town Meeting’

"Cuomo heard the only boos of the

-increase is\j
‘utterly in erable.”

thing new,” LILCO spokes- -
woman J
racting to Guomos statement. “No au-

it has, thus'far, turned up evidence of -

an mpmdedt investment. Mario has

nortofaaxdthatbefore We don't want to

gee Long Island ratepayers pay a 56 per

\ Hickman said last night, -

“ cent increase either. That's why it’s di-

outofthequestxon.ltns “dedlnhthMyeamButthmmhap-

nmganywheretherelsammorplant
under construction.” .

__The governor also said he would resist
any efforts to obtain a temporary, low-
power operating license for the plant, :
which a federal panel has said LILCO is
entitled to once it clears up problems °
with it§ emergency diesel generatora.

afternoon when he addressed the issue of ¢ occupancy rate for all state prisens and
the Brentwood prison. He said, a8 his . o rt orders to use the Pilgrim site.
| aides have said before, that court-or- ~ () gther issues, the governer opposed
| dered increases in the prison population, a Board of Regents proposal te iengthen
i and opposition to his prison construction | g.hool days and the school year. He said
program, mean he won't meet the June, | tho idea is too costly and prefers "that we
1984, deadline he set earlier for closmg | to use the time in achool we have
| the fac:hty While several citizens | patior” Cuomo called for more. federal
_pressed the governor on the issue, he | 44 1o education and he prowised in- -
+ #aid he is confounded by a 117 per cent  ¢reased state funding for college loans.




Nersday Environment Writer :
Federal aud?fom have cent to U.S. nuclear inv?ig-
gatawy evidence of potentinl criminal wrongdoing or oth-
er willful violaticas of fedoral codes by the maker of the
Shoreham nutlear plant's diecel generators, top Nucle-
ar tory Commission officials said yesterday.
officials declined to detail the evidence against
Transamerica Delaval, the manufacturer. But Uldis
Potzpovs, the NRC's chief auditor of reactor equipment
vendors, said the potential violations include “inconsis-
tercies in documentation” in manufacturing and qual-
ity control at Delaval's Oakland, Calif,, plant.

"'Ifweﬁndknowingand:]illﬁxlviolntiom. .d.or
we vefer it to the Office of Investigations,” Potapovs
said. The investigations office can suggest that the
coptpany be fined or that the cage be referred to the
Jusgee Dspartment for prozecution.

Officials of Delaval yesterday declined to comment,
as they have since the main engine shafts of Long Is-
land Lighting Co.’s three back-up diesel generators at
Shorebam were found cracked in August. LILCO is.ex-
tepsively investigating the failures, which will delay
the opening of the practically completed, $3.4-billion
reactor at least six months and add at least $250 mil-
lion in interest charges to the plant’s cost. -

- LILCO was unsure yesterday how the new investi-

s et e

gation will affect its diecels. “From our perspective, it's
getting more and more into a national arena,” said Jan
Hickman, a LILCO cpokeowoman. Ths utility bas or
dered three new diesels from another menufecturer,

Colt Industries, but thace units ara not ccheduled to

arrive for nearly 10 monthsi = -
forfnding aud Toporting s semey el pope?
or i reporting itg many di ema.
The NRC’s licencing branch, ile, has in-
formed the-five NRC commirsioners of the many prob-
lems with Delaval diesels at U.S. reactors over the past
fews yearo. Those problems have “reduced the stafPs lev-
el of confidence in the reliability of all [Delaval] die-
sels,” NRC licensing director Darrell G. Eigenhut said
in a memo dated Oct. 21.
Delaval has made about 30 diesels — nesded to

. safely shut reactors when offsite power is lost — for

U.S. nuclear plants. Only two have been installed in
operable plants — Southern California Edison’s San
Onofre 1, currently shut for other repairn, and Micaio-
sippi Power & Light's Grand Gulf 1, which started up
last month and is now in low-power testing. Both have
had various minor problems similar to Shoreham’s, but
not failures of the engine crankshafis.

A Grand Guif spokesman yesterday said that the
utility has “reasonable confidence” the Delaval diesels
will work correctly. But Thomas Novak, the NRC's as-
sistant director for licensing, said in a separate inter-

view t.h#t “it’s otill an open duesﬁon" whether the unm

-can operate cdequately. N
- The problems with Delaval diessls at Shoreham or'

othernmlearphnbmdudebmkenwaterpump:nnd
bearing probi

A top Delaval official has admitted that ixzﬁnper;
une,

manufacture cangsd coms of the problems. As
Dehmmmdudmﬁmm&!nﬁmdw
cod=0, more twice as many as the cecond-highest
violator, Fairbanks Morse, which has supplied diessls
to slightly momdltll.:. :;.ctors._

Potapovs sai evidence given investigntors was
found during thres ingpections at Delaval’s Qakland
plant since July. The first, from July 13-15, found an-
other 12 violations, although most twere minor. They
included failure to document that incoming parts mst
requirements and to notify the NRC of problems at
tained by Newrday yesterday, also criticirad Delaval
for apparently failing to correct engineering and as-
sembly problems on three water pumps that failed on
the Shoreham diessls. :

“While there is no single thing we have found that
would lead us to seriously question the equipment”
Potapovs said, “when you have a cumulative set of

many problems, it points to ineffective quality control; -
you then have a generic concern about the product.”

————

Diesels Stir New Probe -

- - gy . ’
NRC fails to respondto Gov. Cuomo's letter
(X 7 & >V B —

" Fe P tetier sagery. 1a fuly, the
utility-controlled and ' governor -wrote to the.
implemented plan and | agency urging that con-
cited 34 defects, including | sideration of a low-power!
| the fact that the Long | license for Shoreham beI
' suspended until emergency!
were

the emergency planning ; resolved. He garnered
zone. , considerable media at-

ByPETERSCULLY _
TheNuclear Regulatory “yprealistic” and absurd. '

Commssion has yet He vowed to fight to
replied & Governor Mario ' prevent federal approval of |
Cuomo's October 5 ieiier . the plan for Shoreham.
asking the federal agency
to reject outright Long| Claire Miles said the
Island Lighting Company's | Cuomo letter **will be |
emergency plan  for | responded to, in time.” |

NRC  spokesperson

“questioned

OrD — WL

Island Expressway - a key
evacuation route - bisects

planning issues

- publi¢ statement on the

Shoreha.m, a Cuomo aide
said Frpday.
The governor, in his first

issue, had called upon the
NRC 40 discard LILCO's !
plan ¢o have 1,300 em-:
ployees implement a
utility-controlled effort, |

The Federal Emergency | Cuomo has called for the tention.
Management Aggenc;, . establishment of a Federal i But the NRC wrote back
(FEMA), meanwhile, ; Radiological Emergency : that a letter to the agency
continues its full-scale: Team te implement | Was not the proper forum
review of the LILCO plan, | emergency plans at all of | for Cuomo to express his
having been directed to do | the state’s nuciear plants. - concerns and urged hnn tol
5o by the NRC. Anti-Shoreham  groups ~send a representative tof

An earlier, less stringent | are watching for the NRC Shqreham’s licensing
review of the plan ! response to Cuomo’s latest hearings. But Cuomo never

and his views

despite the media play they| those words.”
received.

at Shoreham until the; slated for December 5.
emergency planning issues; Cuomo

member of

Long Island some action to expected sometime
make his strong words November.

— mean something. We are
followed up on the matter, hopeful he will not
never; dissapoint us, that there
became part of the record,| will be action to follow

Suffolk officials, who are

“The governor bas in-| also fighting the LILCO
dicated he has very strong plan, have vowed to get the
views with respect to not{ state involved in upcoming
wanting to see fuel loaded! hearings on the plan, nows

‘ : spokesperson
is resolved.” said Leon' Betsy Weiss said any
Campo of Mount Sinai, a future action by the state in
Cuomo’s the matter will depend on
Shoreham Commission. the NRC response to
**He now owes the people of Cuomo’s letter, which is

» ¢

- .
-



.« despite the exsstence of a

_‘safety which have not been
““aiiswered,” said Lawrence.

)

Suffollk claims R

 7e~ SUFFOLK [P =10 /54 (B9 - WEDNID,
‘g!Zme,scmv. - Coe’ ,. an aitorney -
. With the fiiing of an 89 representing Suffolk in the
pege briel, gitorneyn for  Shorehom cnse.

‘Buffolk County last sreek

‘initisted on appeal of 8 soid he hod nol rend the
Nuclear Reguiatory  county :
‘Commission  licensing e input -from utility ai-
“board’s partia) decision in . - torneys,: termed the, filing
favor of licensing the = ‘“rubbish.”” K& . = -
Shoreham mnyajear. plont. = Among other points in

In the brief - basically a
- Bst of faults the county

Y :
.%’taﬂ .members joined -

T

g

ﬁ@@ﬁ@ﬁ@@ﬁg , @ {f@@ |

" Suffolk officials and)

-mencgement . ottitude by

Conran, whe criticized the © | Goverrar Mario Cuomo | LILCO with respect to
:NRC 23 well for fafling to ~ [hove Gppssed Jow-pover Quality Assurapee.” -
‘resolvé . gnfety - issues | operntion of the plant until | In onother - of the' 150

-containéd in & post-Three

Mile Island pction plan. * . - | problems are resotved, | charged the panel “erred
LILCO witnesses.argued - |.arguing thot - radioactive | - in falling to find thot there
they did not understand the -, - contamination of the plant | .nzeds to be o full 'physical .

‘termh, but ingisted the plant | would nesdletaly add $250 inspection and design

could be rum safely without
the list. L
The Suffolk papers also

federal agency's licensing
appeals board, which will
decide on a r{gponse.

l_é}“We think #he licensing
ward repeatedly bent over
backward to achieve a
fibding in LILCO's favor,

The staff member,
James Conran, shocked all
parties in the licensing
hearings last April when he
urged Shoreham not be
licensed until a list of the
o ‘important to safety’
.record full of guestious on

items had been compiled. -
On the day before the end .-
. of the hearings, other NRC

.. County executive chose not to attend a

YFPRTE TP OOTBEAER 1954
UWE STTLL 4171 OUVR TEF

~

panel debate taped for television yester-
day on the Shoreham nuclear power
plant, rather than sit on the same side
with a high-ranking Long Island Light-
ing Co. official.

.. Assemb. Patrick G. Halpin (D-Lind-
henhurst), vho is running against in-

cdmbent Republican Peter F. Cohalan,

s3id he turmed down the invitation
frot Channei 21 when he discovered

the format would have him on a psnel -

‘| emergency « planning

miliion to its cost if

\abandmd‘ it were

- charges, Suffolk attorneys

review of the Shoreham
pant.” .

Citing repented findings

Recently, mahy elected

i _aueggare coptained in the . panel bhed. ruled  LILCO’s foulted the NRC - for of poor housekeeping and . officials have renewed the
decision' - attorneys for . . lack of eoncensus with NRC . “failing to "order .. a -f| general sloppiness by il  cal foi un  inGependeni
S}xffolk charge the licen-  staff on the use of the term deailed; - objective _cost NRC, the county papers - inspection of the reactor.
8ing board ignored portions “important .to safety" benefit ‘balancing’” of the f| charge that the licensing  *  In 1982, LILCO paid for a
of ‘the record misstated - “should not stand in the way economic. impact of panel “‘erred in failing to $2 million “‘independent
facts, and mpde multiple  of licensing, despite one allowing . Shoreham to find” that the problems verification® of the plant
&rors in repghing their - stafl member's testimony operate at low power and “constituted a pattern of ... which gave it “a clean bill

. decision. . that the utility . “‘does not then nbandoning, the violations ond were in-  of health despite the
" NRC spokesman John .understand what . is reacior. ' dicative or poor finding of about $1 million
Kopeck said the document  required minimally for o : '
will be reviewed by the  safety.”” - '

Halpin, Obiegts to Debate Teammate:

and a pro-nuclear scientist, Vance manded.
Sailor. Joseph Novarro, assistant to
LILCO Chairman Charles Pierce, stood
in for Uhl, and he and Sailor faced the
anti-Shoreham team: Cohalan; Herb
Brown, the attorney representing Suf-
folk in its legal battle to keep Shore-
ham closed; and Nora Bredes,
executive director of the Shoreham Op-
ponents Coalition.

Halpin said he decided not to attend -
because he did not want to sit on the side

thority.

" in needed changes. Saffex
“officials, armed with fet
7 taspiifom  the  company
“ wiich verformed the woyx
“for LILCO, charged the
~ utility had been nssured pf
& positive finding. - !

Two' months after the
report- wos ‘released, aw
NRC inspection team cited
the utility for aumerous
inotnlices  of constiruction
code violations and generat
sioppiness ot the job site
The inspection also fount

" an abundance bf items hac!
. been rejected at the time of

find} inspection, even

" though they had previousiy

been decepted as proper fry
LILCO wspectors.

»

Cohalan has said Shoreham cannot
open safely and should be mothballed.:
Halpin says it is- inevitable that the!
plant will open and the county should’
stop fighting it. But he also criticize§
LILCO management and says the plant
should be run by the State Power Au-

Tne Channei 21 pméram will nat be
broadcast until after the election.

~—Miriam Pawel

EFFORTS A7 Avy RUSE 7% ANY Lo, INTER-
ED/IBTE, OR REGULAR POl ER LISENSE,
WE MUST foT Lose 5/@H T oF FTHE FACT

UPPATE 7O OCToBER JI8% AHLFPIY

Gi#T™ ONCE RADIANT, WE HE 'y A STIeKy

oNCE WAS oNe oF US. T Nos
ORSERVE THAT HI5 P/RE FRE=
DrcTiov HAS Vo YE7 CovE 7O

TAR-BABY N oUR HANES,
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River Breeder Reactor yesterday, voting §6-40 agaigst

spending $1.5 billion to complete the nuciear power -

project that proponenus cluimed held the promise of an
Anéxhausgtible supply of enerey.

 The project, on the Clinch River near Oak Ridge,
Tenn., has already cost $1.7 billion in tax dollars. Crit.
ics have charged for years that the reactor, which
would “breed” more nuclear fuel thsn it consumes, is
fdangerous, a waste of money and obsolete.
| . Afler the vote, Senate Majority Leader Howard H

er Jr. (R-Tenn.) one of the project’s most ardeni

wupporters, admitted defeat. “I sincerely regret the loss
of this amendment, but it is lost,” he told the Senate.

S @gﬂﬁnch River Breeder Reactor

ill';t.he. reactor; Sen. Alfonse D'Amatn (R-N.Y.) voted
against killing it. \
Supporters took the $1.5 billion spending proposal
4 the floor as a gamble to complete the project in seven |,
years, Congress had refuséd 15 provide 2 simafler, cne-

~-year appropriation in a routine 1984 spending bill. The

overall price tag for the breeder reactor, including pri-
vate money, was put at $4.2 hillion. President Reagan:
also supported the project. B

Sens. Gordon Humphrey (R-N.H.) and Dale Bump-/
ers (D-Ark.) led the fight against the measure. The
critical vote came on a motion to table, the com-
mittee recommendation to include the money.

gress have gained strength cech year. It received f=on.
ey last year only when Baker mustered a ome-vote
margia in the Seaate. ) :

Supporters claim that breeder reactors, already in
operation in France and the Soviet Union and unde:
construction in Japan and Weat Germany, premise a
limitless supply of energy. They produce more fuel than
they consume, using nuclear waste to produce pl usoni-
um 239. That keeps the reactor going and ipcan giso be
used to make nuclear weapons. . - &

As the project’s ‘estimated cost rose from:$§00 mil-
lion in 1970 to $4.2 billion, the industsy’s share re-
mained frozen at about $300 million. Congress yoted

“One of these days, I think we will regret not having an’

entry in this field. But the Senate has spoken. I will not

prolong this debate.”

Sen. Daniel Patrick Maynihan (1).N V) votad to

[ 4
By PETER SCULLY

Patchogue - As part of a

widespread effort to garner-

support for the project.

‘New York Power Authority

.representatives last week

briefed the  Suffolk

. Supervisors Association on

the proposed 345-kilovoll

Marcy South transmission

- line, touted as a means of

obtaining .increased

. amountg of cheap and

abundant Canadian

hydropower for Long
island. ‘

Following a five-minute

- slide show and after asking

a ;few ,questions, ine

.uﬁervﬁn agreed to

, actively support the plan,

“as have the Long Island

,Assaociation and the

-Riverbead and lslip town

-The $374 million- tran-

. Smission line project could

save New York censumers

. _$186 million a year by

“«aid Michael Fiumarelli, a
PASNY

" termed ‘‘the Canadian

" -connecting

: electricity PASNY is to

. Quebec between 1884 and
C 3997,

_expected (o

OPEC,” he told

tricity with hydropower,

spokesman.
“Canada is a far more
reliable partner _than °
Supervjsors.

The Marcy South line,
connection”” in PASNY’s
campaign for support,
would stretch 199 miles,
lower New
York State with northern
areas and Canada. The line
would allow for increased
distribution of some 111
bDilion Kilowatt bours oi

receive from Hydre-.

" The state Public Service
Commission has been
hearing testimony from
Be bl PRy s e

UG SURBRLITIS &nd Op-

poneats of the plan and is 1
render a !

The vote apparently ends a battle that has raged '
more than a decade. President Jimmy Carter tried to
scuttle Clinch River with his first veto, but succeeded

. only in mothballing it temporarily. Opponente in Cog.

S&np@wﬁggt_r;s; nggﬂ« @ amn

P15y -SUFFLK L1
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by the fall of 1984. Con-
struction could be com-
pleted by 1986, Fiumarelli
said,

On the other hand, the
PASNY spokesman said,
modifications to an

b existing line beneath  the

Long Island Sound, which
wauld  make larger

"amounts B upstate power
available to the Nassau- §

Suffolk region, could not be
completed until 1990. “I.
don’t think they could be
completed concurrently,”
he maid. ) -
has "~ ealled .fqr. . 3ibe
upgrading of - the
cross-Sound .4

he says could provide Liong

Istand with an additional |

340 megawatis by 1987,
eliminating the: peed 405
replacement copl planla i}

I mare” attiactive,

Fiumarelli said PASNY
has offered to undertake

pletion date would alleviaie
the need for replacement
coal plants, making -a
bruechner said. - - -

- . Hochbrueckner, . -too,

-endorped the Marcy Soyth
_Project. as ''g -pecessary

‘ingredient” in - Long

- Island's energy future.

As part of the effort to get
permission for the Marcy

South line from the PSC,

the cross-Sound upgrading |

HOCh'_‘

the power authority must
show statewide public need
for the project.

Support from downstate

The' pew fme would

‘Tequire-the creatiop of 42

mileg of new rights-of-way,

‘while using .a_tatal: of 160

earlier this year to cut off funding unless private indus-
try picked up more of the tab, but industry wanted
guarantees of col
days Bl

to transmit hydropower

v e toid "fﬁ_; decision on the applicati Shorefam is  abando
"displacing oil-fired” ‘elec- 3

ntinued financing, 4leqding to yester-

property owners and pay ;
all future taxes while -
allowing the owners to
retain use of k> property.

- estimaled at $174 million - | and Long Island officials The slide presentation
as well, but he disagreed | could be seen a5 a coun- _. viewed by the Supervisors
with - Hochbrueckner’s ! terweight to objections Associatien showed
projection that the work | from upstate farmers and children playing and
could be completed before | eavironmentalists who - farmers farming beneath
0. .. ..o .| ‘conose the project on en- existing lines and agsured
. But ‘even a 1990 com- | .yypenmsetrdgrounds. viewers no gdverse health

effects or decreases in real-

estate yalues would result,

* from the lige.

miles of existing rights-of-

‘way. )
In an effart to mitigate -
objections .to ‘theplan,

any condemned land from

The line, Fiumarelli said,
would dispiace 11 million
barrels of ofl a year, and

‘would- “buy us time to

ma .. decide whepe we want to
PASNY has offered to-buy

" plants.”

build . new generating,

ey

-3




e . Krthur McComb, 30 Kirby Lane, -
L . Lake Ronkonkcma, N. Y. 11779 12/12/83.

L : OPEN LETTER TO ALL MEDIA EDITCRS : RE: ABANDONMENT, SHOREHRI NUKE.

Honorable Mario Cuomo, Governor, State of New York, : My letters 7/19, 8/15, Sfo,

Executive Chambers, 1350 Avenue of the Americas,. 9/30, 10/11 unenswered and
New York, New York 10019, » not acknowledged, either,

Truth may be boring, renetitious over eternity, but to avoid rehash ié to avold truth,

Fissien-nuclear power plants are inherently dangerous. Radio-nuclides in the order of
10 billion may release from one plant in one entirely possible accident. They kill.
They maim. They are incident to cancer et al, over many years. They render all con-
strction, buildings, homes, roads, to all stages of danger from forever useless to -
maybe retrievable, Most plant and insect life could die, as well as wild and tame
animals and birds, and the human race, no matter how helpless or vigorous one may be.
Tnnocent youth, the aged and other helpless adults is the most horrible slaughter.

T anm not & physicist ner any other lettered person, just high school physics and chemis-
trv, but in my.highly active 65 years in Suffolk (Brookhaven Town) as a family man in
civics and politics, I gleaned the above from & plethora of articles and literatures

and trousands of hours listening at sessions, hearings of all kinds, over ninety on the _
Shoreham subject, where experts, scme worldwide, spoke under oath, and are now on record
ax T am, %hy must we continue this charade when our libraries are ncw choked with truth? °
Y have dedicated myself to the Shoreham nuclear plant subject for the past fifteen years.
TUE STPONGEST PRIMA FACIE EVIDENCE OF THE ABCVE TRUTH IS THE INSISTANCE BY THE NRC THAT

K VIORKABLE EVACUATION PLAN BE IN FLACE BEFCRE LICENSING: WE MUST ABANDON SHCREHAM:

Fearinos we have had tco many. Facts we have enough - more than enough. I cannot bring
myself to believe that fellow humans can let our peoples government inflict such horrible
b ~ risk on those who live near to the plant site. NRC knows? Hence, evacuation insistance.

T Y em an active voluntary fireman, and have been for forty years. I have three grard-

daughters &nd a legally blind wife. I have & daughter, son in law and many relatives,
¥nowing what I know of the intrinsic terror within nuclear fission power productior,

T would quickly try to tske care of my own before running around on & LIICC wild guose

T truly believe fission proponents are blinded by some self interest. Governor,

Ché;seo
POWER IS NCOT VICRTH THE PRICE WE MUST PAY!

" bring the people to their censes.

An accident, as Milton Levenson said in the November
"Je’ve had hundreds of accidents” and “I’m not saying
that sccidents wont hanpen. or that thev wont destroy. power nlants”. He is the president
of the Bmerican Muclear Society. While acdmitting the above, he leans to optimism. But,
Robert Bernero, an ¥RC enaineer directing reevaluation of NRC source terms, believes he
understates; "I agree that the risks have been exaggerated. But not the 1000 times, only
19". T took this from Page 44, "Meltdowns Rcknowledged”, November 1983 Science Digest. _

This story needs much more space,
Science Digest, must be expected.

PLEASE, COVERNOR, ANSWER MY LETTER3. I HAVE CHARGED THAT WE IN NEW YCRX STATE, ESPECIALLY
ON LONG TISLAND, HAVE BTEN SNOOKERED BY DENIAL CF DUE PRCCESS, RANK PREJUDGEMENT, AND A :

| CONFUSTON OF MOSTLY UNNECESSARY SD-CALLED ~HEARINGS™, PCOR ATTENDANCE CF PAKELISTS, POCR
o RFPRESFNTATICN OF SUFFOLK AND NASSAU HEAVILY WEIGHTED “~PRO” SHCREHAM: LAST BUT NOT LEIf-f'ﬂ';
! R RARRAGE OF HFAVILY SLANTED NEVS REPORTING, NEWSDAY, NEWS AND TIMES. GIVE US A BREAK.

" (ooles to Elected Officials. A

‘ rthur McComb.
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‘Heonorable Mario Cuomo, Covernor, State of New York, Public Hearing, Islip Arts Bldg. " 7
, s Ee e ' Suffolk Ccunty Community College.
‘Dear Governor Cuame,. _ RE: Abanconment Shoreham Plant.

A I I

| RS

aad it

‘Prom listening all this week to daily sessions of LILCO . Suffolk County cross examining -
each other’s witnesses, it seems that-'tho proposod advisories of LERO, the LILCO motley ™ ¢
nuclear-fission disaster crew,now only on paper, in an incidsnt seems toc assume that, in
evary cage, they are smart:r than all residents. In other words, that everyone else "~ '
knows leas. That no one else knows what to do, better than LILCO’S LERO. I don’t buy iti:

-

Thig 19 whot they tell the three- judge NRC Licensing Board. Certainly we cannot give to
LFRO, a commercial squad, police power constitutionally in Town and County hands, to'pre~-t
vent residents from preserving and protecting their own families, homes, land values and.
belongings. This big-brother rule usurping constituted authority locks to me os the way
Russia or other dictatorship would take over. Certainly not every resident can be charace:

o {4 g
LILLC’S LERO must restrain their actions by unconstitutional police power.

N

t o .. ~
'F gqir need’ executive action of elective officials. I talk of a happening so terrible

and so possible that NRC demands & workable evacuation plan in place for licensing. _
Yesterdey, Dr. D. S. Moleti, a LILCO expert witness said, under cath, *---- hard to con- .
vince ne_'ople‘ whe are old that something terrible is happening®, on warning the public., =~

¥hat a terrible thing we in EPZ must do, and for what? To have a nuclear-fission plant; . .-,
not needed 'and not wanted? To gather what we can find of our families and run, leaving .
ou‘r}-omes and belongings, our lifetime earnings, to the mercy of pillagers, and upsét
dovernment, to a nolice riddled with tle same disunity of homes and families as we are,
to leave homes at the mercy of no fire protection with firemen also upset as we and pol- .
fce ara? "To leave and go to another area just as upset, unless we are convinced to so- .’
cAlled' “take shelter” by a business fix;xfn squad? W}}at of warehouse and store merchariq’isé?“'

L
e
-

ST s

To ignore freezing, raining, snowing, ‘s’ileet, ice storms, windstorms, earthguake, floods,

night or:daytime? We are asked to take this Russian Roulette risk with babies, elderly, -
infirm, 111, halt, Blind, deaf, pregnant, or on life ‘sustaining apparatus. What if 10 . 7 %
or more inches of snow is‘ h the ground? (or less?) We are asked to sacrificé»also other
1ife:than human, wild and tame, amimal and vegetable and fish and birds and insects:and : :7¥
othefr in the food chain. Ve are asked to destroy our values, real estate etc,for indefi<
nite periods, or forever -- all of which can happen, depending on the chamber of the -

~Ruggion-Reulot te-pivtol-which-comoo—cpe—No- expert -v&i11- poy - that-oush digaster cannot. ../ 3

follgwaa_'.;nqqlgar incident., None can escape that monster cutely called “the agent” in <.
profensional discourses, but which is, in lay terms, “the plume”. It can happen. - - =
co. P/ﬂ' 75.44 ELECTYTD arFic/aLs, | /,4”, 7 ‘ _
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Newsday’s recent editorials recommending against
the scrapping of Shoreham are based on serious mis-
¢onceptions regarding:

© utility and bankruptcy law,

© the financial and economic costs of opening or
abandoning Shereham, and

@ the options which would be foreclosed or pre--

served if Shoreham is abandoned.

First, Newsday is wrong in declaring that New
York precedent entitles LILCO to full recovery of its
Shoreham investment plus a return on that investment
if the plant was considered reasonable and pruuent at
the time it was conceived and-constructed.

The "used and useful” principle, which is reoog

. nized by most public utility commissions and is consis- |

tent with Supreme Court precedent, allows share-
holders to recoup their investmenhts in a plant and earn
a specified return only if it is operated. It is sheer specu-
lation to assume that New York would depart from the
*used and useful” principle and aliow LILCO to recover

return if the plant is abandoned.

Second, Newsday errs in stating that Shoreham
was eonstrucbed with the state’s blessing and encour-
agement and was granted all the necessary state per-
mits. The state had no jurisdiction over Shoreham, and
LILCO needed no state permit to build Shoreham. The
Public Service Commission belatedly instituted the
rate base prudency investigation in response to News-
day’s series on Shoreham’s construction mismanage-

NEWSDAY, MONDAY, JUNE 4, 1984

then the PSC’s only intervention in the Shoreham pro-
ject was its mindless granting of rate increases to pro-
vide LILCO with cash flow reliefto keep it aﬂoat while
making no effort to cap its costs.

Third, Newsday simplistically accepts speculation
on the risks of a LILCO bankruptcy primarily from the
investors who gambled on making a profit from Shore-
ham. They now fear financial losses and want the rate-
payers f pick up the cost of Shoreham’s abandonment.

Touche Ross, one of the most respected major ac-
counting firms of this country, has concluded, after an
exhaustive study, that bankruptcy (if it resulted from
abandonment) can be managed with financial reorga-
« nization to prevent unreasonable rate escalation. This

means it is possible to equitably allocate the loss
. among the stockholders, investors, creditors and cus-

all.or even part of Shoreham’s $4.1-billion cost plus a |

ment and its ballooning costs. Unfortunately, until }

tomers of LILCO, and-to do s0 in a  way that treats the
ratepayers preferentlally

bankruptcy. It can do 8o by agreeing to abandor Shore-
ham and to immediately negotiate a financial reorgani-
zation with all interested parties. However, if LILCO is
intransigent in clinging to Shoreham end is forced into -
bankruptcy, ratiorfMty will ultimately prevail under
the bankruptcy court and a plan for the abandonment of
Shoreham and equitable allocation of the loss.
Fourth, Newsday engages in voodoo economics
when it argues that abandonment of Shoreham would
cause the permanent loss of millions in local property
taxes. Who pays these local taxes? Obviously all of LIL-
CO's customers, spread over itd’entire service area, as
part of their electric bills reimburse LILCO for its pay- '
ment of local property taxes to particular school dis- -
tricts and local government8. Thus, LILCO’s payment
of local taxes is simply a transfer from and redistribu-
tion of revenues paid by al] of its customets. L
Therefore, discontinuance of such payments is a
loss for a few but a savings for all. It eliminates unfair
subsidy of a few taxpayers at the expense of many and
permits a more equitable allocation of the resources of
LILCO’s overall customer base, which can then be more
rationally invested in the alternstives to Shoreham.
Fifth, Newsday is completely off the mark in claim-
ing that the scrapping of Shorcham forecloses relief
from heavy oil dependency and from the options of refi-
nancing with tax-exempt bonds and/or financial aid
from the State Power Authgrity or the federal govern-
ment. The contrary is true. Shoreham abandonment
would enable LILCO to shift the $600 million to $800
million of capital investment needed to complete Shore-
ham into aggressive programs of energy alternatives.
The shift of hundreds of millions of dollars to ener-
gy conservation and other alternatives would save.
more oil, at less cost and more quickly than completing
Shoreham, and would more reliably reduce LILCO de-
pendency on foreign oil than operating a Shoreham
prone to accidents or shutdown. It would immediately
stimulate the economy of Long Island with many new
jobs and, most importantly, would eliminate once and
for all the risk of catastrophi¢ nuclear accident, whose
cost would be incalculable and which would perma-
nently cripple Long Island’s economy. -

| lrwng Like, a Babylon attorney, represented Suf-

' ﬁ folk in O/Jposmg the opening of the Shoreham nu-
clear plant and helped found the Shoreham §

Opponents Coalition.

>
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BExthur McCemb, .30 Kirby Lane,: Lake Ronkonkema NY.
' June 12, 1984, 11779.

Suffolk County Legislature
Hauppauqe, N. Y.

T have not quit the fight to abanden fiscien nuclear cnergy end the herxible
throat which it represents. Mankind owes a forever debt to you fer your know=
ledgeable, gqutoy defense of public health and wolfaro, You sustained yeur oath
of offico adnirably, in stubborn defense of commeon sensa.

Four months ago, while ewaiting the promised answer to my letters to Governor
€uomo, & freck @ccident in the dark, a turned ankle and a fall with & thiek
book under my richt arm, acted a= & pry to wrench my right sheulder badly.
With a useless right amm, I refrained from further typing, waiting for it to
heol. After twe menths of ever-using my left, that shoulder became sore.

Tn December at the public hearing in Suffolk College, I addressed the Governer
with the letter that you got ecopies of, and he promised to answer my five
previous letters, porsenally, befere 300 residents. I called kioc office once
before my freak accident, but no response to date. I could not pursue it.

The following paragraph in my 9/30/83 letter to him, copies of which I supplied y
“Home rule

to each of vou, was my plea whieh obvieusly I wanted an answer tos

due process has been igneminiously massacred by our own federal bureaucracy, by
noneresident, non-elective judges, in a licensing board appointed by appointees, .
in turn eppeinted by federal electives. The hearing should be void. This three-
judge licensing board of the NRC has made a farce of home rule due process.

This mockery made fools of the New York State publie. We attended in good faith
and were treated in arregant disrespect. I ask you, Governor Cuomo, to defend us.
Two hearings only were held in Suffolk, none in LILCO’ & Nassau-Queens areas. _FPreve-

ous letters teld of the 1983 tangled hearing mess.” (SEE PAGE 75)

Hy wupplement to that letter detailed my outrage when the hearing was clesed almost

@n hour befere tho scheduled time, and one who came in after clesing, but befoze

the beord had left, was denied to talk., Four others, including myself, were denied
"~ during the session. Clearly, state government should be our refuge.

VWorldwide, grateful people, thinking pecple, look to you, our county-executive of-
fi{ee and New York State, for guidance out of this mess. They are fighting too.
All we have left is prayer that we will come to our senses before communities are
wiped out with replays of Three Mile Island, or Fermi, or Toronte, or Windescale,
or any of the leng list of catastrephios and almost catastrophies.

A 1982 cartoon copyrighted by S. Harris, page 60 of "Nuclear Power, Both _Sides"
edited by Michio Kaku and Jennifer Trainer, shows a nuclear power company board
meeting, with the chairmen saying; ZFirst we have to convince the people that

good health isn’t everything.”

T highly praise the consistant majority of this beard.
) e =

Arhur Mcc’omb
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DOWNS ACKNOMWLEDGED
AR REACIOUR EMERGENCY PLANS
ELTHOWN IS FARFROM The nu_c!@r'-ﬁ'ebéte hes focussed' until
CATAS ‘ROPHIC, SAYS_AN g::; on the probability of such an scci-
INDUSTRY EXPERT. WE | (55000l it if such an incide
'HAVE HAD SIX ALREADY ‘sides have agreed that if such an incident

E HAD LRY were to occur it would lead to widespread
Pl Seitnes WAST- ed. K85) |
at’

radicactive contamination outside the
s e s plant site. For this reason, the NRC
= Accidents have boan conumunpiacs 3t {quires thai plas for coping *isk cuch &
atomig ‘power. plants, and we're sure t0 § emergency be formulated and rehearsed.
- see. mor e of them in. the future, ut Levenson says this misses 1he .

tor turns the wrong valve. ¥ SO
con't tum off gravity or make iodine

A A "

react with paint or metal.” ) ‘|

Steve Sholly strenuously disagrees with
his point of view. “Results of several stud-
jes have not justified any drastic reduc-
tions in source terms,” he says. “Forone }.- -~
plant, we may be able to reduce the
source term by a factor of two; but for
others, the radioactivity released might be
grealer than was previously assumed. . ..
The problem is, we're trying 10 modei
many things that have never happened. 1.

LEa: S e

tive rejease o0 o very small aren.- For ex-.
J ample, during a meltdown- and steam .
: explosion at a Swiss plant, radioactive ce-
BUL, * 5ium ond iodine—two very dangerous el-
.. ements found in nuclear fuel—were con-
dire W;:‘ " fined to the containment building. He

'
2 )

: says that most of the iodine and cesium
.. quickly dissolvediin water and steam and
- wound up on the [oor. The rest was
_bound up by paint on the walls and by
, , " metal objects, such as pipes. Uranium and
‘near New Yor ‘ - plutonium, two other elements in reactor ?
§ nearly closed last spriug by ihe Nuclear| fyel, might be vaporizcd and blasted out- |
‘Bagulatary Comission (NRC), which | ward by a steam explosion, but most of ;
cited inadequaie planning by local offi- | (he vapor would be stopped by the con- |
_cials. Only a last-minutc agreem<nt avert- | crete walls of the ‘building. Any vapor |
ed a shutdown. And es the Shorcham nu- | that did escape would quickly condense |
clear plant néars completion on Long | and drop in heavy particies o the ground; -
‘Island, local politicians and antinuclear | the wind could not carry them very far.

. when controvers ingover cmergen-
- ¢y evactation plarining for areas near nu-
clear plants. The: Indian Point station
ork City; for example, was

is prediction is not from antinuclear . poing, The crucial factor is not the proba- The experimental data base is very sparse §
activists, but from a leading proponent of pility of a.meltdown, or any other kind of - and the uncertzinties are extremely large.
LT A s ' accident; bijt. how much radioaglivity- 1t’s premature 10 be spouting numbers. [,

would et anu atlcast i) Rovert Bernero, an NRC engineer Whog

T th “11is now directing a reevaluation of thel

¥ agency’s source terms, also believes that §

of .the | Tevenson ig understating the dangers '

nagic y ortcally: 1 agree that the nisks Rave been exag-§
ga public risk.” (™7 1100 gerated. But nct a thousand times—only

industry, like Le- | mapy “attepiiffing mech: by 5 foctor QLR =
néy in ing to Leverfson, that confine a radionc- . Pernero says that many of the acci-

ferences in design

dents cited by Levenscn in support of his
argument are irrelevant 9 commergial §
U.S. reactors because of fundamental dif-
ea
ent to sliminate emergency p!

0 be in 2 position of saying to someo

living near a plant “You see that - g1
o kill you' ™

cloud over therc? It's going ¢
going

“I wouldn't wahtto-
have to say ta someone
“You see that green.
clond over there? It’s -

going to kill you.””

¥ activists have banded together to prevent | Thus, Levenson is persuaded, these
its start-up on the grounds that evacua- | mechanisms ensure that no massive cloud
. tion plans don’t go far enough t0 ensure  of radioactive gas and particulate matter

§ the public’s safety. “This is the worst pub-  would be carried downwind during an ac-
lic relations disaster the nuclear iudustry cident to rain death and destruction on
has ever had," says Steve Sholly of the gurrounding communities. :

" § Union uf Cuncerncd Scicntists. But the NRC has assumed otherwise,
. ’ he reports. To promulgate regulations on
- FIGHTING BACK such topics 3s emergency planning and |

1. But the industry is gearing up 10 fight ¢he siting of new plants, the agency has |
} back. New duta show, according 10 Le- | refied on an estimate, called a “source
3 venson, that the consequences of certain flerm," of the amount of radioactivily a
-§ kinds of accidents have been vastly over- ! given plant would release to the environ-
estimated and that, a5 & result, require- | meny in an accident. The NRC's source
§ ments for emergency evacuation planning | yurms, says Levenson, are 1,000 10 5,000
;] and restrictions on.siting nuclear plants - {imes too high because they do not take
L AN AnUALY the attenuating mechanisms into account.
Uneo s{ catastrophic ofall pos He recommends, however, that for safe-
1sible nuclear-accident scenarios can begin} 1y's sake the NRC reduce them by only
: .50 to 100 times. :
“Even with this conservative reduc-
‘tion,” he says, “the source terms them-
‘selves would show ail the radioactivity
'confined to the plant site during an acci-
‘dent. So now we.can do away with the
emergency sirens and all the hassles g
siting nuclear plants near cities. .f. I'm
frot saying that accidents won’t happen,

Hwhile, the water for cooling collects on
‘Jlthe floor. of the containment building.
When the molten mass of radioactive fuel
and metal drops into the water, 8 mam-|
moth steam explosion occurs. This could

Based on initial findings of the NRC's
source-term studies, Bernero does not
foresee a dramatic change in planning re-
quirements. The NRC will still require
that utilities and local governments draw
"up contingency plans covering a radius of |
‘10 miles. Dernero siresses ihai auiomatic
evacuation of persons living within the
10-mile zone—an appr sadh ad ted by '
came critics of nuclear power—should - -
rot be required. He believes that ihe re- B
sponse should be “graded,” depending on& '
the severity of the uccident and how 1t |-
prograsses. If an incident situilar to ihe
one that destroyed the plant at Three
Mile Island were to occur, evacuation out
to three miles may be necessary. If condi-
tions worsen, the evacuation zone will be

widened.

vOCald

10-MILE KILLING RANGE
Though he takes exception to Leven- §
son’s attifude toward emergency plan-
ning, Bernero does believe that nuclear
rower has been held to a double standarg.
He points out that even under the worsth
conditions, a severe nuclear accidentf

Rblow out seals, valves and doors leading| Lor that they wor't destroy power plants,

10 the outside world and even blast apart

fthe thick concrete walls of the contain-

But the nisk to the public has been vastly
overestimated. What all this means is that

would be capable of killing people only
within a radius of 10 miles. That's the dis-
tance covered by today’s emergej

it doesn’t matter whether or not a plant

s

AplansJNuclear power, he says, poses r }

(o) !'..&:!. b rant” !




feat than Other risky md[ismﬁ"
endeavom, such as the transportation,

Mgh_emlcals by rail and highway.

Bemero cites in pamcular an accident

near Toronto, in which railroad tank cars
carrying chlorine and liquid fuels derailed
B and burned, spewing toxic fumes into the
atmosphere. A quarter of a million people
ward gquickly evecwated—ihe largest
Ypeacetime effort of its kind in North
§ Aunerican history. No une was killed and
only a few people were injured. .
“Peuple want absolute assurances
Jabout safety when it comes to nuclear
apower.” Bernero says. “But you can’t be
_jebsolutely sure about anything. Frank
~{Berman [former astronaut and now presi-
“ldent of Exsterp Anrlmca) con't tell youtor
~ iserethat vou won't die on one of his’ 3$r
3 le Yet Mieﬂy Egstern everyia A

MYSTLRIOUS N ATURE

1 1 ihe concern over nuclear power over )
shadows that shown for other safety is

goes, it is probably because of itg mysteri
“§pus nature §The causes of tank-ca
“fevplosions and airplane crashes are casdy
Supders Z10d. The statistical probabalmes
of @ meltdown and the intricaties of nu-
~ 3 efege chemisity are aot. ‘And radicactivity
5 i; esilent, mv'nbic killer that caﬂ“contm

asde from The tec ‘mcal decisions
i #thee minet be made, it is the perception @
|

ngelear power that is at stake in th
semmﬂ{:p controversy And therein Jie
Jmo{ the major probieras | For the nuclear

by
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" yConsumers Power's ability to recover

Ta Search for Cash
Consumers Pow}e;ﬁe aces Serct

Fi abt Over Rates After Closing Midland -
? JMW—“IED' 4 he added that lenders would continue uo‘be‘

By Rosexy L. BIMISON | reluctant unlass state utility regilators aw”
Smffrceponer of Tue WaLs STREETJournaL | thorize highor rates in fwo coses that aren’t
related to the Midland project.

+ Consumers Power Co.'s decision fo can- .

cel its Midland. Micl . nuclear-power proj-§  1ne Mickigan ﬁ‘{bhc Service Comm.ssaoz;
-ect.leaves the utility ‘scrambling for cashi is expected byﬂf}dw next rll:m.hliaw 11932?;_
and facing a battle over electricity rates final order on the company’s May 3z
that could last years. quest for annual gas raw nbreases‘ of about
& » ™m Ty -

But company and state officials as weli; S141 million, or 10%. The commission ﬂlf
‘as industry analysts wreg the Tackson,! ready authorized an mtenm increase o
B §39.6 million 2 year, and an 24ministrative

.quu uti'ity won't be forced inic a bank-
p'n\,:_!aw filing any time soon. Consumers Iaw judge recommended an additional §74.8
million annual increase. The commiission

Pov\er says it has enough cash to continue " '
_operating under curren{t%ondmons .mtll late gz‘tl]’lolibsf bases its order onr such recommen

nevt manth, _ " ST .
a sommiceion also 1S e ied to rule

he company $ays it expecis iu TeCeive The commussionl a3 Levieg
H y iate next month on the company’s Novesn-

to raise electricity and natural-gas it
?:tt?s(.) anynme tc stave off i finaricial crisis | ber 1983 request for an interim electricity-
after August. Those expected rate increases, rate increase of §192.7 mijlion anm,allg org
would be granted in cases : nrelaled to the | 13%. The commission staff recommended a
Midland projent | ¢141 million annaal increase, and Consumers

WL iL Is cieer that the company’s 1.4 m} Power officials said they expect the coimi-
Fion eleciricity customers will face substand [nission 1o zuthorize an increase between

tial yah x'ﬂ’f“»‘ ses over ar E){Lended o“'loc' nw minion and $17¢0 aallilon. .
“Assubnig lhat we get reasonable in-
terim Telief, our cash position by yeur-end
‘won't be that bad,”” Jarnes B. ‘“‘“’xee Con-
sumers Power vice president, said. *“We will
eipect to tiave

‘hl’ "-“"tumn"\" Pcu| or "". es‘.ﬂ:‘. in constl

Wion of and fuei for the i5:year-old proJect

which is 8‘ omplete

: — 2 e .. have a struggie. but we don't
muwugu un.xy«ul_y Ulll\ld.tb UCLH“CU w "

" comment, Wal! Street analysts expect Con-

:Nme.rs r-.!‘,\ er ‘s st_»r_k..'»'dr-'a will e forced

and pre-

H) “!‘ ‘fcv han} anwnv

1—-.\ ).n-
MY, Duris sai ConianieTs oW T AT RAS

unsecured bank credit Jines of about £300

ferred shares ‘And the company has said the mﬂhﬂ“ but can't count on tapping them.
“The banks are very anxious and apprehen-

. cancellgtion wildcost pearly 6,380 workersin e enee the R and
* three Michigan cities their Midland-related [Sive. Scme woul I‘Tdsayx ce the money.
e id

. iobs. !'some wouidi't,”
. Waiter R. Boris, Consumers Power exec- | £ . )
utive vice president, finance and corp'vrabe omers its $3.€ billien of construction an
affairs, said the company has about $130 §$400 million of nuclear fuel costs will decid
miilion in cash and marketabie securities on [ its future ability (o borrow, company offi
hand. He said Consumers Power can oper- | cials, as well as Wail Streel and bank ana
ate on that for at least another month. Then \JySts say.
the company wil) have to berrew to pay big.
biiis from naturai-gas suppliers. refiecting
the company's nurchases nf reserves for.
. winter salg. :
cmmrm Camsyuerars Power Wi ...u'.
5 it routine short-term bank loans, oCCder
bg the noturaf gas investorizs, 1o pay the' anA it a‘”‘“‘" in "“"“t‘at?““ﬁ “1’1‘ ’"dhs'-"lal‘
! bills. But Consumers Power says its lenders; customers last week to recover only $2.5 bil
: hove been Squekmish about adventing an-;/‘ finn, » "
! mure caxh deczuse of Midiand. Even: though Compar.v officials said

~ ol £ mboba e der mmemmrmaloed A tenn

+hie
ask the stale utii u_y COMMIsSIcH WS Wod

for authority to recover most of the $¢ bil

haa u.:ln.rmy ax teG @

,.hmbe.

'He‘- haven'ti

e company s bid to pass on to cus¥

Tanenmers ‘Pnupr qaid it will '\"nhzhivl

Iion over 15 years. However, the companyf
e ]
of ,,m...s for]

;Lhc cormpany has decided to cancel the proj- | worked out details of their propg al for seek-
:ect, considerable uncertainty remains about |

*COSIS.

t “Itis too early to make hard conclusion
‘but we have reason to believe we could un-
idertake fuel financing of up to $206 million [ pens, Mr. F alahee said,
from one source, whatever else we would | be enough to put the banks back in the p)c
_ineed would be doable,”” Mr. Boris said. But i fure by September.” :

will permit the company to begin collectin
Midland costs by raising rates int
basis as earl

Jve

b At M drifaniid Ak et
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.- 4 to take office until after confirmation

" Bwnere,” said David Berricx, a lobbyisti

" fjgeme kind of commitment to safety,

| L1vES, By SyoAaTCYTS T Dlim P DYSRUCESS
‘|7 KiMES, P1ei7 76RS, ET ALY THOYEHT

ii Nuclear Panel Member Sworn J}n |

Aﬁer BYypassing Jenate amngs

pCE Alo NLTMs3—7(pa— (R IDAY)
() n
| A .u‘ () Julyeg (AP)-— hrough 8_reces ppo:ntnent .’
% e WL Zech Jr m&‘; N;,\lr;?sa?imrsl; ' I Carl Walske, president of the Atomic
hciar suomarin- ek cu on | LAl Fom e nducy i
N Qatl' gemgggmﬁmi‘ﬁwg || zech’s appointment but preferred the
.~,,.-.- \ ‘m B contonatic Pro- i nomination's going through the normat
PasL RALE ¢ . confirmation process even though that
l would probably leave the commission
with a vacancy ultil pext spring.
i1 Mr. Gilinsky, the commission’s resi-
dent skeptic over the past decade, com-
plained two days before his term ex-
pired last Saturday that ‘‘the deregula-

tion process is going on Presi-
dential appoiniments’’ after
rejected proposals for regulatory

change ‘ust year.

Frequently angering tus fellow com-
|missioners and industry officials with
before the Senate Environ. ||demand (ur the resignatlonsof Xydiag
Public Works Committee. _jjutility officials because of problems at

RS H Y ~¥i|balf a dozen of the more than 11 plants
{l|!n operation or nearing completion,
diiMr. Gilinsky has been quick tr seek
more Stringent Federal regulatiop
e industry's ure
tougher Government controls and less,
autonomy. Mr. Gilinsky said iithe 'n.
terview

He believes that the pozeefu’
ian use of & technolugy unleashed witl
the Hiroshima bomb cap survaye onl
by overhauling the neatly cemury-oid
Istructure of electric utilities. =

Commander of First Nuclear Sub

*“There was a mismatch between this
complicated technology and the
Lof institutions that we turned it"gver to
— some 60 different utilities,”” he
added. The 50-year-old physi&l is a
native of Poland and the only remain-
ing original member of the NRC.,
which replaced the Atomic Energy
Commission. .

Admiral Zech, who retired last Octo-
ber after a 39-year career in tie Navy
that included a three-year stint us com-
mander of the Nautilus, the first nu-
clear-powered submarine. would not
talk with reporters today.

L3

year-old ad
the fifth member of the commis

st one week after his predeces-
(Victor Gilinsky,)compleinsd tha
whité House was trying to eusq

regulations for the troubled nucica
industry by appointing advo
QLPOWEL 10 Key posts_ Ay
“Presgide Keagan formally nomi-
nated Admiral Zech for the $71,100-
a-year seat on the commission a week
ago, but the admiral was not expected

§July holiday and the Democratic Na
i tional Convention to biaﬁ Senate con b
it i miral Zech and

Donald P. Hode!, the Secretary of

jon  did

Energy, i
. giny

md th l [1] o »

! A ' "‘ ar
. ol election” year WHén the opposition
party seeks to block appointments in
order to keep vacancies open in case
hex win the Presidency, :
o " We felt that it just wasn’t appropri-}
{ ote for the N.R.C. to operate without a}
i fall comp{em?t on the commission,”
jv3 Hodel saicd.
The decision to put Admiral Zech on
the commission through a recess ap-
pointment, allowing him to hold the job
until the end of 1985, was questioned to-
-day by both officials and critics of the

for the rest of his temure up
H for the Environmental Policy Institute. j 4ech was deputy chief uf navakopera-
F I you're interested in instilling confi-jj tions for manpower and trainjhg. -
tldonce in the industry and indicatingf] He brings a wealth of experience in|
i personnel and training matters to the
commission,” said Nunzio Padidino,
hajrman of the cornmission. *

tovenif only fof show, the wa) wdou}gt

By SIippHg vour no'i { DW@ )
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0y 7By JERRY CASSIDY

higges onlikill thg
e

Hadmitted he had intervened

Kings | WOUld be a “tragedy.”

Just prsor 1 his retwement Adm inci} Q) landing

United States Energy Secretary Donald Hodel

lsaid yesterday that the federal government “is nof
illing to go forward and conduct an evacuation
plan at Shoreham over the objections of the county

and state governments.” arging that the state recop-
Hodel added that he still a‘“ “position regarding
hopes the state will change "ap ovacuation plan\"Iheé TIVé
its position, but cmphasized fnuclear power plants mow in
there will bo no federal |geryice in New York State
financial bailout of the Long |have saved an estimated 338
del.lmms!i)g’ﬁmg Cat n;:mkn barrels of ofl since
v b. e . ”
Brookhaven National Labor- ;m&dbe.%{i:eyol:: iwn& enS;
atories in Upton, said that |gayjng oil at the rate of 83
the decision not to impase &8 |million barrels a year.”
plan ‘“does not necessarily "
e nuclear plant” He ACCORDING -TO Hodel,
added. ["Where there is life] Shoreham could replace
there is hope, and LILCO is| seven to nine million barrels
still very much alive.” of oil now used annually to
[ e energy secretary, who produce electricity. “Addi
tionally, the Nine Mile Point
in the past in trying to speed 2 plant would roughly dow-
up the fuel-load(ilngh prﬁctess ble that figure,” he said.
at Shoreham, said that i e :
plant did not go on line it forMﬁ‘itgo.L:f;ﬂ:j :gfa ::
ment on Hodel's remarks o2
indicate if the utility had
counted on a federal evacus

HODEL SAID, “We could
legally conduct an evacua-

tion plan without coqnty tion plantoobt&ln its hcem.
approval, but it would be _ Accompanying Hodel af
Brookhaven was lsrasl's

contrary to the philosophy of
this administration to tell a Minister of Energy, Yitzhak

\ ¢ + Moda'l. Hodel had visited
;l;?fnagl 4 %;‘:.’:{:‘fn’ how It 4 rael ‘last December, at

’—— Tn the past, Hodel hasy Which time the two officiala
been criticized for trying to

set up a joint task force on
speed up the licensing and | énergy cooperation aimed at
process

longterm sharing of energy
Shoreham. Asked if me’ rescarch and developmant
criticism was valid, he re

plied, “I don't think that is a Pursuant to their agres
criticism, because I think nu-{ ment in Jerusalem, the U.S.
clear power plants are vital | Department of Energy iast
to our national security be-| April made a half miilion

o« 7

activities.

£ CIFLI AENTS OF AR THUNR S-CONE:
LAY 7080 T SFPOMr NUCLELR APYO-

cause they can help reduce/ dollar grant to the U.S.-Israal
dependence on foreign oil.” j Binational Science Founda-
odel said he tion for energy research and

to _Gov, Cyomo _developmpont ¢

‘Wr
last week
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SO SENATE REVIEW T, STEFS BICKIFRDS
LS E DUMPED TAART W 1776, 19/8 AXP

SYVE O1L, No T LIVES R LEAVE
A WERITAGE OF MULLEAR—AMUSTE
AND FISSION ARZARD L 13 HoPEL IJ’
SFLLAED WRONG —/HBE HI TZER

WILL HE OVERLOME HOKE ~RUE

1945~ KING JOHN AT RUNN yMEDE £F%.
NG CARTAD—ONE /lw{,’« o{fflfﬁé‘?!

A Floop OF LETTERS COULD WasH A 1oT !

e By OUR COURT L

y OTERNAL EDICT T /SN ﬁ




Ohio

($3.4 Billion S osasme Bt | o 0o}
= T()COnVert ..il;mwsnudﬁrm—matld- Power. NuCLEAR WORKS, L

- " After the newo conference, execu- A consultant’s study done for the oT A
Q- NY7iMES-Bhlg/~THU. tives of the three utilities — C.G.&E-; Public Utilities Commission of Ohio, || |/#  NEED, N
CINCINNATI, Aug. 1 (AP) — the Dayton Power and Light Com- in an effort to dstermine whether the OFIT DEMAN,
‘Free Ohio utilities, which last Janu- Pany and the Columbus and Southern ‘utilities mismanaged the Zimmer g=. Ve
esy halted construction of the Zim-:Ohio Electric Company — flew to clear has concluded that (1.5 75 7o BE SER :
Cor nuclear power plant and an-' N€W York City to give ana- billicn of the mn:!z::'rbjectn o R WA
£=amced plans to convert it to coal 1YSts detalls of their plan. for Yo fur contructs § | gND AF /
i ©23, said today that they would com- Bruce Stoecklin, a spokesman unsuitebls for the conversion to cozt. | vgamﬁﬂ-bﬁﬁf
e the conversion at a total cost of | Clacinnati Gas and Electric, said the _ After today’s announcoment, Brc 7 ENEN
billion. - . . . "~ lutilities had not decided exactly how ster Rho=ds of tho Ohio Public Int=» MED TS
- Thetop : dﬂwmn”“ﬁﬁmnmnununmqhnnuamwmmm.enCmmnumt:dmmn'buutg [5’7%%”
€5 of the Zimmer plant told o news ' V- S- White Jr., chairman of Colum- | group, attacked the utilities dacist—. [:y [M-Kﬂﬂg/.)
Cnference that the: converted plant 28 and Southern Ohio and its corpo-- o Cost M
€uld be operating in 1991 with a [ POCEt the’ American Electric Duatio 62 Cext Expreeocd FHEN FEDERAL
-|{3.,200-megawatt coal-fired generating Power Company, said it woul “This may bs the most expsnstcD

mit. That i o 6214 percent increagein t° 4nd o half years to obtain all tha coq] plant in ths varid,” Mr. Rhoc?S /‘7(/551{ MUST
generating" capacity from the 8oo- foquired envirzamental permits for gaid. ““Wo havo coms caverc doubts. : _
megawatt cg;adt;ythe Zimmer nu- ths coal plant. Mot of the cONVErsion about the trindom of completing Zi- URB AC”D"KA[N .

;reactor would have had, the | will not begin until mid- mer ag a Codillac coal plant rather IN&-

utility éxecutives said. . w1637, be said. . than bullding from ccratch.” //,/_{/57’N ,

7 Tho Zimmer plant is situated on'the Paytng fer Converted Unit Tho thres uillties joitly ao- || [0 v TOF

OBio River at Mascow, Ohio, about 25 Asked whether he expacts the utily. Dounced on Jan. 21 that thay were im- || |()

miles southedist of Cincinnali.  ties customers to pay for the mew mediately halting construction of the MOKE‘SC””BK
About 45 percent of the $1.7 billion ynit, Mr. Dickhonar said, “We ce2 2o -Zimmer puclear pinnt. They cited its

spent on the tncomplete Zimmer nu- reacon why this should not go into the ecCalating cost ond lang, expausive || [ /)75 (351

umﬂwq;LTbNMm,Qnenxw

noth fired units gperated in Ohlo and ©3 | \Z9 1)) o o5 FUSIOR.

Virginia

3-the single reactor, its steam . White said it would taks £~
%‘fmv’m-m building that mﬁmgwmmaxwmue: FoSSIA F’UELM, }
gwswﬁn-m—mmtbew utilities were to construct a comp==>- S00N PE YHE wiay,

Plant in tho converted facility, they said. |ple coal-fired plant from scratch.
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- 30 Kirby Lane |
Lake Ronkonkoma, New York 11779

Dear Mr.

McComb:

Thank you for providing me with a copy of your letter of August 4th
to the Nuclear Requlatory Commission.

against
against
taining
pensive

You can

96

PJH:p

I totally agree with you on this matter and will continue to fight

the Shoreham facility as I have always done. I have been
the construction of this plant from it's inception, main-
that we didn't need Shoreham because we can get less ex- .
electricity from upstate; hydroelectric power. )

be assured of my continued fight against Shorehams:
Sincerely,

7

Patrick J. Hea
Legislator




oy

S —

& - Pt~

BN

ARugust 4th, 1984. . L1779
Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Licensing Board RE: Radio-activation of any fission-nuclear
Suffolk County Center, Legislature Room. enerqy plant anyphere; NO:

Attoched is & chronolegy of public, limited and executive hearings, 86 of them, which
I listened at from January 1970 to October 1983, I spoke at and delivered written
texts whqnever pgrmitted, and spent many hundreds of hours listening, to many hune.
dreds of porseng, :wmovtly, rofossionals from all fields of science,

Demn few things scare me. Fission energy does. T am far from being alone. NRC re-
quires that an evacuation operstion be in place; one that will work right. THIS I3
EVIDENCE THRT THERE MUST BE REAL DANGER. IF THE DANGER IS BAD ENOUGH TO EVACUATE,
THEN THERE SHOULD BE NO FISSION NUCLEAR PLANT: REC denied us consideration of evacua-
tion in 1970. They said to wait until licensing. It is their fault that humpty-

dumpty mismanagement lost us over 4 billion and 14 vears,

Suffolk, my home for 66 years, faces a documented, horrible, gruesome man-made menace,
premeted by my own government . {not Russia). I survived free enterprize, age 8 to 71,
snd with my wife, for 40 years. Earning years now gone, as with contemporaries, where
the hell teo turn next? We defy apathy, and the insanity of an unchecked human gamble.
Crippling dependence of dcaf, blind, very young or old, amputees, ill and other handi-
capped ones, need us all. Stupidity of evacuation rule (to where?) is damning evie
dence of grim danger facing us. Fission nuclear plants must be abandoned. Conyersion
to fossil plants with ferced adequate use of ®scrubber”™ equipment, is the way te go as
Zimmer in Cincinnate is doing, Money replaces = lives do not. Economy of energy use
must dictate, Then, and only then, make only what is needed. -

Evacuation ®sine qua non” is admission of guilt. We are also sure, from years of doce
umentation, known to government and yeu, the NRC "caretakers®, that ECCS gives no safe
assurance, It has never been test-proven against failure of reqular cooling. I knew
that fission energy needs 30 to 40 thousand pencil-thin (zircaloy metal) rods bundled
in a core; rods about 12 feet long in upright bundles, pellets of uranium diogide fuel
“{g.them, 12 to 15 feet in core diameter. The core only produces heat, which must be

limited by cooling, making steam for turbo-generators for enerqgy,

heat of an activated core, or MELT.DOCI, If
Ductile zircaloy rods

ECGS, meéant te cool with

tubes because, closely

Continuous flow of cool water must limit
it stops, and it has, heat can quickly go to 6000 degrees.
swell (called blistering), then crystalize, and crunmble.
emergency water, cannot flow upward between the pencil-thin
packed and now swollen, water flow is blocked. Heat rises to an irreversible disaster
level so rapidly that time to melt-down is only seconds. In & plunbing break ef regu-
lar cooling water, emergency water escapes in the break, causing runaway heat whether
or not it is blocked by swollen ®11istered” tubes. We still have disaster,

Y vecite nothing new. Experts have written and expounded it under oath., For this bad
gamble, NRC demands an evacuation plan. It is a red herring to take us, the public,
off the scent of the track., We seem to have been stripped of our defences when & 1li-
censing board, not even New York Staters, not necessarily nuclear physieists, do have
final say-so in licensing to start radioactivity, -- whether low-power or regular. We
even lose due-process. August 10th, 1983, a licensing board closed shop almost an . -
heur early, and refused to hear one & half hour before scheduled close timee.

Even if all goes well, nuclear waste disposal remains a grisly nightmare for our -

m Gron,.
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. with’ more ~han $100 million -— hau. become dis-

and Ads Sanchez NEWSD,

Thir; y-mnﬂ years afler atom.c bombs devastated
Hiroshima, the cornerstone for .official radiation
standards is crumbling. Authoritative studies of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the second city to be.
atom-bombed — financed by the U.S. government-

credited in :he 1980s.
" Official assessments ‘of the Fliroshima and
Nagasakn borabings, used for setting radiation lim-

By Noriman Solemon, Mav | Na

(" Tnstanily "rendere] absolete wes the  Nationt

Nagasaki detonations. i3oon there was @ consensus
amolyg many researchers that “dose estimates
which hiave been in us: since. 1965 [an updating of
the early 19508 figures) can no lcnger be consid-
ered accurate and should be revised in the light cf
research done at Liverriore, two other national lak-
oratories, and two private commltmg firms,” Sci- '
ence magszme later vejorted.
Academy of Science's 1980 edition of “Biological E*
feets of lonizing Racistion.” The new informatio
made the academy’s government-funded study loo

its in everyday life, have long served as. the foun-
dation- for assurances that it is safe-to live near 'a’
nuclear power plant, undergo repested medical X-.
rays, or work in a radioactive warhead factory.
But recent disclosures of basic flaws in the hal-'
lowed Hiroshima-Nagasaki studies are toppling the
longest. standmg scu-ntlﬁc asaumptmns of the nu-
clear age. :
When the United btates launched & nuclear attack !
against Hiroshima on Aug. 6, 1945, and three days '/,
later follows:d up with an ato borab cn Nagasaki, no
monitors were in place to measure actual radmtnon

g_ioses from the blasts. -

So” governument “agencies have, begmmng in the]

.key Hiroshiraa-Nagasaki reports, wlich were then
used to downplay the harmfil efﬁua of various

18508, reliod on computer mode] estimates for the (( Writing in the Bullefin of the Atomic Scxentlsts
t

"amounts of radiation.

In fact, the U.S. government mcludes the atomic
bombings ¢f Hiroshimea and Nugasakx in its official
list titled *Announced United States Nuclear Tests,””
‘published this year by the Department of Energy. Al-
though Amencan pohcymak(.rs have repeatediy fund-

ﬂ/sﬂa)' %&/w

rman Solomon is cb-author of “Kilhng gur
wi; The Disaster of America's Experience with
Atomic Radiatiorr” (Delacortee Priss and Delta .
Books). Ada Sanchez was national coordinator for
the Supporters ot Karen Silk wood orgailization.

e

-~ “thyush:ld” for radiation levels, below which no haz

fell to a new low in 1982 when Britain’s foremost nu

rv

\like the lnteat in a geries | shes.

uclear managers :‘outinely contend there is

exist. Among reputable scientmts, that conten:
tion has gone by the boards.
e vrvdxblhty of government radiation standard

lear epiderniologist, Alice M. Stewart, published evi
ence that the traditional estimates give on!
ne-tenth of the actual number of radiation-ca
@__aths n Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

“This yesr Stewart aiid a colleague have denounced |
‘the Internstional Cominission on Radiation Protec
ticn_for perpetuating fault; ulty conclusions.

he British researchers complained that the influ-
ential commission siil: fails to re(ogmze that radi-
ation’s delayed impacts are often “the result of
damage 1o bone marrow and otker blood-forming(,
tissues” - which ar: cxceptxonally sensitive tol.

ation” anc. which leal t¢ a

other gericus illnesses.
The risassrcher ad iod It was, m fact this sensi-

tivity vhich causec. thousands of pe ssons whohad sur- |

nost of | _cancerous ans

JCell-lu]lmg as weil as mutations] effects of radi- } radiation effucts on the Japal people for m y‘
!

< vived inore mmediate: eflects of the Hiroshima and’

Nugzasuki bombs to die from fulmmatmg mfectu-ns

~and obscure blood disinses during the fall of 1945,

What's more, ent-enched authorities bave ig-

- nored ‘what Stewat terms the “healthy survivor” ef-
- fect. Post-bomb studies began after the urbaa

ed the scientific 1nvestxgatwns of such matters as ra-: Hiroshime and Nagasuki pop .ilatisns “had probablz
diation dose response curves, they have been eager ta! lait_1aost of their inf:ction-s:nsitive members.” By
put behind us the horrific hum i dimensions of what' mitakenty™ viewing he mout dis uease-resxsfanf' A-
happened to hundreds of theusinds of people in leo~‘ banb survivors as though they were typical of aa|
shima and Nagasak: —- their svlfprmg:md the moral-{ ealire populace, aaalvsts have understated radxoa«-‘A
_ity of the bombing. Mivity’s harmful irapa: 37 X S

Shock waves went through the health physics Ohiur the years scroe radiatioa specialists have |
profession three years ago whea the Lawrence gww1 bitter abou: what they see 8 mardpulatior. of |

Livermore nuclear weapons leb in Celifornia recal-’ eiepific inquiry
i y by vasted .nterists. At a Capitol
culated the radiation levels of the Hiroshima and pito

Hull semindr, the chronic problem was deacribed by .
pl.ysi:ian Irwin Bross of the Roswell Park Memarial
Institute for Cancer Research in Buffalo. He contrast-:
ed what he called bxg science and httla ecientists.
“The question is,” Bross said, "do you estthe' stan-
dards by big science or do you get them by little scien-
, tiats? Now by little science [acientists] you look at
what the hazards are, what the exposures are, and
what is happening to human beings.” ' B
But the operational sthic of bxg wgnoa, Bross
went on, is different. - :
What that ethic holds, he eaxd is that "We mll
.dothebestw;tcanundertheclrcnmstanm if we
can manage, which may not be possible. Or we' wxll
set standards by getting a group of pereons togeth-,
er, all of whom bave a considerable interest in the

. perpetuation of some form of radigtion: technology

or .another, and who come from ' agencxes that,
would be out of exlsnence if there weren't radmtxon
technology.
“And these individuals want to sit around and ‘sci-"
: entmcally' discuss standards. Now that is how Big
Science sets srandards, by getting around a table and
everybody trades a brownie poing qr two,” Broas said,.:
F—Westerfi~ scientists ‘are not the only" ones trou-
| bled by the’sanctioned research. Takashi’ . B
" 33-year-old Tokyo resident, _expresges a. common.
concern among Japanese . .
“Many people in Japan have had similar. feel—
ings of doubt about the role of the institutions set,
'up by the U.S. government — — underestimating the,

yfjxm.__be-smd e e
The implication is that the United Stat.es is, |
not falsitying the data, at least putung the wro
l construction on it. '
“And four decades later, people who were’ m Hl )
|rost ima end Nagasaki are still dying from the rar,
‘\diation_exposure they received,” Mizuno said. . ~ | .
;i the viirld enters its 40th year ofhvmg with
'l‘he Bonib, the scientific edifice which was built on
stuclies- of those atomic holocausts is tumblmg.
down. Tae legacy of radiation vxgtuna is emerging.

48 never before.

"o prepare for turning the eptxre planet into a,
modern version of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, it was
firs: necessary to be self-deceptive about, the mean-
ings of those: hombings in human and scientific terma.

‘Thos: tens of thousands who ‘were startled by
an aton.ic flash in the broad daylight of Aug. 6,
1945, were the first casualties of the nuclear era..
I‘oday, ¢11 of humanity teeters on the preclpwe of al
similar {ate. .

st e




Arthur McComb 30 Kirby Lane Lake Ronkonkoma, N.Y.
August 28th, 1984. ' 11779
To &11 who care- to listen; Electives, and.Editor of :

I enclose three items pf obvious interest to me, for your perusal. We may
he too late already, but after fifteen years, I shall not qguit,

I have early on become convinced that both the AEC and thé NRC are much
more bromctionei than reculatory. Our own New Yofk State Public Service Com~
mission seems to have caught the same virus. Théy just gave the store away to
LYILCO, who refuses to nay their taxes, Last year, théy held threev"public.
hearinags™, one in Nassau,'one in Patchogue and one in Riverhead. Only one of
the seven-member board attended 6niy one of the three sessions,‘in Patchoguea
Administrative Judge, Frank Roginson chaired all three. I protested, as did
Assemblymaﬂ Sawickilin Riverhead, and also others, but to no avail.

K disturbed public turned out in droves, waiting outside for turns.

Administrative Judge Léurenson of the'ﬂRC.followed suit, in a fashion.

His three-judge panel all attended their two meetings, but ir Riverhead on hAug-
ust loth, he closed up shop almost an hour early, and refused to hear anyone
else, My protést also avalled nothing. I asked our Governor to interéede, but
even after promising at his December 15th hearing at Suffolk Community College
éd poeraonglly angwer nmy letéer, I have heard nothing. Our due process sufferse.

Our evacuatien hearings are farces, inane and asinine; right of local gov-

. ernment to protect the public is usurped, NRC insists that a viable plan must

bo in nmlaco, which ovidences that the plant is much too threatening. Only mon-

strous costs can some from evacuatidn and licensing hearings, all for nothing.

I sense prejudgement in the hundreds of hours I attended, ofton alons from the

public, and the meaningless repitition continues. It is hard to believe.

Our Governor also promised another hearing for about 150 who signed to be

More due process losf._

heard, and were not. That promise also becomes hisiesx

COtherwise, our Governor is exemplary. C::: : _ prl o
Arthur McComb (516) 588 2020,

‘Conies to all media and elected offlcials . 7

in the Shoreham affected area,




Mur HM, 80 Kirby Lnno, Lako Ronkonkeso, I. Y.
Cagact 29, 1904. 11779.

' ﬂ@iniutrntivo Judgo Jonoo Lauronoon,
Nuclear Rogulatory Cemioccdon (Lic. Board) BB: Bvacuaction Hoaring, LILCO &herchcm
Motenie Building, 1717 H 8t, N. U, Huelcar Povor Stot Unit

Vochington, D. €. 2055S.
T havo listenod ot REC/NRC hoarindo for 15 yoars 3 ofton ao I could offerd to

(now with inflatod Social Security worth) almost voiceloss by ruloes. I am impelled

to axproco fury ond angor at LILCO’s tee ebvious wiles, as showmn in teday’s loot-
pt followo-P/M 15,1 (77

PPy “You can'cou_nf on it. I éan’t imagino why I would argue in faver of impesing
page limito on mysolf, bocausc I propo§o to ﬁuo gsolf-discipline in that regard. 1
propose that wo live by the original page lim:!.ta that wore sot down, which I bo-
liovo ic 500 pcgoo per person, and that there be ne limit en cur rdglz ag fg; ag

$ho poges. PP. T will ocuro try to oxercise solf-diseipline, but the rcasen for
ny proeposcl is thot we have the burdon of preef and wo have the multi-billion facis

1ity out thore ic a risk, and that is the short of it2. (letter-writer’s underiine)

It cocns te mo on obvious scorn of cemparative County-State pains to retain ¢:
thpir 1nnnto ’d_uty-cnutody of hoalth, safety and welfare before you, by crasz infor-
oneo ,that dllar-value is primary. It seems the typical LILCO effort to solip in
tocticol odge for their dollar eause, by bald, argued irplication thot tho “multi-
billion™ ic of grcator woight than public safety, health, wolfare, hemos, liVontock,
buildings, ocology, feod-chain, future hoalth (or early death) etc.

Thic was odious to me. I restrained with effort. It was so cleverly put, it .
goemod ovoryone missed his distasteful point. However, to your‘board's credit,
page allocation for LILCO’s roply, not unlimited as they sought, was fair.

Thoso ceme cerporate tactics have, for 15 years, inspired me to monitor the
progress (or retrogression) of fission nuclear energy, quite often alone. I loek
new to ploesing pursuits like grandchildren, if LILCO and HRC will allow mo to.

e (Boel e

Krthur McComb (SJﬁ) 588 2020,

Eopiou to Bleoected Officials and Hediar
in Shorehom Bffected Area,
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THE ASSEMBLY
STATE OF NEW YORK

ALBANY

COMWITTEES
VETCRANS AFFAIRS .
TANKING MINORITY MEMSER

GOVERNMEIITAL OPERATIONS
RAMKING MIKORITY MEMBER

ENVIRONMENMTAL CONSERVATION
LOC/.L GOGVERNMENTS

CONTA" T
S ALZ&NY OFFICE
OXw 22 R.CY¥ OTFICE

~ September 7, 1984

Tnank you fHx’ send’ e me a copﬁ of the letter in which you detail
your rrustratlonc w"tn reference to the current LILCO- Shoreham

flascoo )

I find your cummenes right on target,
letter.
both the Public Scrvice Conmission and the Nucleax Requlato o
Commission to be abwus the most unrespon31ve QGVanmental bodies
I have been in contact with.
I have written to the Governor asking him ‘thkat he join me iwm
pressuring the entire Public Service Cortind sgion™ o reolqnf and
- New York State initiate legislation t¢ create an elected” Pubdic -
-1 feel that this would mose the PSC ~’ﬂOus,a

ﬂolke& YOu make -n yQus

Service Comm1ss1on.

andbconcur with all three
-In: nty experlence,AI have found

- I thought’ you mxgh* like, to know that

that

s sensitive to consumers and release them from" merely belnc a hapseve'

to the utility industry.

\*me.

JLB:msm

I hope you will continue maklng your views known on thls subject,
‘and if you have any further questlons please feel free to contact

" NQICE OF THE PEOPLE | A§¢9J°

UPPATE CHUMIENT 16 OcToOBER
| §8%: THE ONLYy PECENT AET
* |LEFT FOR OUR AFAoINTIVE
| psc, 7 GELIE VE ][5 7O
f?e'.ﬂ GAN TP fma’r wAY

FoR LEEGISIATION T0 FAKE]
AN ELECTIVE panvisd, T P
LIEVE NO=BOARD WoVtD

61’/}’{ EVYTER RESUL TS,

‘charged ‘Fatepayers: for huge fin

hattan: The g :
L!LCO a $45 rmllion rate increase demonstrates -8 callous
disregard for both Long Island ratepayers, and well.established
ratemaking principles. While ‘the PSC acknowledged that-less
than half of its award is tor,the cost of providing service, it
fits ‘of so-called cash flow
relief; that is, money LILCO needsloecause its own monumental
errors have put it in financiat gifficulty.

And there is no reason to assume that this relief wm make any
difference: LILCO has tonceded that even the full amount of its
request might not gain it suffnflent access to capxtal markets to’
avoid bankruptey. v

The PSC is required by )}obe an independent agency and
safeguard the public interest by limiting rates for regulated
utilities to- amounts which are just and reasonable. But once
again the PSC has shown itself to be a eaptive of ‘the utilities
rather than a protector of residential and business consumers.

- Robert Abrams, Attorney General

101
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Shoreham Shouwuld Neot ﬁpenn
Newsday’s editorial of Aug. 13 entitled “Past

Rate Increases Argue for Shoreham” indicates that,

becausé of oil-related rate increases during the’

1970s, the Shoreham nuclear power plant should be

allowed to open. Unfortunately, Newsday ignores .

eeveral pertinent points in its argument. 4

‘There is no question that a major factor in rate
increases for the Long Island Lighting Co. during
the 1970s was the ever-nsing cost of oil. However,
this was not the only reason for the: 307 percent rate
increase experienced by LILCO ratepayers between
1972 and 1981.

LILCO’s recent austerity program, which elimi-
nated close to 1,000 positions without affecting ser-
vice, is clear proof that the utility was overstaffed. It
is obvious that ratepayers of Long Island were pay-
ing more than they should have fer electric service
on Long Island for many years.

Furthermore, .LILCO  was uneble to complete
construction of Shoreham anywhere near the target

date of 1975. Thus, the cost of Shoreham as rise
from the original estimate of $269 million toover $4
‘billion. Several state studies clearly show that the
i prime reason for this cost overrun was company mis-
‘management. Yet, the company wants to place the
cost of this plant into customer rates, something
that would surely trigger rate shock on Long Island.

The fact is that today’s economics show that open-
ing Shoreham is not beneficial to the LILCO rate-
payer. This nuclear plant has become so expensive
-that, if it were opened and placed in the rate base,
customers would immediately experience increases
‘that would far exceed the increases that were caused
by oil. Ironically, the price of 0il has now droppedtoa
level where it is more economi€al than operating
Shoreham, due to the plant’s exorbitant cost.

Shoreham should not open today. If anything, |
the rate increases of yesterday argue for all con-|
cerned to prevent the $4 billion Shoreham plant
from entering customer rates,
Richard M. Kessel, Executive Director
State Consumer Protection Board

bany
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dated August 28 to all elected

I share your frustrations
experienced with LILCO. T was
r5C granted LILCO 2 $245 mitiion

-

I can assure
In tact, he has directed me to

STATE OF NEW YORK
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT

; STATE CONSUMER PROTECTION BOARD -

RICHARD M. $ ESSEL R L
THAIR AND EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR . .2 o b - U

Dtember

miieh £ I e~ v
wieh TOr sending ne a

you that Governor Cuomo

. {imepivy o0 .
250 BROADWAY, 17 'H FLOOR
TR VUK, BUW Y S sl

| (212) 5872432

lnd

- o Aew -
i72. 3904

v

opy of “ycur letter
o} i

officieis.

and appoints=

with the problems that you have
deeply disadpointed that the

eiectric

. .
ralé inCrease.

shares our -concerns.

PR
anG . ory

The CPR hopes

. ) S
sue tne PSC

SnA Avrava
i OVIEX

to tile this

turin this uniust rate increase.
suit within the next three weeks.

o= -~
LR === ==

ured that the Cuomo administration wilil do

’

e s
evervthing possible to oppose future rate :ncreases for LILCO.

- -~ -
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THE WALL STREET JOURNAL
8 TFuesday, August 28, 1984

Northeast Utilities

Suspends Refueling
After Spill at Plant

By a WALL STREET JOURNAL Staff Reporter

HADDAM, Conn. — Northeast Utilities
said it suspended refueling of the Connecti-
cut Yankee nuclear plant here after a seal
gave way and 200,000 gallons of mildly ra-
dioactive water spilled in the main reac-
tor building.

No one was injured and no radioactivity
was released because the nuclear fuel
hadn’t yet been removed from the reactor, a
spokesman for the Berlin, Conn.-based util-
ity said. The Nuclear Regulatory Commis-|
sion is investigating, but so far hasn’t found,
any -similar seal failures elsewhere, Paul;

Connecticut ‘'Yankee said. .

The leak occurred last Tuesday while a
normally dry area known as the refueling
pool was being filled with water in prepara-
tion for removing nuclear fuel. One of two
gaskets that helps keep the water in the re-
fueling pool gave way, a Northeast Utilities
spokesman said. About 200,000 gallons of wa-
ter spilled onto the floor of the containment
building and was contaminated. It has since
been pumped out and cleansed.

If the leak had occurred after the fuel
had been lifted from the reactor, and no one
had intervened, the fuel “could have been
exposed to air and that could have caused
fuel damages, which could have released ra-
dioactivity,” Northeast Utilities spokesman
Anthony Castagno said.

Further, if the gates that keep water in
the spent fuel pool had been open, Mr. Cas-

Swetland, the resident NRC inspector atu

'TVA Board Votes

THE WALL STREET JOURNAL
- Thursday, August 30, 1984 .

I

To Cancel 4 Units
At 2 Nuclear Plants

By @ WALL STREET JOURNAL Staff Reporter

KNOXVILLE, Tenn.—The Tennessee Val-
ley Authority board voted to abandon four

plants in Tennessee and Mississippi.

The board, as expected, also accepted &
TVA staff recommendation to write off the
$2.71 billion invested in the units, beginning
with the write-off of $800 million during the
fiscal year ending Sept. 30. A TVA spokes-
man said the remaining $1.9 billion would be
written off over the next 11 years.

The write-off would require a 2% to 4%
revenue increase each year, but the spokes- .
man said rates wouldn't necessarily rise by
the same percentage. The board voted yes-
terday to raise rates for fiscal 1985 less than
1% because of a $150 million surplus for
1984, he said. The increase would add 19
cents per 1,000 kilowatt hours to customers’
monthly bills beginning Oct. 2, he said.
The staff of the pation’s largest utility

€15

‘nah River plant dissipated

partly completed units at two nuclear power |

recommended scrapping the nuclear proj-

ects because estimates of enefgy GEMNIS
in the TVA’s seven-state service area.have:
dropped, while construction costs have in-!
creased. v i

With the vote, TVA is abandoning the
two-unit Hartsville A project, 40 miles north-
west of Nashville, Tenn., and the two-unit
Yellow Creek project at Iuka, Miss. Unit 1 of
Hartsville A is 4% complete, while Unit 2 is
349 complete. At Yellow Creek, Unit 1 is

tagno said, the leak could have allowed wa- 35% complete, while Unit 2 is 3% com-

ter to drain from that pool, exposing some of b

the fuel and releasing some radioactivity.
The spent fuel pool is where used fuel rods
are stored. But-the gates were closed at the
time of the leak.

Northeast Utilities said it considers the
incident “‘an unresolved safety issue” and
halted refueling pending investigation by the
company and the NRC. Other planned main-
tainence is continuing.

plete. ) ]

The TVA estimates it would cost §5 bil-
lion to complete Hartsville A and $9.6 bil-
lion to complete Yellow Creek. Hartsville
was expected to cost $800 million when ap-
proved in 1974. In 1975, the TVA estimated
Yellow Creek would cost $1.9 billion.

The TVA board approved construction of
17 nuclear units between 1966 and 1975.
Eight units have been canceled, four are un-

The refueling began Aug. 1 and Was 10l 4o construction and five are operating.

continue 10 weeks. Because work was ahead
of schedule, the leak isn't expected to make

a significant delay in restarting the plant,’

Mr. Castagno said.

4
Connecticut ‘Yankee, a 582,00(}kilowatt‘k_

unit, uses a Westinghouse Electric Corp. re-|
actor. The plant operated for 417 days be-
fore closing for refueling, an industry rec-

The agency estimates the construction of
the two-unit Watts Bar nuclear plant near
Spring City, Tenn., and the two-unit Belle-
fonie nuclear project near Hollyﬁbod, Ala.,
will take care of energy demands in its re-
gion until 1996.

The TVA is an independent corporate
agency of the federal government created
by Congress i 1933.

wide cloud of radioactive trit-
ium oxide gas released by an
accident at the Energy De-
partment’s top-secret Savan-

harmlessly into the atmos-
phere yesterday, plant offi-'
~jals said. - e

Officials -declined to dis-
cuss the cause 0T ThE ecci-
dent, saying it is classified
information. . _ ... _ - -

; it oxide gas—a.
key ingredient of hydrogen
bombs—escaped - - Sunday
night and drifted northward
over ‘the South :Carolina
Piedmont. )

Neither the plant site nor
.the nearby city of Aiken was
‘¢vacuated, and Savannah

River plant spokesman Cliff
Webb  said only trace
“amounts of radiation reached
_the ground. e .

Plant officials said the
radiation dose near the facil-
ity that produces tritium and
plutonium for America’s nu-
clear arsenal was estimated
at seven millirems—about a
third the dose in a chest

A-Tay. ce T
s 4In terms of it being a
ghreat, it was not a threat
rom the beginning,”- Webb
aid. “But in terms of what
lad been Teleased previous-
v it was significant.”
wrPlant officials said the
Tadioactive cloud was re
Teased when a liquid by-pro-
Fuct of the tritium oxide pro-
Auction process accidentally
-gpilled and evaporated in a
-plant building. -
;. Richard Tait, tritium

.operations supervisor for the
_plant, said the spill occurred

in “a matter of seconds” and
radioactive gas was released
for 90 minutes.

‘Two workers in the room
where the spill occurred
were tested for radiation, but
officials said protective suits.

akppt  them gfrom absorbing
. dangesgus-levels of tritium:d

ord, according to the company.

o3
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' firthur MComb, 30 Kirby Lane, Lake Ronkonkoma, N. Y.

» Septerber 19th, 1984. 11779.
Honorable Mario G'uome, ‘Governcr, State af New York,
State Capitol, Executive Chambex, = - " /REz Series of letters to you in
Rlbany, New York 12224. ~ 1983-84, unanswered except

for theﬂfu’st one.

You have already done more than most aelectives ip our Shoreham difficulties.

If you tell me your’s are too great to respond, I'll try to understand. 1 am
only one of your Sb-mi-llion pius New York Staters - but I was not too bus& to listen
many hundreds of hours at hear-ings, te many hundreds of experts on sworn testimony,
ner to write hurdreds of letters and to speak whon allowed to. I spoke as chairman
;:f‘ @ counecil of & greup of ecivie elubs, and ran for Brookhaven Town Supervisor 13971.
Better, I spoke for my family, and I think, fer yours. B&11 this fur almost 15 y=ars.

If you cannot tell NRC that their boards have vielated our publie hearind dae
process (as did our own PBC), so usurping our constitutional right and duty te sz2lf-
dofend, I’1I know you’re only onc person like mo, and can’t do everything. Just tell
ma. Most electives just seen to flail aboit - you have acted. Gricias, senor.

T have not heard anyone else say NRC proved our case for us in their demanc. that

ovaénatien plan be viable. I have said it, and heard you say it in December. You
gsaid NR€ thus proved fisaion energy is too horrible a threat. I =ay, anf:.'linescapable
danéer md better quickly dead 'in the main plume cere, than maimed. in its periplery
with burns and organ déstmc‘tion from alpha, beta and gamma rays and future cancer.
I shall not be too busy and quit extension of my 15 year war. Too bad it's a
revolt. Join us with backs to the wall - I think you are there now. Right always
was the driest emmunition in the leng run, and second wind wins in this marathon.
Last Deecember in our Community Cellege, ycu did promi:se to a packi:d hall that yau-

would personally answer my letters, and that the 150 1ot heard woild have another

' publie hearing, We got neither. Pecople iisk me how come. At the Bianchi breakfast

April 29th. in Patchogue, you asked me to get a list of names - you already have a

1ist from Decembpr. Why gel: another? I jevote mush time to a legally blind wife.
F ) / B . B '

0%




’9@ Editcrpo ¥

o Tho Rivorhoad maaion, Rugust 10th, was adjourned almost an hour early of tho

{ time, and four who had spoken at the Hauppauge meeting, were denied to talk at -
I wanted to read a letter for three senior citizens
' I askod to after a man was pormitted to talk for an out of state-
;| greup fram Washington, avon tho ho toe had speken at Hauppauge, and tho board knew|
L he had. To dony my lotter: by resident: seniors from Suffolk was rank discriminae.
| I tcld thcm that tho oonioro woro physically unable to, and one of them hu PR

- IRiverhoad, because of that, .

o Q_Qﬂ{g&the board,

Promf thhur M&'mb 30 Kirby La, Lk Ronkonkomd NY 11779
;d, oloqtod and appo;ntod offioialu concerneds

letter to the B

sovI repeat it for you.

 BE: Supplenedit to 9/30/83 .

TER IOk, 7S, mnr'
?or"bravity, I deloted the follouinq four paraqraphs fraom the lotter to the Governor,”
}nste::d raforred him to the threo unanswered letters which contained the substance mttdr

- ::4

" Jungblo to camo.

1 ttm.

s e - tho liconsing board,. ’
<&¢hu m ‘eamo beforc 8:30 but after theoyjhed adjoumod, but was denied hin time AT
e 9 Qo sgodnleg closing: tmo. .

He waa woll bqfore

‘The others cuffer. from 1ncontinence.

set!‘iv_" :

|too mueh .like publie snookering by and

(Also 11 oxoocutivo ses-.

'. & ca nw offméead, outraged, nngry and inconsod. Projudqoment is paintully clear-

r Your evm fact-finding ponel of 13, with two (1 seat) from NRC's FEMA and ono NRC |

) Diregtor of Oporntiona, sot 3 publio hoarings, nooding a fourth to hoar the opill-
evor frm tho swamped 3rd cession, was hoavbly enc-sided.

31 ‘giong” uoro sct] Only § voting memborp vaw £it to liston to tho public ot tho 4 .

~ Imoetings. Onc sat thru two hoarings, and 2 sat in §-ooscions, ono at Naocoou and
o Rivorhead. and the othor only at Nasssu. Threc did no public listening. Atten- -
|y o the i omtive moot s, “5F 15 TT-voting members.on sour panels

PRI Patchoquo ond Riverhoaed, had onc mambor at Patchoguc and mono ot Biv’-
B gbrhca’d, vith an- ackninistrat}ixvo judge running the show for tho absentecs, and the

for vested interests,

gs would still be n se551on.

H.@itt‘c@n's "ﬂ‘@%e E@ﬂt@n’ )

@PEN}B%&@ Closed Mimd

in your las
Abata responds to George Hochbrueckner's article froma
previous edition. She states that ‘it was his 4th question

that he didn’t get a chance to ask Dr. Catacosinos, not his -

1st, 2nd or 3rd.” This is not entirely correct. While Mr.
Hochbrueckner did ask his question, it was not answered
by Dr. Catacosinos, and only by restating the same ques-
tion did he get a reply. Dr. Catacosinos’ reply was thatrates
would go up only 1% per year for five years aand 0% after
that, with the exclusion of inflation in those figures, When
Mr. Hochbrueckner tried to get a clarification on that infor-
tion, he was rudely shouted down by the people who Ms.
Abata says “sat with their hands courteously raised.”
Before faulting Mr. Hochbrueckner for not telling all of
the truth, Ms. Abata should have criticized Dr. Catacosinos |
for not answering the question. It was Mr. Hochbrueckner
who was cut off, not Dr. Catacosinos. Also, one must be
aware that George Hochbrueckner has tried to arrange to
meet with the Open, Inc. group, and they have not agreedto
do so. Why wouldn't they allow him to speak? Are they
protecting” their membership from hearing another side
of the Shoreham issue? Are they afraid that if more of the |
truth is told, some of their members will change their |
minds on the issuc? As for Hochbrueckner's claim that ;
rates will go up 70%, that is actually LILCO' S claim - and

Ygtﬁiﬂaﬂter fmm '

=

, When the publiec.  °
) finally got a handle on it, the last two publie hearings were swamped. Tf'all“
“_facts were delivered right with due process, heari 1

res of aid it has asked for, including

1. Renewal of a permit to burn high sulphur fuel

2. Waiver of NYS gross reoeipts tax

3. Reduction of Shoreham property tax assessmcnt by
|50%

. 4.Allowing LILCO to abwrb only 6250 million of the pro-
‘posed £1.9 billion imprudency costs.

5. PASNY construction of power lines under the Sound
and purchase of LILCO’s interconnection.

6. Increase in LILCO’s share of PASNY hydro—power

7. Increase in uwo (] bencfit from Canadian hydro-
power.

LILCOandDr. Catacosinos arc asking for everything and
they apparently don't care who they step on to get it, in-
cluding and especially the ratepayer. One questioner said
to Dr. Catacosinos at the Open meeting: “LILCO has
cotinually lied to us over the past 15 years - why should we
belicve you now?". Dr Cataccsinos replied, “*There’s no
reason to believe us.*

Certainly, as Ms. A says, 'It's time that politicians
told us the “Wihole triith and ot just what they wanat us to
hear.” If we want them to tell us the truth, we should be
willing to give them the opportunity to speak, and not cut
them off or refuse them the opportunity to address us and
be questioned. Ms. Abata and Open, while asking for

*truth”, refuse to hear the sides of the issue that do not

;ﬁaureisaminimumhﬁmﬂmmmme

' 'l‘his wholo tmrioa moutl}' July und Auquut wovo a tanglod mooo -
: : . qoin four dt:aa~ :
‘tiens; at once, poorly notified, Bomotimos'in error and always confusgnq, secmed

coincide with their own views. May be it's time for them to

**open’’ their minds.
Sincerely,  Jane Alcorn




WAYNE PROSPECT
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COUNTY OF SUFFOLK

COUNTY LEGISLATURE

OFFICE (516) 499-5886
HOME (516) 499-6744

Arthur McComb
30 Kirby La.
Lake Ronkonkoma,NY 11779

Dear Arthur,

On September 25th the county legislature will be voting on a
resolution to continue funding the county's intervention against
the Shoreham Nuclear Power Plant. It is important that you
attend the meeting and speak on behalf of the resolution. The
meeting will be held at the county center in Riverhead at 9:38
am,

The funding resolution, submitted to the legislature by Mr.
Cohalan, originally requested $1.7 million dollars for legal and
technical services. The legislature's Finance Committee cut the
$1.7 million dollars to $965 thousand dollars. This reduction
finances the fight against Lilco only until the end of the month,
at which time another funding resolution will have to be adopted
by the legislature.

While I am not happy with the cut in funds, there is no
indication that the reduction reflects a change in policy. It
appears that Legislator John Rosso, Chairman of the legislature's
Finance Committee, just wants to get a better grip on the status
of the litigation by inviting our legal consultants before the
committee for a general briefing and projection of future costs.
It is up to you to make sure that the reduction in funds means no
more than this. I urge you to make sure the county's fight.
against Shoreham is still on track. And, don't forget to attend
the September 25th meeting of the legislature in Riverhead.

Sincerely,

Wayne Prc;ég;:g
County LegiSlator

¥

LEGISLATOR. 15 1789 EAST JERICHO TURNPIKE
3 5 TH DISTRICT .
gepgem er 17 ’ 198 4 HUNTINGTON, NEW YORK 11743
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Fighting Shoreham” [Sept. 6] is the most dis-

County to give-up its fight against the Long
Inland Lighting Co. and its $4-billion -Shore-,
ham nuclear plant belies Newsday's implaca-

have preferred to see the county not spend one
dime in opposition to LILCO’s Shoreham plant
and, today, Newsday would like nothing more

County Legislature and the_governor get out
‘ef LILCO’s way so the Shoreham plant can be
licensed by the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
geon.-No chance! . | o
The centerpiece of the county’s opposition is
based on the firm conviction that Shoreham

land geography precludes the successful imple-
mentation of an evacuation plan in the event of
@ nuclear accident. The county and Gov. Mario

whose regulations require an evacuation plan to
bo in place before they can issue an operating
license to LILCO for Shoreham. - S
- Indeed, the county’s original cost estimate of
§3 million for legal and technical consultants to
fight the licensing of Shoreham was accurate.
‘By any reasonable standard, given the position
-of the county and state on emergency prepared-
£=o9, the ﬁ;‘t‘t I.:O“H bo long ovor.
a fding m )

* GARY HART
COLORADO

Mr.
30 Kirby Ln.

Lake Ronkonkoma,

Dear Mr.

ynins Hinest Houl

ingenuous editorial ‘Newsday has written on " :
the -subject of Shoreham. For Newsday to cite - -
jincreased legal .fees as a reason for -Suffolk -: , '
- - So the NRC deliberations and hearings goen
.and om:and consequently, the county’s legal ex-
_penses mount. = - : .
®lo support for Shoreham. -Newsday would - .
. ‘en the county’s resolve by forcing it to incur

: ' - lawsuits (with ratepayers’ money, of course)
than to see the county executive, the Suffolk .

‘It should also be pointed out that during the
-past three years LILCO has outspent the
_county by a rate of at least 4 to 1 on Shore-
ham legal fees, a fact
| “niently ignores.

cannot be operated safely, since our unique is- .

Cuomo have communicated this to the ‘NRC, -
. ‘been the county’s finest hour in Tepresenting

. and defending the citizen interest. It is deeply

-sland deserve better.

\ ,% a desperate attempt to holp
LILCO, has arbitrarily forced the Shoreham io-
gue into extra innings in the hope-that mere
#ime will provide the NRC with the elixir #
‘needs to license :the plant. oo

. Furthermore, in a cynicél attempt to weak-

additio costs, LILCO has initiated several
against the county. As frivolous as these suits
are, the county must be in court to respond.

that Newsday conve-
Notwithstanding the pre-eminent safety is-
sues surrounding the Shoreham fight, most
‘people would agree that a.$10-million to $15-
million county investment that eeeks to pre-
vent the doubling of electric bills :on - Long
‘Island is money well spent. - -
Suffolk County’s -fight against LILCO has

regrettable that Long Island’s only daily
‘pewspaper has chosen to become an ally ef
the LILCO monopoly. The people of Long lo-

(D-16th District)

.Waymw

COMMITTEES:
ARMED SERVICES
ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC WORKS
BUDGET

Wlnited Diates Denate

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

September 17,

Arthur McComb

New York 1177¢

McComb:

1984

Just a short note to thank you for sending me a copy of your

letter.concerning @he Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
appreciate your thinking of me.

I

Again, thanks for keeping me informed.

Sinceriﬁy,
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Arthur McComb, 30 Kirby Lane, Lake Ronkonkema, N. Y. 11778.
September 25th, 1984.

Suffolk County Legislature, .
Hauppauge, N. Y, 11788. e RE: Continued funding of legal fight,
Shoreham Nuclear Fission Plant #1.

When Suffolk County and New York State responded to the federal pressure for the opening -
of Shoreham, and intervened in their evacuation adversary proceedings, 1 bitterly com- . e
plained that our state and county were firm in constitutional right to stand pat. My
conviction was that the costly scenario would be. I saw the AEC ®hearings® in 1970, 71,

79 and 73. After 14 years I finally sickened and called enough.

My friends talked me into resuming my presomce and attention to the so-called "hearings®.

I am glad they did, It told me plenty. For instance, the last day of the sessions where
NRC ruclSsr experts were cross-examined, a couple of hours were dedicated primarily to
questions from all parties around a key question asked in many ways, probing whether the
experts would say that a melt-down was not possible. Even the three panel judges came
back from recess with long lists of their own questions - ending with the same one about
melt-down possibility. To every time it was asked, nuclear expert witnesses could give
no assurance that melt-down would not a@ccur in fission plants, specifically Shoreham.

Legal fees and witness costs to Suffolk is an unbelievable nightmare. Our state is pay-
ing plenty. The outlay of federal funding’s went through the roof, and LILCC has been
estimated as outspending Suffolk by 4 to 1. This money could have built plants for fos-
sil fuel with the finedt of smoke-scrubbing apparatus, and paid for its use.

I strongly recommend that the last day’s transcripts be read by everyone. .

Back to costs and mounting interest on loans. Who do you think pays all of that? Yes, -
yours truly, Suffolk’s tab is from my county taxes. The state’s bill, from my state .
tax burden. The federal dips into my IRS payments. I pay them all.

Now, to that monstrous LILCO expense blunder. Our PSC takes care of that - withou: due-
process public hesgrings - but with what money? It’s me again, not only as taxpayer, but
ratepayer too. I pay Brookhaven taxes, but LILCC declines to. My non-elective PSC
takes it from my pockets and puts it into Catacasinos’ saddle-bags. My bill goes up for
electricity, but so d profits for stock and bond holders of LILCO’s.

Why does Artie McComb fight? For lives of loved ones of you and I, but also hard cash.

However, we are up to our necks in a gumbo mess. But we can see light at the end of a
tunnel, and my best judgement is that we have a case, and cannot cquit. We always had a
case, but federal usurped us. When you punch back, you cannot quit. Now give ‘em hell.,
I have always sensed federal prejudgement, and know we are in a battle. Costs of this
battle have bent my social security, but have not yet broken my spirit.

(516) 588 ZOZGW 22 g
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OFFICE OF THE COUNTY LEGISLATURE

COUNTY OF SUFFOLK

WILLIAM H. ROGERS

CLERK : September 10 » 1984
JOYCE F. ROSKO
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK

JOHN CHARUK
DEPUTY CLERK

TO: The Fublic

|
~— .

FROM: William H. Rogers,
Clerk of the Leg1s]a»ure

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a special meeting of the
Finance and I;surance Committee of the Suffolk County Legis-
lature, will take place on Tuesday, September 11, 1984, 1in
Conference Room B, at 9:00 A.M. The Legislative and
Personnel Committee will meet in Conference Room B at 9:25
A.M. on the same date for the purpose of addressing legislation

- still in committee.

W.H.R.

TH S NOTI1CE LAS FDR THE THO CRYTH s
OF WECESSITY pll1C WERE 7BOLEL ST °

THE F31[24 sesSsan) FROM L)iICy EXERPE
CAME sHon/ o VEXT FPALE, THEY were

APLROVED JFETER pve— pgs IVENDED . Jo?
| ¥ (516) 548-3300
‘ COUNTY CENTER ] . RIVERHEAD, NEW YORK 119014 .
’ LEGISLATURE BUILDING a VETERANS MEMORIAL HIGHWAY ‘a HAUPPALIGE, NEW YORK 11788 . {316) 360-4073
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TAKEN FROM QLOUNT Y'S TRANSRIFPT
Mr. A%fmg ombﬁ L’@%Q’é’é"ﬁn gg'gg gﬁ?&”’is opengg'{g?‘s E?’L?s/gl?;ié%g b‘f r’é%uesting
that in all decency that the motion to table, subject to call, be withdrawn. He is
here to answer som= of the comments that have been made regarding the safety of the Plant
Also the litigation that was ongoing until last Wednesday where he attended almost all @f)|
- the meetings. He advised that he wished all would have been present Wednesdav to hear
the cross examinations of expert witnesses who explained how minimal the chance is for
anyth:ng dangerous or bad to happen from the Plant to the public, and then when thev all
were questioned by all parties and including the three judges that sat there, and they
were ask ig_zggz_iéggze_us FEEE_EESEEwﬁiii_ES,EE_E?lt down and the experts res-
ponded(they cannot assure that - there may be a melt down. He advised this has never
changed for fifteen years since he has been folldwing these hearings. He advised no
one can be sure that they will be able to cocol that core which must be cool in order for
it to operate and if something happens to that cocaling, you go into a melt down and the
heat goes up. When it gets to 2000 degrees it then blisters, swells and crystalizes
the metal which cannot stand it, and within seconds it goes up to 6000 degrees with a
complete meltdown. He stated this can happen and it does not take very much for it to
happen. He stated he is here to tell them that on record, in the minutes, he can pro-
duce copies of the same, {of the session), and they can see as told by the experts that
there 1s no way to protect us against a melt down. He wanted to make sure this was on
the record.

Presiding Officer Howard interjected that no expert would ever say that there is not a
possibility of a melt down. He pointed oUt that one can 4arop dead thirty seconds trom,
now too. they argued bacK and forth - not decipherable) and Mr. McComb outshouted the
! (Presiding Officer and stated that no one in their right mind would have a nuclear plant’
ganywhere on the face of the earth. He stated that no one in their right mind would ’
vote for that.

r‘?xzﬂt’rﬁ T8 FROM PTIN U TIIS ~FipCE COMPITIIE ~8/31/ 5 FRIDOY ~FRLE /6 \\

At this point Mr. McComb intervened and stated he wished to comment on the first Resolu-
tion and did not get the opportunity to do so. He questioned why anyone depends on the
Public Service Commission. He stated he made several hundred mailings to the media and
all the elected officials. He advised he gave the same thing to the members present. 1
In one paragyaph he notes that he is convinced that both AEC and NRC are much more pro-
motional tham requlatory and our own New York State Public Service Commission seems to )
have caught the same virus - they just gave the store away to LILCO who refuses to pay A
their taxes. Last year they held three public hearings - One in Nassau, one in River-
head and one in Ratchogue. Only one of their seven member board attended only cne of:
the three sessions in Patchogue. He protested as did Assemblyman Sawicki and many o-
thers, but to no avail. A disturbed public turned out in droves waiting outside for
turns. How could they say that the Public Service Commission gives a damn what the
public feels when they will nct liztcn £c thom. A hearing is szt up to Le heard, and |
there is no sense going into a hearing unless you are heard. He stated he wanted this
in the record before they went on to the next item.

Chairman Rosso stated that everyone shares his concern as well as Mr. McComb's thoughts
on the Public Service Commission. Mr. McComb- questionzd what the hell are they doing
about it. The Chairman advised that he get the Governor to stop...and Mr. McComb in- :
terrupted and stated that he did send the Governor a letter. He pointed out that a copy ]
of the letter he was holding went to the Governor and he made it very clear that he did

not respond to his letters of last year. He advised he complained in all the right

lﬁblaces and got zilch. The Chairman advised that they joined Mr. McComb in that same
complaint. ‘ :

g 8
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e PETERF. CoHaLaN ~ OFFICE OF THE:COUNTY EXECUTIVE - JOHN C. GALLAGHER
N & SUFFOLK COUNTY EXECUTIVE . 4 CHIEF DEPUTY
October 11, 1984
Mr. Arthur McComb I
v 30 Kirby Lane ‘*
Lake Ronkonkoma, New York 11779
4:

Dear Mr. McComo:

I am in receipt of your letter dated August 28, 1984, and
its attachments'’, which express deep concern with respect to the
Nuclear  Regulatory Commission's hearings on the subject of
LILCO's Shoreham Nuclear Power Station.

Your letters indicate that you have extensive knowledge of
the potential future impact of Shoreham upon Long Island's
economy, and upon the health and safety of our population. I
share your concerns.

In that régard, you should know that the County of Suffolk
undertook an extensive evacuation planning effort, using
nationally recognized experts in the field, which was conducted
over a nine month period. That study concluded that a safe
evacuation of Suffolk County was impossible in the event of a

. nuclear accident at the Shoreham Nuclear Power Station. The

. ' impossibility arises from Suffolk's dense population, Long

< Island's unique geographic conditions, our limited road network
N and the fact that the only egress from Long Island is to the

west, through New York City, as well as other considerations. My
constitutional duty is to provide for the public safety. Thus,
after reviewing the results of our study, I felt that the only
proper course of action was to tell the people the truth and not
put into place a paper evacuation plan which would not work.

As I am sure you know, LILCO continues to deny the fact that
' evacuation and adequate emergency preparedness for a nuclear
accident at Shoreham are impossible in Suffolk County. They have
challenged the governmental authority of Suffolk County and have
tried to gain approval of their own evacuation and emergency plan
- which usurps the County's exclusive right and power to protect
| the welfare of Suffolk County's residents. Therefore, Suffolk
| County has filed suit in the State Supreme Court, against LILCO,
to prevent this action. Once this situation is satlsfactorily
resolved, we can begin to work cooperatively on a fair economic
solution that protects ratepayers from the economic burden which
LILCO has created at Shoreham.

" Based upon a great deal of painstakingly careful research,
P g the County has contended for some time that the cost of
. abandoning the Shoreham plant would be less than the cost of
b operating it. The Governor's Marburger Commission also studied
s this matter and determined there would be little economic
difference between opening and closing the Shoreham fac1lity.
Considering the dangers posed by the plant and its ever-rising

cost, no good reason exists to allow it to open .(C;ONT'QMTT”CE) /II
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Y. . 'Recent developments also reveal that LILCO has made an
agreement with a consortium of banks and the General Electric
Credit Corporation that will provide the utility with enough
money to avoid bankruptcy and meet its bills well into next year.
However, this doesn't deal with the long-range issue of whether.
Shoreham opens or closes, or whether the company is viable on a
long term basis, ' o
- "Purther, both businesses and consumers will suffer as they
are forced to pay for LILCO's past mistakes, since the Public
Service Commission recently voted to assist the financially
unstable LILCO by granting them a 9.6% rate increase on all
Suffolk County residents' bills effective September 1, 1984. The
utility brought about their own financial disaster through fiscal
imprudency of the construction and engineering of the Shoreham
Nuclear Power Station; and, therefore, the utility should bear
the economic consequences.

I am firmly supporting the Consumer Protection Board's
decision to file suit against the Public Service Commission for
granting the rate increase to LILCO. Be assured that I will do

all I can to insure that LILCO is not enriched for the

_mismanagement of the Shoreham Nuclear Power Station. IS
As you know, LILCO blatantly disregarded its responsibility -

to the public by withholding its property taxes on the Shoreham
Nuclear Power Station. To date, the County has undertaken two
actions to enable collection of LILCO's unpaid property taxes.
First, Section 292 of the Real Property Tax Law states that, when
petitioned by a‘’county, the State Attorney General may seize a
corporation's property for nonpayment of taxes. At the County's
request, Attorney General Robert Abrams filed a suit to seize a
portion of LILCO's assets equal to their overdue taxes; however,
unfortunately, this suit was rejected by the State Supreme Court.
Attorney General Abrams has appealed the State Supreme Court's

‘decision, since the County will have to wait three years to take

title to the tax delinquent property if this Court's decision is
.upheld. Second, the County has passed legislation authorizing
the sale of LILCO's tax lien this fall to expedite collection of
these overdue funds.

Js

Also, the Governor of the State of New York has indicated to

the management of LILCO his willingness to sit down and work out
a solution in which all parties would share in the economic
consequences of ‘the abandonment of Shoreham. To date, the
management of LILCO, to my knowledge, has not taken the Governor
up on his offer: Clearly, it is management's responsiblity now
to sit with the -proper authorities and resolve the issues before
them with respect to the economic consequences of an abandonment
of the Shoreham:Nuclear Power Station.

In conclusion, please be assured that I will continue to
consider the health and safety of the County's 1.3 million
residents to be my most important responsibility. I will
exercise all the legal powers of my office to ensure the public's
safety by preventing the Shoreham plant from opening.

Once again, thank you for conveying your thoughts to me on
this important issue. '

Sincerely yours,

PETER F. COHALAN

" PFC/ps Z ' SUFFOLK COUNTY EXECUTIVE
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September 26, 1984

Arthur McConb
30 Kirby Lane
Lake Ronkonkoma, NY 11779

Dear Mr @M‘“‘V’

This will acknowledge your recent cor:espondence con-=
cerning Sho:eham.

Those of us who oppose the opening of the Shoreh:im
Nuclear Plant will need all of the local sapport that we can
get. My fear is that the NRC is on the threshold of shoving

Shoreham upon us.

I am writing you this note to indicate that your time-
less efforts are appreciated and should be continued with
the same commitment, vigor and enthusiasm. I sense that
many pecple who have long fought the fight against Shoreham
will gradually loose their zeal and enthusiasm.

LaValle
Skxate Senator

KPL:tas



Bythar McCemb, 30 Kirby Lane, Lake Ronkonkems, NY 11779.
WIE 1S DOOM August 15th, 1984,

& &varyene evar ere

before 1t 1z tee late. RE: ‘ll'h‘tltn Bﬂﬂt ‘Iﬁl‘:ing Duth!

The radie, and your LERO guidance group, and your teachers, and ministers, and eiviec lead-
ers, and Bey Jeeut and Red Cress and Salvation Army leaders - all the ones you trust most,
tel1 yeu NOT TO PANIC, to do as they say - te go te your decontamination centers for fur-
ther instruetiens - do it quickly, Time runs out,

Writers badly need a woerd worse than catastrephe, Undescribable is nearest.

Pission energy plants spring up sll over the vorld’s landscape waiting te spread an inex-
erable, insidious dirty-white mantle of fallout death over all in its path. Worse - far
worse than death - for the walking dead in the periphery of the plume’s path, not knowing
that they are hit - not knowing that piereing gamma rays have damaged internal organs un-
$11 they puke their gquts out to the tune of radie instructions not to panie. Radic that
aives instructions of what to do; ™go to the decontamination centers Lf you can, tc get
menitored before you die - er tc help the dying before you become mors of the living deadt
These are our living dead,

Ask Hiroshima how {t feels, PRut the pro-nuclear army will say a steam explosion is not
1{%e the benb - rest assured - “believe me, Herb™, even the none have axperienced either
Almaster, But swarms of experts are on sworn record that death is the same,

But von musn’t use the bad words that cause panic when watching babes, and elderly, and

mute, and sick, ani paranlegics and the rest of the army of helpless, writhe in an exper-
{enes of thev know not what, Scme are sure to be your own family and neighbors whe have
trusted veu, Mayve they half krew what happened, to enlarge the terror. Heaven forbid,
don’t anyons dare to mention the word cancer: Too dread.

Soms may be heard imploring their version of Clod - but don't repeat it - too alarming.

Who =an you believe anymore? Bll because everyone everywhere, or most everyone, weuld
{nitiate or condone, for money or power or whatever, their ugly fields of fission nuclear
mushroom nlants, ready to spread dirty-white death, and walking dead, like puffs of dande-
1{on seeds in gentle or roaring winds, sunny or snowy weather, mile-high skies or inver-
sions, hurricanes or earthquakes, Hearings grow inane and asinine.

T forgoet the projecticns. T forgot the learned computations of probabilities. I forget
the solemn assurances from on high - from Washington D. C, - that all the above is surely
not 1ikely. All we need is abounding faith that it might not happen in cne of a thousand,
or one in a million, or maybe a billion times. I forgot which, for large numbers become
eonfusing. Put what if the one in a billion is the next one up?

Tf all went well, Tf the worst did not happen. The grisly disposal of waste remains.

T apsak as one man, one vote, and invite anyone tozjoin me. FISSICON NUCLEAR PLANTS WILL
BE BUTLT OVER MY DEAD RODY. BETTER DEAD FRCM FIGHPING THAN FRCM MAN.MADE TIME.BCMBES. If
T must ficht alone, so be it. T doubt that anyone has listened to more spurious redson-
ina for more time, coming from more educated mouths, than I have,

Z{mmer nlant in Mineinnati is the way to go - conversion if needed, EVERY FOSSIL FUEL
PLANT MUST HAVE GOOD SCRUBEERS, AND MEST BSE THEM. Abanden or convert Shoreham,

mmm.Wmem:W

Coples to all media and elected officials
in the Shoreham affected area. Arthur McComb (516) 588 2020,




