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tlltftE1Ut. D!DICATI<JI OF TJl'IS BCD.'. 

[ '"Plume h it.C1111•, a 1 4 year port r a yal medley of news i t..ma , letters, information, Plv.a 

~r C1Ca11enta ef my own, on qrovth of i nsidious f ission nuclear enerQY in our t i me, ia now 

dedicated te a qutey army of reaolute souls, bllttli•G, beddit -. and each ether, t e 

abandon or conYert Shoreham. We face another army, miaquided but just aa inten t to 

epen tlrla capricious and deceptive promiae o f unl imited, economical aource of enerqy, 

~ • •we are t o curb it, before it curba us. Reqrettably, our pro-nuclear fission 

,,,. ..,..neiQhbor$ are unwittingly abetted a nd aided by federa l presaure~fed by all of our 

, ~ 5 taxes. Some, indffd, seem t o be i nspired by a mir aqe of private qain or Mlf interes t . 

t\\ 

/'f . 
~ne book could not hold the flood of r ecorded t ext of record, nor lillt e f WIM lfi8h, 

un.unq, end too often unseen loyal eoula to our ocmcon cause. To me, a f .., atand 011t 

sUQhtly abeTe the reat , and I will name th•, and omit much too many o thers o f equ,al. 

~ rnl .. f4)1e t op• 11y liat, ,;,tth Ann and Bill C.rl ~ ahowed the way. Pet ar 

Coh•l•• and Marie &'It- etend with a apunlcy grcq> of (-11 bl&t 1) MUtt leqi• l a ter-. to 

r•.U.e~ U i\h htq llY pereona lly elite qrOllJI with ~.q .. , •Y l onq-.Uferinq wife . 

TM.• boek la bat • Yiqnette of m.1nhe, onqoing worlctw1• reaoU011 to the f alse prOllliae 

of pie in the *"• and the pablie awakening tlult we ere di(lllJiDQ OIU"•, and futu e qen. 

er.ti ona QRY••, Helc lnq the t J)Ot of unlimited enerqy at the end of the rei aboll. Call 

it what it 1• - Ml unm&Ntq .. ble, inherent menace to mulcin• ( fi...t- -erw, -t thia 

beol:l. Wo eaf e way, exc ept the future of fusion, se .. a J>O••ible to harne•a thi• ; 1aat, 
nor the radloacthe waste i t ~ • y , 'lie npert1. undtr oath, pfftr ll• • ·w•. 
I Uet below the lluffoll:: district , the l egislator, eddreu and phone number. tlho aid ll& 

U,: 9rtvBlap ll' W. 2nd St., Riverhead, N. Y., 11901 7 21-7200 

~.J. J ohn Roeao 640 Montaulc Hwy, , llhtrl9}' , I<, Y., 11967 399-0500 

3, John Foley 31 Oel:: S t reet , Patchogue, N. Y. 11772 475- 5800 

4. Ro11e Cltra cappe 260 Middle Country Road. , Selden , N. Y. 117 34 732· 2000 

-:i .. ' 

5, Steve EnqlebriQht 1 49 Main Stre et , Setau.l:et , N. ' '. 11733 689-8500 • 
I, Donald Al lQTOYe 180 E. Main St ., Smithtown, N, Y, 11787 724- 4888 

7. Michael D' Andre 49 Landinq A Ye . , S.,..i th tow: , ". Y. 11787 7 Z4- 5705 

8. John Morqo 26 Railroad l<ve., S a yville, N. Y, 11784 567- 046() 

9, Jo11eph Riz:IO 3250 Sunrise Hwy.,E . I slip, ti . Y, 11730 581- 36 21 

10, Phillip Nolan ZOOO Bren t wood Ave. , Brentwood, N, Y . 11717 231.UlO 

11. Patrick Mahoney 4 U'cill ll Road, West Isl ip, N. Y. 11795 661- 1800 

12. Sondra ffa c:h ety 655 D'eer Pa r k Ave., N. Babylon, N. Y. 117C3 661- 3425 

13, Alice Beck 101 N, W.,llwood Ave., Lind~nhurst , N, Y. !1757 226-1340 

Betll r e siqned 9/14/84 • for deputy County ExecutivP • reploce~er t 11/6/84 fol1owa , 

U . W&yne Prospect 1789 E. Jericho Tpl:e. Huntinqton , N. Y. 11743 499-5886 

16. Patrick Heaney 424: ¥.ontau.I: Hwy. , E. OuoQUe, N. Y. 11942 653- 6090 

17 . Jane Devine 256 Main St . , Huntington, N, Y. 11743 673- 9393 

18. Rober t La Bua 333 Lork field Rd •• E. Northport , N, Y. 11731 368- 510Q 

Do not forget previous legislators when we muster ttose who support our cause. 

I t hurt • to omit so many so loyal, but Leon Campo, Marqe Harriscn and Dave Willloott-A ! 

Besides Irving Like, Ann and Bill Carl , Coun t y Executive Poter C:ohalan and Governor of 

our stat e Ma r io Cuomo, and the present and past leqf slaters ~·en1 i ono<i above, an y list 

o f apport• must not be ..,.ithout rr ention of the st r or.Q SECRE!i>..'I C PPONENTS cc.IU.ITICN and 

1111cil l ary qrou s as90ciat and ind endent who have enerou l• i ven o f their s n 

end wei ht. I follow this dedication with paru o f t he September , 1984 SOC letter. -

SlJJRE!Wl OPPONENTS CXlALITitN Septenber, 1984. 

UI.CO 'WINS SC:t!E Ra.INOO Wit h the help of the PSC ar.d biq banks , i.ILCXl has been pulled 

beet:: from the edqe of bankruptcy. The latest rate l•ii<e and bank l oans (which we ' 11 end 

up payinq for tool , have allowed t he C0111>any t o meet a critical interest payn.en t dead. • 
line, and, mor e i111Portant, r 81111lin aolYent throuqh 1985 . Thouqhj..ILCCl' s bankruptcy --~ 

~ 11n• eftded • llr' bat tle aqalns t 8hereham, l h financial Yiot~ qivee Lii.OJ tll• be~at ~· 

i t needa t e 1>rea• on wit h Sl\o relum1. 

LILOO'e alli es have wasted no t ime bulldfnq off the corr.pany ' s new strenqth. 

threat comes in at t elll>tS to undermi ne Suffolk County' s intervention aqainst 
T (cont ' d. 

The biqqest 
S horeham. 
nen paqe) 
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(cent'd} sex= September letter. 
- .r-

(Six paragraphs titled: -Suffolkl Cold Feet1 seems to bear out such assumption.) 

(then) 

Thitt erosi~n in the County's commitment comes at a very critical time. With a low power 

test license looming, with LILCO outspending the County 3 to l, we can't hope to win if 

we __ don't have well-supported counsel, experts, and a steadfast legislature. 

The county's attorneys and Hxperts need roughly Sl. 8 million to see the intervention · 

through the end of the year. They need the funding to complete three sep~rate NRC pro

ceedings and several court suits. Some legislators have complai~ad 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, it's clear the money's well-spent. · 

~ere's what to do: Call County Executive Cohalan (360-4000) and your county legislator. 

Urge them to carry on the fight. 

'l"he NRC: Perhaps the most damaging aspect of the county'u new rEluctance to forge ahead 

is that it comes during a highly sensitive time. The infamous Marshall Miller licensinq 

DO@rd has just given LILCO ~ 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 thar1,. 

What should WE' do? First, it is essential to remember that this •little license•, if 

LILCO :ahould wM°t, is not the end. Our strongest arguments rest with the questionable 

legality of LIL.CO' s emergency plan. Shoreham can never operate at full power without an 

emergency plar,.. The way it looks now, the NRC may be foolish enough to let Shoreham 

operate at 1/1000 of rated power - and never be able to authorizf levels above that •. 

Second, we must be ready. ~ 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 5horehGIID will remind the 

Commission and politicians that the majority or Long Islanders ck; not want the plant to 

open - at any level of power • 

We need supporters at the vigil. If you are able to join in, please call the SOC off ice 

360-3987. We will keep a list of volunteers and call you when we are sure of the NRC's 

decision date. 

RADIO CAMPAIGN: SCC 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 ~adio Campaign Fund.• Our goar is $10,000. 

The PSC: The enclosed petition (they were mailed out with this SOC letter) speaks for 

itself. Governor Cuomo needs to back his strong words with some more strong actions. 

Please circulate it and return completed petitions to our office. 

(SOC letter then listed legislators, addresses and phone nwr.bers - see previous page}. 

Petition reads as follows: ''DEAR GOVERNOR CUOMO: The Public Service ComIHission is rob

bing ratepayer st We cannot afford to pay for Shoreham. We can't afford to keep LILCO 

Alive. Paul Gioia, chair of the PSC, has establ.ished 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 a ossib e " -r;ns Is tfJJ/& a>11/!f){;fE Wl/HIN 7J.. ~ Wlf.N~~S fl 

·--



..... f« tJae item• in thi• book ol11rly iQ.,ntified as •therwhe, I al•im. ntaorahip. ..I 

probably mttended more adverHry nsrion~ en Bhcrehm nualMr enerqy linae 1970 thin enyene 

11n. M1ny wer14-wide qu'lified per.on•, oro11-examined at lenqth under oath, fillecl the 

tr1ft•ript1, now in Ubrerie1, with tHtimony ••cribinq the inherent, cleaclly clanqer in.-11 

flnt•n auole•r 1'11nt1. 'l'heretere, under the "'"fdr u1e• cloatrine Of the ll78 aoPyriqht law, 

:-ft : in my beek w.- u•ed fer edification ef the public •• • defense ef my home and. family 

n wll as the J)ublie, .n~ thus i• not infrinqement. Xt meets tlie five tests of •c:ritia:hm, 

lft•Rt, new• r rt in nhtDlarship anci research•, and the four criteria of non-profit edU-

ftff enal . - .. , t e nature, the amount us•d anl the market ef feet on any c rlO'llt works.= 

"/ • an as fer no profit, and aana to lose • COi 8 UB. e ave seen n e . .. I' 

ait denial ef the fhsien enerqy risk from authority, or pro-nuolear•1 in faet it is a~tted. ~ ·• 

'ht nlnting_nd distribt¢icm budget ll .. ~l:Hm .... our •.ci&l ity . eftt •. .u ... -
£ti' .... ~ ... ~i....11~.-'"rtM:. a:.~ 

y ehronoloqy ef e en like nuclear enerqy must pervade worldwide printed media. The fol'

lewin i1 •minute trickle ef the flood since 1970· n4'WB bits editorials letter• ete 

«! ~ DAILY ND8 

·8 4/l0f70 edit'l. P.(?). ll 12/11/70 item. P.(?). 
8 8!13/70 eerteon P.(?).· P. Cobb. 12 12/ 9/70 item. P.(?). 

9 5/18f70 item. P. ( ?) • 36 6/12/83 column P .BZ Stewart Ain. 

10 1or,·tr-m edtt'l. J>.(?). 95 6/ 3/84 item t.NSl Jerry eassidy. 

1112/11!70 edit'l. P.(?). 101 8/2*1/84 l•tter ed. P.%9 Robert Abrams. 

12 12fl7f70 it.rt Harry Pearsen. P. (?). l;llii;0.;3;:n;9;;;;~4f8~4~it~em~.~~-'----~--------; 
'tJ. Sf1Sf7l item. P.{?). GTON Pcm" 

1s·· 4/l~/71 •dlt'l. P. (?). 8 4 · 8 10 item 
13 4115 f 71 t tem. .Annabelle J:erins. ~N~GR=ESS~=IO~N::-=AL~--=R::::E:.:;COR::=~D.&.'-'u.a------------i 

16 5/17/71 item Maurice:Swfft. P.(?). 14 4 29 71 Sen. Gravel on breeder reactors 

. ft- 5119171 item Annabelle J:erins. P. (?}. IN STREET PREre 

21 l'J/14f72 item P .17 J:enneth <!. C-rowea 2~ 1 5 73 letter- ed. P. 4 Arthur McComb • 

. - . !1 5/19/71 item.P.(?). FOLr LIFE 

,.Z3 5112/71 item Harry Pearson. P.(?). Tl 4/27/83 item P.5 Peter Seully. 

29 5/10183 tten P. 3 A.- Finder-A. Mitchell. 27 4127 /83 edit' 1. P. 3. 

3"2 5/ZOl83 edit'l. P.36. 32 5/25/83 item P.16 Peter Scully. 

55 8!15183 letter ed. P. 73 l'tarilyn LaCapria 32' 5/ 25/83 item P .1 Peter Scully. 

55 8/15/83 l•tter ed. P.73 ~ifford Bareman 35 6/ 1/83 edit'!. P.3. 

· 59 8/18/83 tt:an P.3 R. FreseG-P. Brasley. 35 6/ 8/83 edit'l. P.3 •. 

76 9115/83 item P.~. 1 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. 

78 9/fJ.183 item P. 25 RQbert Fresco. 72' 9/ 7f83 item P.5. 

79 10/19/8! item P.49. 72 9/ 7/83 letter ed. Jess Marchese. P.(?). 

'19 l0fl9/83 item P.43 ~lan J. Wa2. 76 9/21/83 item P.l Peter Scully. 

et lOfUf83 item P.3 Mitchell Freeanan. 77 9/21/83 item P.l Peter Scully .. 

84 10/18/83 item P.8. '. 77 9/21/83 item P.4Y Peter Scully. 

85 10/H/8~ item P.$ Michael DAntoni<>. 8! 10/19/83 item P.l p'~ter Scully. 

86 10/25/83,,item P.8 Stuart Dimond. 86 10/26/8! item P.6 Peter Scully. 

87 10/ 26/83 item P. ~ Miriam Pawel. 87 10/ 26/ 8~ item P. 7C Peter Scully. 

88 l0/!6f83 item P.10. 88 10 26 83 item P.13Y Peter :.:l:.&.ll..-----t 

91 6/ 4f84 letter ed. P.46 Irving Like. ~CE DIG1ST {monthly magazine). 

98 8/ 6/84 item P.B45 N~ Soleman....A. Sanehe 9! 11 -- '83 P.44 -X ltdlnm& le .~. 

10!' 9f!8/84 letter ed. Richard J:essel, ~. EET J NAL 

10'1 9 14 84 letter ed. W-e e Pro ect L 82 10/18/83 item P.42. 

Olf~ l9LAMD PRPB.!I (etMsed publieatien)' 94 7fl8f84 item P.2 Robert I'- Simi~on. 

8 'Zf 6f70 item. P.(?). 103 8/28/84 item P.a. ~"' · 

ll l 2f ll f 70 it em. P. ( ?) • 1 .::l=0-3--=8~30:..t-::8~4...:i::..:t:..::em~P...:::•..=3=-· -----------1 
!O 5 fl 9 f7l i tern. P. ( ?) • NEW YORJ: TIMJ.S 

16 5f19/71 item. P.(?}. 95 7/ 6/84 item P.Al0. 
23 4 12 71 it P.{?} 96 8 2 84 item P.l. 

PENNYSAVER NDE 
105 8 18 84 letter ed. P.RM Jane llcorn. 
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l.tary nrvice, mininq fn my euto-bio and maliqned dnoe Romani, ran H y94re 1946-82 
fer IPP"• 40,~00 dily, nite, holldly1 with thoua1nd1 no-charqe for 1ervioe people and 
••th .. of office. I di ••ented with 1tete fee redoul>linq with no ok to charqe more. 'l'he 

•Ith f framed for my Hrvice•r 9About thh in.trument before \11 1 have you read it, do 

you undtrl't1nd whet 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 •. 

l'l 'l '1-
ARTHUR AND CLARISA 

/IT A RONKONKOHAFIRE 
DEPARTMENT·ANNUllL DIN

fR,-FE'L CE. 
or to the extent that 
and intent. 

PLUM£ IS DOOM,...., 
·- CR --

NUCLEAR' FISS'ION ENERGY .RS SEEN THROUGH THE EYES OF ONE MIN WI'llI ONE VOI'E ,,:rtrsJ' 

~X~P"f F"o~ 'T'llE 11"£11S IN '1'Hl.S 1'2- PAC~ e.DJJ..~C.'rlCJ/V Ct.~ARL'Y l.i>CN'ff r:'1~D AS dJnC~ 

JV.I.$£> J, l/P:f'HUA ~eCOJ18,,.C.J...Al/1 Alfr?lc~HIP CY' AJ.J. ~ E"rreASIJN.J) OIJS.£11.VHflOHS. 

r1~m"~~c>~->1..~~Jirs_ ~E&1ED ... -:_t!tJP~Btf:c11,r_© J'f a~~ vo.1"'."u M:E:· r (Jt.f. 1N_~ip,qc,E"i) 
1 
i, SPE~ MENTION 

This boot owea its fife to Charlie Mandracchia my godson, and John Bedell our son-in
law, with their wives Janet and Lily, our daughter. After 25 ·years hardware, John 

and Lily bouqht it. Now Charlie runs it while theY. work mostly elsewhere. They bought 
tt creaky press and photo-gear second hand (or more) and Charlie, a novice printer, runs 

it. Vfith my dubious help, he strove thru a gaggle of goofs and gum-ups built-into over
u3l!d device~, in our sometimes over-zealous, ignominious struggle to reach the finality. 

Ple~s-e, please excuse our amateur offspring. Experience will improve our work. 

·Otar ee•t 11 material and tax. La1Mr is gratis and use of the press is thrown in to 
1dYance eur project. John knows Shoreham Unit l intimately as he welded much of ita 
quts for 6 years, and we both have homes well within the risky 20 mile zone believed 
by SUffelk •s minimum for public safety. Ve all fear a fission nuclear future. In 
John's: family our d~ughter Lily, their daughters Cher, Jody and ~aty, finches, fish•• 
and snails, end a fat dog and avocado trees, are lives to protect. John, & top line 
plumber for many ye~rs, knows what can happen to plumbing in emergency-core cooling 
and regular core-eo.linq systems,. They're not macjic. Both can fail, even with the 
most inqenious:, sophisticated backup schemes. And. l)uman erwor cannot be ruled out. 

Just one failure - just one slip - and in counted seconds, wpd horror to history. 
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ptebelr mttended more adver11ry ••1rion1 on Bhor-1\m nual•r enerqy linae 1970 thin Myene 

11n. M1ny wrlct.wide qualified per.on•, aro11-examined at lenqth under oath; filled the 

tr1ft•rl.,t1, now in Ubrerie1, with tHtimony ••aribinq the inherent, deacil'y danqer in -11 

flnten auelHr p11nt1 •.. 'l'h•r•f•re, under the ""fdr u1e• doatrine Of the lt78 aopyriqht law, 

;.ft .. in m.y be•k •en u•ed fer edification ef the public •• • defense of my home and family 

' "well as the i:>ublic, end thus i• not infrinqement. lt meets ttie fiTe tests of •eritiaimn, 

I eBt, n-:r• rrrting, nhelarship and researeh•, and the four criteria of non-prof If ed\i;_ ~ 

oatiol'\al .~ .. , the nature, the mneunt us.a anCf the market effect on any coeglQlit works. 

fy Wife 11l\dra1k fer no profit, and :¥and to lose al! it costs u•. le Kave seen nS eif511 .. , · 
~ 

.•it denial ef the fhsien; enerqy risk frcm authority, or pro-nualear•1 in faet it is acinitted. 

'ht Jt!'intinq_ad distribution_ budqat ia u ~.bone• u our nci&l it~ eftu . .u.-. .. 
---?---. t:,.J. 

y ehronoloqy ef m\ era like nuclear enerqy must pervade worldwide printed media. The fol

lwin i1 •minute trickle ef the flood sinee 1970· news bits editorials letter• etc 

M YCRI: DAILY ND8 

8 · 4fl0/70 edit'l. P.(?). ll: l'J./11/70 item. P.(?). 

8 8/l!/70 eerteon P.(?). P-. Cob!>. 12 12/ 9/70 item. P.(?). 

9 S/18f.70 iten. P.(?). 36 6/12/83 column P.B'J. Stewart &in. 

10 lOf'Sf'r.O edtt'l. J>.(?.). 95 6/ 3/84 item 1.NSl Jerry C'assidy. 

11 1!!11/70 edit'l. P.(?). 101 8f2!f84 l•tter ed.. P.'J.9.Robert Abra.ms. 

l'J. 12fl7f70 Ihm Harry Pearson. P.(?). ~liii0iii3;;:ii9~~4~8~4~it~em=.__...'""'""",,__, ________ 
1 

'l_I. SflS/71 item. P. (?).. G'l'ON Pcm" 

13 4(1 ~/71 •di t '1. P. ( ?) • ~~8 ~4~·~8~70~i~ten~~i..A...L'----------t 

l! 4fl5f71 item llnn•belle l:erins. NGRESSIONAL RECORD 

16 S/17171 item Maurice Swift. P. (?). 14 4 29 71 Sen. Gravel on breeder reactors 

. ft' Sfl9f7l item annabelle l:erins. P. (?). IN STREET PRE$ 

'J.l 12(14f7'J. item P .17 l:enneth C. C'rowe. 22' l 5 73 letter ed. P. 4 Arthur MGComb. 

'· .. 'J.1 5/l9f7l item.P.(?). FOJ..r LIFE 

_.'J.3 Sfl'J./71 item Harry Pearson. P.(?). Tl 4/27/83 item P.5 Peter Seully. 

29 5/10!83 Item P.3 A. Finder-A. Mitchell. 27 4f27f83 edit'l. P.3. 

·!"}. 5/'J.0/83 edit'l. P.36. 32 5/25/83 item P.16 Peter Scully. 

55 8fl5f83 letter ed. P~73 tiarilyn LaCapria 31' 5f25/83 item P.l Peter Scully. 

SS 8/l5f83 l•tter ed. P.73 ~ifford Bareman 35 6/ 1/83 edit'l. P.3. 

· 59 8/18/83 ftem P.3 R. Fresee.P. Brasley. 35 6/ 8/83 edit'l. P.3. 

76 9/15/83 item P.29. '. 6% 8/31/83 edit'!. P.3. 

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

78 9/rl/83 itc P. %5 Robert Fresco. 72' 9/ 7/83 item P.5. · 

79 10fl9/8~ item P.49. 72 9/ 7f83 letter ed. Jess Marchese. P.(?). 

'19 10/19/83 item P.43 Ahn J. Wax. 76 9/21/83 item P.l Peter Scully. 

8t lOf!l/83 item P.3 Mitchell Freedman. 77 9/21/83 item P.l Peter Scully. 

84 10/18/83 item P.8. 77 9/21/83 item P.4Y Peter Scully. 

8!5 10/'J.4/8~ item P.9 Michael DAntonio. 8' 10/19/83 item P.l p"~ter Scully. 

86 l0/25f83_item P.8 Stu,art D'iamond. 86 10/'J.6/8! item P.6 Peter Scully. 

87 l0/!6f83 item P.~ Miriam Pawel. 87 10/26/83' item P.?C Peter Seully. 

8 8 1 O I !6 f 8 3 it em P .1 O. 8 8 1 O 'J.6 8 3 it em P. l 3Y Pet er .. 1 

91 6f 4/84 letter ed. P.46 Irving Like. ~CE DIGmJT (monthly magazine). 

98 Sf 6/84 item P.B45 N. Soleman-A. Sanche 9S 11 -- '83 P.44 "'M. ltdown& 

10!' 9/!8/84 letter ed. Richard ressel, ~. STREET J NAL 

107 9 14 84 letter ed. We e Pro ect L 82 10/18/83 item P.42. 

O!f~ l9IA1'D PRESS (eMsed publieatienl 94 7fl8/84 item P.2 Robert ... Simi~on. 

8 !f 6/70 item. P.(?). 103 8/28f84 item P.8. "'. i 

11 12111f70 item. P. ( ?') •• 1 ~1~0,;;.3--::8~30~8:...:,4,,.,;i;:t:.::em::::...=P...::•..::.3.:..• --~-------t 
2'0 5fl9f11 item. P.(1). NEW YCRl: TIME!f 

16 5f19/7l item. P.(?).~ 95 7/ 6f84 item P.AHl. 

23 4 12 71 item P.(?) , 96 8 2 84 item P.l. 
PENNYSAVER NENS 
105 8 18 84 letter ed. P.RM Jane .l.J;corn. 
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ectst hes kept this- book limite~ to show the most for the leest. I cried in my beard 
for every fit item which I oould not fit in. My file i~ bursting. I am a, saver, cP..nd 
in a few more years', Clarha and I would have to sleep in a tent to keep file papers 
dry in th~ house. Maybe '!:here will have to be another book - ·I. hope not - I hope for 
a n1,lclear energy solution - ·fusion is likely. Financial aid ha·s been, off~red but I 
shy' from· such hdp to avoid taint of well-meant influence. I accepted s9me, but this 

, book. is me - one person, one vote. I would rouse others to share, the torment I feel. 

'/'fl?lf.!5 tvLJI? S//11ST/1K£ -#'LIC/.EA/? F/S:.5/0N f-1/el<~Y.-~~~11~~~~~~~e 
)t/LIST Jfc ft7P£JJ t:Jt/l-tJR ~A;\/ t1l1L.L ..f?E, ~ 

BROOKHAVEN --
' - ' 

. .TOWN CO.U~C.ILMEN 
T0wN H,ALL - :PATCffOGW, L0l1G IsLAND, NEW YORK; il772 

JOllN 8-El.{~PORT 
cou~Ctt~N. 

GRover 5·55'00 

·, ,January 21, 1970 

Mr. Arthur McComb 
• ' t . 

76. pistl~~e.Terrac2 
Lake ~onk61'lk@rna, New YQrk 11779 

:bear Mr. McComb: 

;.s promiseJ durir:g our telephone cbnversation, here is 
a very 'brief run-down of w~1at t.ranspireq at the LILCO meeting . 

. The· ~ong Island Lighting Company representatives gave 
tl'.1e-~r plan? ~or the future development of the Shoreham Nuclear 
Power Project, the projects.output in electricity, and the 
need for tl:iis Nuclear Powered Project. The representatives 
of ·LILCO also presented charts outlining the limits of radio
activity as considered safe by the Atomic Energy Commission, 
and LILCO's Shoreham Plant'$ output of radioactivity. 

The public hearing 
the Rocky Point: $·chool. 
when it is published . 

will be hel.d. in the near future at 
I'll inform you of the exact date 

. · I£ I may be pf ~ny help to you in the future, please 

. I ·· Very t~uly yours, , 

-Jltl 8q~ti 
() ~~: ~EL~PORT 
· · Councilman 

\ 
\ 
\ 

\ 

• 
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. . SUFFOtt-PROLOGUE TO A FIGHT FOR SURVIVAL, 1970'··;;. 1983 •. t\<'. 

. . *''·,. -·~~~~~~-~~- "197~) -... 
'l'ho OOLt!GE HI~IB ~-~o. ~ R~~ ~ I ~I 'il Broo~!lavon Town, each oontin-. 
uoo te- look at ·Jill. dclciu- ~f-· all. mnftora with 'tho followinq excerpts" &-awn from a:·:"'PETITION 
FOR INTERVENTION· in the LILCO liCOJ'\BO 9pplic~Hen 'matter te'"'.,the ATOMIC ENERGY _CXJ.MMISSION, to 
build. 9HOREH1M NUCLEAR POWER S'.rATION P~, UNIT NO~ ONE'; · r . ~:.~ 1 

' 

ltgbylon attorney Irvi~g Like for LLOYU ~~ $!'lip! ·4RwP; INC.~ knoltnfor,' among many. things. 
civic; ·the draft .of our sr~ roN~V~ION BILL OF. RIGHTS, and ~h~ county charter -rev1sitlln, · 
draw Up thiS- •con• aide of G .burninq natioi_iol. Questj,.on now hi '!:ting· ~s all.. '. ;,. 

' < ... • • ,, \ :.. \_, J '•. ~ ; > -~J• , • L" •:•• ,I. • ~ i. :i ' ;\;' 

On 3/3/70,. a Brookhaven resolution supp0rting .~II.CO. was. i~sued., but· preceding, and thus: pre: ·w 

onrptinq th9 TOluod pros ond Cions to be aired.-· at th~ AEC- Rocky Point }:\e~r!ng (new pestponod; , 

l/31 to 5/~/70). Ann aBrl, noted Suffolk C~IJ.f!e~~tion writer,who.se 'h~~band William pre- .· . 
n-id<UJ tho otudy qroup-, accepted our invihtionto request town.board.reversal of·their above; 
oct at the 3/17 Tuesday bCDanl meeting ( 10 AM) until lifter the AEC hoarinq, to avoid any pr~-

judice. "'' 

IMPRESSIONS, EXCERPI'S AND SUMMARY OF PETITION TO INTERVENE ; --CON'• 
·- (C'ondensed. from 39 pages by Arthur· McComb} · , · ; _ --~~~-

The clrofFcitee its· history, purpose~- deecls anfi authority to b;-~parl~-;ith-:- otlter Stiff•lk 
groups: and reeiclents-, in this action;- ~ducational and scientific pUrposes -- relationship ot, 
teeh'ftoloQY and the environment; impaet on human and natural resources -- uso, application of ' 

Gtomie enerqy on L. I. -- offect -- public's health, welfare and ~afety; -- pretebtion of thd 
environment and te aid in the f'ermulat.ion of a policy .. _ without pecuniary benofi t -- cooper-
ate with other ~groups' __ ,.. • 

... 
, .•· • .-~ '-· ! 

-Petitioner -- membership, persons who resicie, own property, do business, pay taxes., -- imme- :1 

dhte vicinity -- radius of 50 miles -- customers·-- stockholders of the applicant utility -- .' 
organh;atiens -- conservation, scientific, 'academic, spertsrnen, fishermen, recreational, -~ 

civic ~ncl environmental -- excess of 2500 people -- ,. • 

' 
• -- envirenmenta1 effects will ac:lversely af feet the health, safety and econemic ·interest of -~ 

the Petitioner and its membership, anci the quality E>f their life on, and the unique environ
monf of, L •. I.~ .. 

·-Petltiener and its mtmbers have a personal right to livo in arid enjoy an envircmment free 

from lmprc!>vident deatructfonj pollution, or unnecessary radiation, and they heve a peranail 

right to hav--e ownership, use and enjoyment of property free frCllll unnecessary invasien er im
J>Diment • 

. ,, ~ f ..._, . 
-rhe P~•POhel project wculd cause irreparable damage t0 and would ablricige the personal ancl. 
property riQhts of the Petitioner and its members, which rights are protected by the Fift~ 
Amenanent to the United. States.Constitutio-n ... ~ . · . .· . "' 

-PefitiO:n'er believe•--impaCt -- detrimental te public int'erest, -__ -and that applicant ;.has nef 
demerist'nt ec th ab· 
O') ".".-can be constructed and operat;« without untiue ·risk to healtlt'; .. 
bY--e~.n be consbnicted ·and opentee without afiverse affect ·on the quality cf air and water in 

the vicinit.y, natura1 resources, aosthetics, existing or proposed priva'te developmentsit 
the cornprehendve plan sf the Town ef Brookhaven, and the aaequGcy, reliability arid. tho ' 
·cost of the electric service; · ,-; 

"' c>--the «rllegeti tz>enefit -- justifies the risk of injury or ciamage, -- to the health, safeti' 
encl.property -- uniqua anvironmont• • 

.PETTI'It'W!R IS nrrERrn'l'ED 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, 
AND BELIEVm THAT THE ELECTRIC POWER NEEIB OF L. I. C'AN BE MET THROUGH ALTERNATIVE MEANS WITH
OUT NECE~ITY' OF CONSTRUCTING PROPOSED FACILITY .... . . 

4 'a . 

... __ ne•r dense population -- estiiitateci populatio'h -- 1985 -- Suffolk <!iounty about 2,000,000~· · ; 

-- e'ounty •dead encr -- only lnnd axi t west over a ~gey Hmitod n~r 8f hiahly cuan;ostod . ·~ 
. (CON11P,) · ' 



-· ~~~-' 
.ljtfl'!t~o °"~tho Dilinq L~ -- accident -- nuclear plant- -- q,propriate and affective ar

~<Yementa _eould not be mocfe -- to pormit ready renoval and evacuation -- land, sea or ai:r.-. 

• •• tronS"Oort of radioactive wastes -- ultimate burial greund -- inadequato, highly congostod 

tranrmortation network of L. I. and metropolitan N. Y. -- hozord --; -- and by sea -- ex
tremely noncrereua-to L. I. Soundwotera --N. Y., Cenn. ondR.:,,I.• 

°L. T. -- threo major airporte and. o number of smaller -- overflown by 750, 000 plane movo
taeftta yearly: and in bod weather, utacked holding patterns over eastern L. I.• ·-- hazard of 

eratJ~ -- accident or the diechorge of radiooctivo offluents and hoat into tho L. I. Souna, 

neoTby streams,. uncferqround wotor toblo, and the abnosphero, -- ondangor --·. "'Provailing 

vindo· -- northwest in winter, -- non-oxrl.etont in uummer. L. I. is exceptionally prono to' 
temoerature inversiona, low clouds and foggy, drizzly conditiona which trap air pollutants, 

form mnoq Dnd. deposit than with tho rain on tho land below. -- moy creato -- conditions ha~ 
o-rdou~ to .enor'meus number of aircraft whieh overfly -- holdinq pottorn, toko off or land--·. 

·-- ap~eading out, over 0 large orea, -- radioactive gases -- normal or abnormal operation. 

TR! P!Tl'l'IONER·WILL OFFER EVIDENCE CONCERNING THE FOLLCMING: 

t. &m90r. of cperotional accidents·: 2. improper Substitution or-desigHod safoguardlrin Hou 
of •cmatneerecl rmfequarafa"'; 3. insuffieioncy of experienee as to tho "ongineerod safoguards1111 

• 

o olngle !>order eore eontainment Tessel instead of the mul tiplo barrfor typo proposod for ur

ban areas, ond the operatienal reliability and environmontal effocts o): an oxporirnontol faci-. 

Uty tho sin of the pronoaod Sherohom nuclear power plant located in ;1n area: aa donsoly pop

~~ated ao L. !. 4. the oeeidents and incidtnts involving rodiotion in atomic onorgy actiTi

f.fptl .. imd rerdiation e:mosuro ewerioneo within the AEC, as bearing upen tho p::icsibility of acci-

... d01tt ot the proposed Shorohmn station; _ 5~ the failure of tho __ pr~poa;od plant to moot AEC hlos 

". tm.d.'f!et.JU1otio~a, l(t eri Part 100, 1looetor Sito Ciitorio factors; '6. tho inadoquaqy of thcr -
·- .,.. ~fll.olO eFR 21') r rdin emission of low level radiooctivo wastes to tho coctlin wnt 

. . , 

:ond O'fr• '· the violation by the Atomie Energy e'ornrnission C of the standards of the Intor- ;.. 

.. notionof r!bmmission on R•diological P--rotecrt:ion, in that the AEC' - D) assumos o. safo threshold 

'cmd that there la a level below which radiatien cannot causo cancerr and - b) assumos that slow 
n 

'delivPtv of rodhtien will mi tiqate cancor risl::;- 8. tho lack: of standardo neoded te properly 1 

- ·dos{ eonatruet and o erate such o lant • 9. the lack of dosign foaturos required to guard 
t e ~ro-poaod ac ity acroin~t sabotage and the result•nt danger to the notion; 10. offect ef 
thfa plant on the nation's resources in view of U:s obsoloto dosiszn and extramo low efficiongy. 
and the small amount of known uranium deposits; 11. aidverse oecmomic offects en tho customers 

of the CiJ'i'lfeant: lz, lock of adoguata modical facilitioa- and peruennel en L. I, for the 
treatment of potential radiation victimar. 

Tn view- of the prevailing littoral drift, the propoood projoct will cause serieus oresien of 
the L. T. 3'cund ahere.line and dame~e to sherefront property owned by Petitioner's mombors». 

Potition, under --SIOLOGICAL EFFEt!'l'S OF IONIZING RADIATION•, gives evidence of lock of assu
ranee of no biologieol carnage to people frem radiation, failure of applicant to shew that ra

diation. dese levels permitt-eti by 10 CPR to (FEDERAL REGULATIONS-) Cf:!n bo met, sinco tho sito 

mos not meet eite eriteri&, or that ony benofits inaeod con bo had withcrut such risk, includ

ing po~sible ehremoaome breakago, genetic mutation, growth inhibition, hocmopoiotic doficioncy, 

eoneer, leukemia, ~ellular and orqonismal death, and othor oomotic offocts, undor tho pormit 
opp-lied for by apolieont, and notes that valid eciontific justification for the allowoblo doso 
of 0.17 rads of total body exposuro to ionising radiation has novor moon prosentod, and AEQ 
oton4Ards neqloet the problan of multiplo sourcen of radioactive pgllution. Also, oxtent rad.
le•etive isotape.s in °"'1Gti~ orqonimno enter food chain to man, otc. 

Ot'her ltemS' sh0'1l\ are leakaqo of rodiooeti ve effluent poss-ible into groundwotor, woak preco.t

ure to filf resoonsibility of utility to menitor ond report, rmd dangor to the nations qono 

b•nk •. 

tfttcler aeeti~n heacfed: :gAt>IOLOSICAL, THERMAL, AND OTHER NON.RADIOLOGICAL EFFEC'l'S ON FISH ARD 

~!!;1'tm•, ~etition shows REC iD responsible to consicior advorao onvironmontal offoatn, incl• 

.1'C1 ?Gssihl!i! therm.al discharge by phnt into fish-bearing and recreiiltional waters of the .Sounci . ,. 
·-;, -----~---- __ @oJtr~ 



(~''.[).) 

and any danger to waterfowl, risking ehain-aupporting oco-systoms among its marine plant ~· 

lifo as woll. The ti6crl oxehongo io: sluggish, parta ha;;·ing o:xyqon aaq from the C:onnocticut 
River to Shoroham, anci effect of sewage discharge alroac:ly sots aiQnificont hazardous in-
eroaso in nutrient content. · 

Further: -rho netitionor belioves that tho prosont and proposod plants on L. I. Sound may 
O!mtributo about 6-billi&n gollens par minuto of bootod water pouring into tho Sound, thus 
er41'0tinq a hellt dnup there and speeding up its outrophication. The rogional offocts of an 
aqgtegotion of power planta there would chanqo tho ontiro ocoloqy os o rosult of such warm
ina, and ereote aynorgistie action en absorption of radionuclidoa, and dbstrey it as ai suit
able habitat for its reereational and cormnercial fishories~. 

"'!'ho oooHnCJ water intake pones a J!)Otentiol haz-ord to fish rosources and,. in particular, to 
dejlltfieont ttumbers of fish and small oquatie erustaeeans, ·which ore basic hod i'tcaa. ~JU sh 
OCll!1S, larTae and other plankton are killod in their passago through the plant. Sueh destruc
tion euts down the food supply for larger fish•. 

Thon, under: ""BEN!FI'T'S' VERSU3 RISI?', Petitionor offers ovidenco that tho benefits and risk:a 
o~ the ~rof)OuedShorehom facility ore not os has been presonted by the applicant in ita pub

tf.e info!'n"atiott pregram, and to shew that the benefits claimed for nuclear powor havo not 
been r~olize~: that reliahility of larqe reaeters has still te be ~emenstrated; that costs· 
fnr exeeoded estimates: that no nuclear power station has demonstratea that it is competi
tive it'\ eost witl-i electric power shthns, anct that nuclear power plants are not clean, safe 
or reliable, insofar as L. r. concerns. 

Rg~ift, itt its -PUBLIC INTERESI'~ s~ction, tho petition to intervene lists many peass and gov-'- ' 
ormnentnl treotments·-tbf .. tho questien in Dineero eoncern en roeent tiates and avers; -:I'ho ' 
mirno89 of the public hearinq ( ~/~lf70) on the in15tant application is to determi.ne whether • : / 
or ftot the eenstruetion and operation ef the proposed. Shoreham facility will cause undue : ! 
risk to the nublie health and safety or damage to the environmont or biosphere•. • i 

I 
! 

aid thio «etermination by making the pro- i 
eodbt<:J on the ·' · lieation an aGlversa roeeecUn in which the a licant".s ovidonco and tho · j 

oto staff's position eon be tested b cross-exa nat on and in which indo onc\ent oTI.- • 1 
· denee 111\4 ego argument can be presented by the intervener on the actual and legal issues•, ~ ... 
Petitioner feels the publie interost and concern for health, safety and environmont can only 
bo artieul9ted in such a forum of memboru of both the lay and the scientific communitioa, i 

brouaht to testify as exoert witnesses to properly air and oxamino all contrary views in i 

~- I 
!ft tho final netitien section; "'THE IsstJES•, Petitionor intonds, among many points alroady 
modo, to question whether tho amended •Atemic Enorgy Act• granted powor to tho AEC (Atomic 
Energy ebmmisaien) or the FRC' (Federal Radiation Ceuncil) to dotormino radiation stanc!D.rds: 
whether either is a eompetant body aetinq under valid proeodures: whether detennination of 
GppTOpriote balance betweon benefits and risks is legislative in character: if the statute 
qronts power to either, to delegate respensibility of doterrnining radiation standards to 
priT•te QYOUos, National C-ommitteo or the Intornational Cemmission, on R~diation Pretoction; 
if sueh 9T'ant io invalid: and finally, whethor due process is being denied, and the personal 
an~ property riahts 911arantee~ by the fifth amenanont to the u. s. Constitution is indeed 
viol~ted · · 

}qgJ tlf'OR : "fJ/£ ~t/Df/Jfl(!f c1s& 14/~n Y/1£ IJJD~ P£'iiYI""' tJ~ t.J.oyp >J))Jll,cf? S'f'tJ/JY c~otlP 

«•n yC1tt1S 0J1r11/Jl~vr60 A£'&11J.lll{ JJAf-~411&- .rns10,N.s, AN.J> /Vllt11&1fov..f S.PE~//JJ.. tJ,fJC~£J..i> 

IV /VIAii)' P~IJCC:S tt11TI{"' 97"REAl'I ~F' ,l.11'1, S£111-PAo'Fe>.flD.>/AJ.. '1Af i> lf/p'l"lf/) P/tl!' . s
S"/d~/9J.. t,J1YA1t:7.sc...s> $'t>f'\E wOtUJ>-w JDC_, J-ltlfl/PRet:>5 {),:' HPllllS IN S'~.$1'1~1JJll/ 
~~"'Y Y'}!Pvr11A1J>.$ ~,: P/tt;e~ t:JF rnn/"ft?lllY, £><1'1-NJN"rJ) ~Al.t> eA~.s-.5-£J1.1J/t1JN'tn> 11t1 
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Town Board, Town of Brookhaven, 
'Patchogue, New York. 

Ggntlemen~ 

59 Railroad Avenue ._; 
Ronkonkooa, ~. Y. 11779 

March 17th, 1970. 

, In six years we celebrate a _nation~l happening which was in-. 
tended to assure a peopi.e that expression of their will 
would never be suppresaed or bypassed. The "Public Hearing"' 
made famous in New England tow~s i-1as the vehicle • 

. Now, your hasty, lengthy, erratic, incomprehensive resolutioq 
of ·March 3rd trying to su~port LILCO in its application to a 
federal commission, the AEC, for a nuclear building and oper~ 
at±onal permit, is not only improprietous a.,d extraneous, 
but is spotted with ~rrors and omissions • 

. ·In view of your knowledge expressed therin that both the pre~ 
,hearing and hearing had been set by A.EC for 3/13 and. 3/31, · 
''it becomes emir:.ently !)rejudicial to bott proceedings which 
···are designed to be fair, unbie.aed and un-influenced, especi

ally .by such a.legislative body charged by la•,; \:i th all 
~ final decisions. You possess the only patent power of any 

government unit directly responsive and responsible to 9ro
' tect locally the health, safety and welfare of town resi-
·. dents by zoning !.JOWer given in Town Law Section 261, if 

:, ·such peril should indeed become apparent to you. 

'·However, you cannot exercise such power wittiout a. public 
, /hearing, and tbi·s was never done, so your resolutio:a is not 
c iOnly out of order and reflective of negligent legal advice, 
· ibut it is dereliction of your own oaths of off ice, and ex- 1 

, ; ;pressi vc of poor, triggered judgement. 

':;:~I demand, as a resident, elector and taxpayer of Brockhaven · 
! ·tTown, that ttis resolution be rescinded forthwith, as you 

\had not the power to so enact in the procedures followed. 

;Under 261, a valid, effective ordinance exists from 1966, 
. •1eaving only one direction for this board to go -- that is 

to re,·e:i-se that ordinance, if you saw in it any peril to us. 

,'This is your sworn, and only obligation. 
i . 

$,I/PM"': Jt/c #"1Y~ et:>/'1C A ~OA(C. WAY f/A/Ce :r;11r Aet>Va 
Nt.-rP~N~Jl; 111/lcAI -r//e- Yd>oRt4J. //Ve.i'FA/f-,t"/~S/o/f/ ~~1cY.lt/A..S 

Rf/NNIHG. _s''ll(oNt;rl/ /(l1Ylt:JN~1J>,c, .Ji/Vee 1~ ~({ST' ~AOW/N~ PAOIJ 

I sc, IN AN AJ./'l()~r tJAl/11?1PJ.e]) /?tfot"!t>r7tiAl Gy 71/e A EC,, 'PIO/ 4 
1J(~Tit'!4J.. Pt/41.JC.,1111~£ 11Vr~l?O> At11.J> WMY, .S-A)'V /(BtJ).'!S 1/1. 1/115' 

'., AS A[(Jft:At'ft /(f?C, AJ/j) PAcl?O'fiON {(/!fS /(El/CSl,NEJ>. 
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·~on Tieo a,nd Art McComb (Farmingville & Ronkonkome.) object@~ to tLe 3/3 r 
I &ard resolution for r.ILCQ Nuclear Plant approval b)C tl:c .P{COM'IC SAFETY. 

and LICENSING BOARD of the AEC. Mr. Leo's draft cited sections 130 &. · .. 
i 

2pl of Town Law, and noted that several others, plu3 nu.me us cases, 

m~e it clear that law delegates. the awesome responElibili cf commu-

ni ty "health c:nd safety" ONLY to our Board, and among Mr. cComb•s. 

· c~1arges were ·"tm.proprietou.s-spot.ted with errors-·-pre judic al-de relit',.. 

1.tion of oath of office----triggcrcd judgement". Simi:i.arl;-;', n substance, 

Mr. Leo contended as :follows: . .. 

~-? 1. The motion to pass the resolution was made vii thout any advance 

;> ' 2. It was me.de wi thnut consul ting taxpayers o·f: our :;ro n, giving . I· public not ice, not even on the 2/26/70 agenda for tlae 3/3 feeting. ' 

" :the .AEC impression that said taxpayers wholeheartedly appr ve, when, in 

1 Ii·· 1fact,. they were never consulted; and that it should· h2ve f rst beep e.xi- · 

f ~ 
1
ppaed to public hearing, or should not ho.ve been vo:ted unttl the whole 

~Board had had opportunity to attend the AEC hearing, at th~ lec::~.st. 

(;· · 3. The resnlution delegates to the Atomic. Safe~y and Licensing 

t- Board,· our Board's duty to ";judicially protect the public heal th and · 

~I safety of all residents nf the Town of Brookhaven- ahd all other persons 

'·' who may work, reside or indirectly or directly enter the environment 

~fected by t:iis pu'Qlic installation". The unwise,: if not !illegal re-. ··' 

l sul.t cf the resolution ha;:; been that the duly elected representatives.. .. . 

f: of the people of )3roo!dlaven l:ave delegated to a. beard, 2pp ·inted by . 

"· ,ranother ooard, wl:ich in turn had. teen appointed, their dut to protect·',., ': 

.. l"· the "heal th, safety,, morals and general welfare of' tl;.e co unity". <,,
1 

· • A.. This resolution wci.s passed befc1~e the 13oa.rd'.had had an oppE>r- • t'l 
t~i ty to review erid consider vital inf orma.tion wfiich has een gathered · ·: 

• ·. ·.. PY various conservation groups durirrg the past 3-1/2 yenrs. On 6/2/6~ t 

r 1
al public hearing W2.S hel.d' in Shoreham ·on LII.CO' s ap-plicatio fer re- : L 

'.

· .. : .. · ;~(ming to construct the nuclear plant. No information is i those min~< 
·.'\i\es of possible dmigers of nuclear and thermal poJ 1ution., nd since. :1 

l t~en, vast amounts of information and knowledge have beell a cumulated { 

~: ycarldwide en the subject. Mr. Barraud has sta.ted that the resoluti~n · : 

·· /~rely restates the approval of the 19 66 Tovvn Board, but, in 1966 that ~·-1 

t ~ar;~~dr!~\~~~iu~~~e!~t~o t~~e c~~~~~~~~\~~~w~~ffe B~~ui ~~~n~:· · f : 
r· 'tttade aware of all possible material on the:rmal nuclear poll tion and ., 

I ot.her potential snd real dangers of atomic energy; and ·s9 p esented 

Ann Carl, a leading. S_uffolk Coti.nty conservationist dnd cal nist, to 

L follow_ with' an address to the Board on t:hat subject: At fi t, the 

I, • Su~em_sor -~-~~~:J:ed_t..J?.\!i. acauic~.Q~<i __ tQ_ th~_ ~2!J.y_resitlents_~ esent,._; = , 
.. · ... ; .. ~.. r. Tua, suppnr~ed b~1ers, then recommended tl:at tr.. Boe.rd in-\: 

·, tsrvene the .AEC hearing in belle.l:f of tovmspeople, fqr ou:i; c an~e to ': , 
I 

· ~ident as in the interest of Brookhaven t~ayers, "i.n the onrse o:f Ii 

.e h~e.ring. The BoE!.rd nat only refused verbally, but actu lly saw fit· .. 

.. • ... :Qhy~ically pass on a unanimously negal;iVe resolution not to take ... · 

. 1.'tbis step. .--:---· ' .· 

ll ··.~ ~· T" - - - • -

1 f(~ ef May 19th, 1970, neither letter has. been answered in a 1y way, 

· · · «ven though Mr. McComb fa.Ged the Board this date in .,meeting with a re_;.. · 

i'liinde..r of t:he various and sundry serious char0es so leveled ) 



·. · .•. ~ .· ~OfS~ \?®~ff.'& 0 !Wil&iITilfr IWO~CID~fr@~tf B'-9""" ·. -~ 
. HINGTON < '¢v P ): - , ' .. · · , . This would Increase· In" yesterday sponsored by been arguin:E~lhat i 

, ·btomlc F;nergy Co , • • . er costs, and keep nu- a new National Comittce to all nuclear power plant ridla.·, 
lologlsts . have c ., ~~ -~- -~- -t1Dv~ntal p U • ti - · · - · 

· the ~ency ~o . \~3 · ", .y.e~4!!0.f:lona-., 'tr~ !j ~ #'~. 'l . 
0 ~ •.. ~~if~~~Ut:dtc,lt ! 

radiation limits fro . apnkers lf a ptibllc ~eh- · Gofman and TamPlin have duced 10-f Id; . · 
""_ ......._ __ power plants to vlrt11o o · . 

1iero to prevent whl ! . . call "future blologi · 1il\ 'hir lf1 1:- TI ,f:l lD~ · ~ · ~ \ :i ~er." · : · · 1if¥ 1VU.®Il°a9 \Ll!lil°®uUlil ~Jl)\LI .. · -~ ~- .- ,,. ._-, 

~;;ta.Hure to cut radlalio ~ ···-·Al S.IA/$.D~- £p1roR1llL - · • "':.d-: '. ~its sharply, Drs. John w~ ''. 'Flt was aT>out "time tnat the Atonnc J~nergy Comm1s$i n 
tG#man and Arthur R. Tamr- :114opted a more responsible interpretation of its duty to see 
~ ot the AEC's Laa· .-,, .that nuclear reactors do not pollute the nation's environment. 

lation Laboratory -: 'In fact, this week's ruling that a}Jplications to build nuc1ea. f. 
could bring ''llbmt to" an c x t ra n, reactors must meet federal and state as well as the AEC's ~wn 

~~ 9l year trom . =ncer ~ialized anti-pollution standards has come just in time to 
~~e~~:;:ase ::~·Y ~=:t: ierce the Long Island Lighting Company to show, at tllf May "25" hearing, that its proposed nuclear reactor at Shorehan1 will 
~'7e1:~·noiogy i~'~ :;mt create thermal, much less radioac'Hve: side:efiects damag· 

hie to reduce A-pqwer.~ ··ing to the Island's ecology. Unfortunately, the AEC had to be 
radiation sev~l -'folfi , prodded into adopting broadened licensing criteria by the 
1e added cost, TampllCC -

·s-.. - i~. But .if 1t 1Yero IJoyd Harbor Study group, the citizen~· organization which 
. "· · he conceded, atomle opposes LILCO's plan. It is perhaps too much to hope that 
· . .would be priced out of- : these new standards will of themselves insure that an a0cre~...., ·~·s market. _,.,., 

i
- scientists also pro-It diarged with promoting the development of atomic enetgy 

. a· "z.ero pollution·~ 1 JOb Can or will regulate such allies as LILCO. But at least, the 
~~~l~~i: =t_S~~~ :/\EC -ha~.r~W~lly recogniz.ed the p\!blic's,.grewin~ conc~rit 

- ~· ·about the deterioration of our environment. i ' 

'.· 
~ ,; 

" . 
' 
!.~ ' ·, 
Ii 



Nuclear Plartts: High~ Tension Tsslte 
. I 10 . 

' . . ~; . '. :i <.·~ ·(~/> ' . ~ p" ~."'~"~~~ •.• ~· 
'} ".... . . • .·. ·' • •· "·"· '•"'' ,_w· '' . ... • . ,., ... • ,.,. ,. . - '. · .. 

.. . : . , .. 

LILCO's proposed nuclear power plant at Shoreha1n. . 

: as pictured in an -artist's rendering above, already has 
" . . - " 

~rierated a fight between the utility and local conseJ:i. 
-.· ~. 1 .~ 

-

. vatio~ists i~ the Lloyd Harbor Study Group. The clas;h 
, .. '. . - -

: • ·:puff olk County is a reflection of a. growing nation· 
~ '. . - - . ~ . . ... 

wide l)attle. Opponents ·of the plant cite dafl:gers of , 
: . ·:' . ; ·' .· . ' . 

/~~er;mal -and radioactive pollution; the utility says '.l~ 

---tbe"facilitt toJ{e-et> · llRJ~:m: popJIJatton. 



-- -
-~Jrfln~ ~finO~D. annnn~~:; : .P ~· d. ~·~-.,; ··~. ·· - ,·, __ t:Spect there ~ms no turning back the d~k~ So1"Qe 9~:· s 
1if!i1.,z,J1i/f;J '1_0 :-:;.;. . . · . ·· :- -- · -~ -- -~ _ a}• look· ~ack m anger but mo~t of us look forwarc\ to ~ 
. One p~r1!os o . a pu~hct 1~~ to get peop.le to lovk future hopmg that we can both· harn~-;s_ t~'<:·hnology to sup 

ai and to_ listen to v1ewpo~n~ th~y may not agree w~th. When ur needs and keep it under control. 'I hL'> is one l'ake we waf!t 
the Atonuc Energy Comm1.SS1on fu"St announced that it planped o have a d1o cat. · · 
tq hold-·public hearings on the c.ontrovernial LlLCO propos~l hus the Shoreham debate has implicitly avoide 
~ buil~ a $271,~,000 nucl~~r power plant at Shoreliam,:._w~ hiJosophical question to focus on the environmental i_sJUJ2 
iq11ned1a_tely con1ured up '-:lli1ons of a lot of people showing lOW safe can we and must we make this plant:? This is J 
up wcanng earplugs ~~ ~hnders. l_t turns out, how~ver, ~t ealistic question: for it accepts the need for more power 
w~ were unduly pessurustJc. · · ejects unacce t.able ecological damage. e oy a. 

' 'I'l~e, hearings, which have been tem~>o~a~·~y adjou~ned by . p an. o e~ w1 nes ave >rou?ht t~ the '~ 
the AEC, have been for the mm;t part mc1s1\e, rcv•_•ahng and hearings perimas1ve testimony about the plants env1ronmen~ 
professional. Th~y have concentratc<l on the key issue: is the hazl.trds. They fall into two basic categories. One is the1~l 
820-megawatt nuclear plant safe enough to operate without (tlw plant's discharge water will heat up the area's marint 
causing irreparable damage to the environment and without logy) and the other is radioactive (both gaseous and liquf:; 
creating undue risks for the people living in the Shoreham· topes will be released by the plant). The thermal questi<J;I' 
area'? - - as: been assigned'by the AEC to other government age~ 

• 'fhe sessions have necessarily. embraced horizons that (a questionable delegation of au.thority, in our judgmenrJ 
transcend the particulars of the Shoreham plant. This is be- ?ut the AEC couldn't avoid tackling the radioactivity dari . 
cause the Shoreham question is in a sense a test case. The ead-on. · ! · • 

I AEC, LILCO and the environmental groups opposed to 'the The AEC panel will have to <lccidt! whether LILCO '.ha& 
plant know that the grounds on which this case is decided esigne<l. its plant with sufficient attention to the pollution 
may well establish a precedent for the corn;tmdion of other problem. In our judgment, there are still some very scrio 
ntU:lear power plants-on the Island and el:;ewhere. ,· uestions about the design of the plant. But at the hearing 

· _ There are at least two reasons for this. One is that Amer- LILCO offi<.:ials displayed a genuine responsiveness to I. 
icans are increasingly aware that their,thir1;t fo.r electric power oct:rns. They have proposed to add a new filtratioi1 syste 
has begun to exceed the supply. Either we build more power '.t.JLl a new coolir)g system that will cut down on radioactiv 
plants or. we cut back on our demands. The most radical ,uul thermal poliution. This i<> a far c1:y from the ar.rqg~nc. 
critique of the Shoreham proposal, therefore, <.:omes not from :IL-CO has shown in the past i_n (a) unilaterally choosin~ t~ 
environmentalists (who insist only on reforming- plant de- Sh.Qreham site and then (!.>) dismi&:iing a~. ugf9unded <ll! c;ritf 
signs to protect the environment) but from fundamentalists cismc; of-the site seh:tion ·and plant design. :i 
who revolt in principle against man's growing reliance op . LILCO i:> moving in the right direction now. We liop' 
technology. At heart theirs is a back-to-nature philosophy, a that the hl•arings will condu.::;ively determine whether it haSt 
Thoreau-like desire to stem technological growth before it gon~ far enough. Nothi11!{ would be more satisfying than . 
further severs man from the world around him. Theirs ii; till be uhle to endorse this Shoreham plant on the basi:; that it•· 
appealing and refreshing notion. saf~e~e~n~< ~',.!:!:;:=:a---:--~~-----:~-----,--~~ 

; But it is not an especially pradical one. We doubt that ut the hearing:> will re.sume and may go on for q . 
tnany Long- Islander8, for example, are prepared to turn in . while. In our view, ther~··s n<:> n17'h. The Sl~ureham d~c1~ · -'" 

t.b&ii-~~~~iioD. . .i~Jlll!! ~~~.L~l~cl!t .. JJ\Q ~ on~;;:;;~h;1~1::.c tv hvc w1-~h tor a J,mg~~1mc'. -~~; i~,,~~t7.~ ... 

/q Bl up_J)A~£: 'J"}IC ~'WSJ>AY(AN'.D ~ 'r#e~)4J)1'f'o/t1t1J..S I Ht4YC ~AVE./> fA'tJV.i.J) A~of/.Sr /AITr~rsr /IV 

r:.011P1t1-<1s"N' ""'?:¥ /Ho.s~ wcA/C'~ l1CA.J>,77/11frd/t/ YiSlteS .l.A~~JJ d/-4~/o/f/f rvlfTHdf 
;N /lt>CK. Jf?/le.. /JJIJNJ) />.A.rS.> IS .#ONE;, 

····· _,,_ ,... 

,_ --~ 



.. ,., ... 
· i w~~fJ --rm·· lB1 ~ · ... · · : __ .- -~ks~ya~..f;~ 114/ljf# -. .:: . .ThEl:, A tmnic Knergy Commission 11' 'a · Clream. It _.. 

r .. · ~' ~' : 1: Visions that by J.980 at least 1J2 nuclear power plants will• 1 

! - fl;./{} tc· . A ::.a- . ~ B' ' . . ·y·J ·.! . l· '.tt operation across th~ United States and that by the ~ I I fbU V U Q ... U ·~ · .i I ~O ?~~lear P°.)ver ~ pr~uce 60 p~r cent.of the na.tic:wa~ . ; L- -;·-- ., , "V/.11/10 - Ll~{s~·~ ' ;;;· ·l octncI;}'~ On~:sm~ st_ep m th_e AEC s. overall;_ dream IS .. 

i ~ s-~=-oL:,--c·eca··-· m·--:····-l-;-. -., . ·~ ::~~~!~~h~r=~:l;;~:i::rs;;r::;~;:;:p~~~:.~b:c:: " ) n r n . · an even thoug~ th~ Shoreham hearings at Port Jefferson Staib 
_- Long lslan~ .Lighting Co. ~s co~tracted. to p;.:.rcr'.~. s:re n~- yet_ concluded,{tn . .CO has already ~ construe..., 
~5 acres adiac;ent to the s·1ce of its proposed nuc1ear J oentic1p-atmg perhaps that AEC approval is m the bag. 
power plant at Shoreham. Th AEC · · eat 'ti . to '+.~ d ~ The utility Has reached agreement with the Brook.'.111 .. e iS ma ]JOSI on . see h . .::i reams come "-
Catholic. Diocese to buy the property which is callc:S I f)icause it IS t romoter an licenser of nuclear power 
St. Joseph's Villa. p&a1~t.'i. This all powerful position has prompted some crtli-
. The land will be used for additional electrical genernt- ci6m And despite heavy competition from other dooms~ 
Jq units. . . . 1 rfsetoricians, AEC critics have attracted a good deal of at·-
. Although cuzi:pa~y spokes1:1en ~aid ~-o ~ec1sion I'm ~ '\it>n. For they charge, among other things, that the comnja.. tieen made on whecher the units will be nuc,ear powe~ J ...._. . ff' . I , • · · qr conventionally powered, Irving Like-attorney ftpr I ~n IS not. su ic1ent y ·concerned_ with. ~bhc safet or e 91-¢\e Lloyd Harbor Srudy -Group which opposes construo- I ronmental. problems and that AEC rad1at10n safet stan tJOn of the Shoreham plant-said that since the company ~ power plants are gh enoug to cause cancer 
~ls it Shoreham Unir One it is implied that more nucleor .J)tikemia. · 
&Its will be built on the same site. · · · . .~ ~n.co bas not applied for a change of ;one ftom • ·whether these grave charges are tru:,e;..;;o,r .. n .. o•t..,. ... .-;;;:;::;;;;;;; :BFOOkliaven'-fo\Vri rieeded to· c:On5trucf an 'eTecfi1Cit ~n- gives every impr-ession of. bei,ng more co er 
power plar.t. Charles _R. Pierce, lILCO senior \·ice p:esi~ Ja>motion than safetY}Its occasional forrays into the area• 
den'. said the Jz.nd ViOUld be de\e!oped for ;·ecreational CJVironmenfal and human saf ll seem half-hea 

", and em i~onmental ?ur;ioses along with its commercial · week the AEC appeared to tighten the safety stan a 
use. requiring rnicTe8TpianI O!ICi~~;s ~ ke~µ racflah01i. 

The diocese c.'.so will be permitted to continue use qf rges "as lm'iii as possible." This announcement had all t 
t1'e property for the next se\ en years. ssurance value of the Federal Aviation Agency requesti 

Like said he was hoping the company rnighl use the lane companies to hold down the number of crashes. 
additional acreage ~o install dry cooling tow~rs for tile R~diation is not the only potential danger from the pr!)posed Shorehc.m nuclear plant. Such a plan woulcl 
eliminate the need to use 600.000 gallons a r:,::1Ute of l'.!ioreham plant. This week the Federal Water Quality Ad-
Long Island Sound i·ater to cool the steam. tainistrntion concluded that the "facilities to be provided at 

LILCO spok~smen said, however, the dry cool'.::g tow- ~ (Shoreham) nuclear power generating station for dis-
ers would require ~he wse of larg<? amou'.'"its of fresh watew- Ounging thermal w51stes into the Long Island Sound are in- !" 

c:dequate." This is 8. serious charge, considering that thermal 
. -• -9--- --- ----- ~Jution can cause impressive damage to aquatic ecology-·l.-l 0 L19hfi1nn Ael51MDfr~~ be alt€ring the metabolic rates, reproductive cycles, be-

. . . 
0 

· 
0 

.· ~ ti · ~\·ior, defense mechanisms and eating habits of fish. Fisi:mi B ftt51 s 1te ~o S~·· ref7u(QJl7ffi)i Cl .. · ~ore than a recreation on this Island. For many it ~ a 
. ~ 1.:-AJ .o- W-IN$ ~lihood. .. The Long I!'l:!n"'/ t htrng o., announced ve~r4.ay Onl .. th AEC · ·· ·th Sh h l 1eet It has purchased a 427-acre site immediateh· w~stonti Y e · can reqwre e ore am pant to m 

proposed nucl~ar rc•\\·er plant in Shoreham for f1.1tUl'B use l t?»re rigorous requirements. The commission has said for ~e 
;as an electric ,generating station. , • Ctord that it won't issue a permit if the nuclear plant doesn't 
j The 5:te, at :\or;:.h Country' to the prooert" is e,xpect~il'oi> ,.._ + state d/ fed ral . .+-1 stand' ds B t ..a._ /Road. purchased from the Cath· ' transferred ne'xt Year . t.-ie~. . an or e environmenl.IC1J . ar . u LEllJ ~olic Dioceoe of Brooklyn is- occu-1 According to the ~po~l:t-at'I t:lnmission must demonstrate that it means business. It 1-'Pied by St. J,)oeph's Villa I' 'no decision has ,nt .been tri~e"" ~ d.. , f, · ~-1 i . · h · ;1..!..&. I L'l 'd . · 

1 
· ·.whether the vu111 site will be U$ ~e a'\\ay mm environmenw..L ssues at its earmgs, WWU11 j 1 co sai it. ias agreed to f for conventional' el-ectric OI' if' · . rr sd '1"11..-· ·Ii should ha. ' ' "' 

F
ow t~e .-ilia to co. ntinue ·use of! .power.: . ~ ... · ...... •~Y· .1. .i.w.t po cy C ngec_Has.fo m hceI1SJ118 facilities for the ne.."<t seven I He said purchase of UMr la~ mb'~ 1'Duld ~ & ·ms:::;i ~ Cit d'~ Jars. · was predicted on the aV3ilabilrtr · · · ,.. ·· 
· Price Put at $2M · of· .o!!en. spa_ce, whir:

1
h is ~ 

l'urchase price, according to a I d1m1ms~mg. m S:iffo.k a11ri'fl 
h..nally spokeoma r "sli ht:. . and wh1~h 1S :required to 3""~ I" ~f' · n, w.s g Y j modate a facilitJ of that f>/ff;~J _',,/ ' ,,.. ~cesa of $% million," and title size. · 

. ' 



AEC Data On .. 
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. . j. fi'WJ I 

p,)p~Ir~r~~:!~~8~atiJn-V /lor1c ~~!!~ '/1!21,. 
~ witn<?.>ses testified yesterday that the a~enc.v lwJ 
n~ firm $1.ti<foiines for the construction of nud<:>ir 
t•l;ints ~.,~ th:1t the propo<:('d Showham plant m'~ 1 ·t 
watt rel•'ase more radioactivity into the envirnn
~IJll -tke Long Ldand Light in~ Co. says. 
.. · 't);i~ G>Mllli~~ion staff memh<'rS began tlwir te .. :ot\ .• 
~y ta f~5fc:nt their <'<:>'e in favnr of hni!din! t;"' 
plait. In 1Joing so, however, they i-aid tha~ r;u·i~· 
~y$i5 of J..J LI'()',.; plan for the prnjl>ct showt>d th.u 
~ioll<'f.'ive ~ka;;e,; fro'n the plant might pxceed 10 
,er ~t -~~ .the f'.~dr-r:.il rna.xi~rnm1s. 1:1LCO ofiid~1i; 
ftM tei;;t1H~ durmg comrr11,:swn heann~s on a etit<
~uc<icin J?'efP;it for the Shoreham plant that ti1<·· 
WfL\ld Ci~ ~rn the nuclear plant if its radiMr.·ti,·e 
fej,~ e:-c,~~fj one per cpnt of federal limit;. 

· Richar<\ I'.:.· 1~d, a conm1issit•n official re~;;on· 
~D ~f emJo~ng tht~ Shoreham pbn, testifi!'-l th~<t 
t}li[' wrnm~::;!on',; 0'.m'i~utations on radioactive ye~ 
• .,. ·~ -the''!~irapb~~t :1}lapt :Were far more· ~con
;ttrat'iYt:'.' ~an 'Jlt~:r( . Hi.<{ teiitjmony · pri:.vol:.ed a 

.. 

:'i:>r!~~ o{ 'l11e,;tions from the Lloyd Harbor Studv 
Grn:1p. which opposes the plant, about the conuni.;
-~inn·., ~uideiine,; and criteria for nuclear plant..;. Ire-
1111 :i ''li'.1 '.L.lt tlwre were no firm standards and 
~rl:h~J. ··Th~· nuc!e:Jr indastry is sort of flying blind 
lil t-~cn\' (1( what to rlo." 

l!·(.•Li1d ,-,i;d tk1t the numerous tyiw:.; of nude'.lr 
l":·y·rur, -i:~d th.~ -:.-=tryin;; condition::: t.mder which th•'Y 
\'i··r • .ip 'r:1t:"I m:1de d•·vc-!npm•0 nt of unifonn 
.,twd:u:t-" d;tucutt. He d.!d sav tl~at lack of commi.o
siun 1~1:rnp:Y<.(·r accounted partially "for our inabilit~· 
::~ :'m'n•.tl.:ai.e "tand:Hds quickly." 

D;1ri iL! th.:. morning i-cs;:;ion of the comm is.;; inn's 
:;::1~':•[_1: Jnd L~i"~,)nsing E1o::lrd hearing. Erhv:trd .J. 
\\':1Lh ,Jr .. LfLC(}';~ attorney·, rested his case for the 
~;!;'l.d•l'J,,iiJ:I Sherr·harn facility aftn hig witne,.;:::es 
v;:>r<- cr•1.c .. .;-e:c.;mined for 10 1.l.1\·s. The study group'.; 
:·i~l-'i:·i:·.'· ir\·in~~ ~-.Jik,~ ui l~;~h\·]c:~, then r:1:.ide ~:i 1~~:._)
'".HI :.i .J i.·k \I. f ':m1pii1.•ll. dv:' bo:ud's chairmi.ln. th.1~ 

'·. ·.t.1l!e sa•c.t tiiat he -would. p;oi.eut hi.-. rnotion i;·, 

writt-e-n fol'ln . today, ·· an.4: ~·CRr;i?l.>clt" ~!~' .:_:tll~(: 11c 

'-

woulri not. make a rnling until the motion was J?r& 
sent.:-d. Like maintained that the lightin;- compat.$ 
failed t'J comply with commission regulations and 
th.~ National EmironnwntaJ Polic\· A':t. 

The ~lttorney for the commission, 2\Iartin !-.folschi 
<h<>n cai!.:-d four .memb·~rs of the commi~sio:1 's regu· 
i:HOtY sLJ.fi to te~tif\', and the saietv an::ilysis of thf 
prnpo~ed LIL(\) plant tho;-:c men kHi dr'.lftcd W8J 

H"i;•_1rnc'd as th.-~ir ·,e;;timonv. The anaiYsis sa.id thal 
e-.·en wich a "de,;ign ha-si,; accidPnt'' th~t W(lttld allov. 
ndio::ieti,:ity to <'·'<.\lpe into the environment then; 
would b~ 110 d::i.n~er to health and snkt.v. 

Thi> witnc:'.:;e.; testit\·ing for the plant ycst.erda~ 
w2:-c> ~i.!l m~mbcrs of the commi.":'io;.°.~ clivi~ion ot 
n•:Jctor lict'nsing, which i.~ re:-;pon::ihle for tl:e safet} 
o{ mtdr::ir rP.1dor inst;1ibtion . .-. Thf' cornmission'1 
iicPn~ing hoard must ckeirle wlwtht:'r to give a roo 
srrur<ion iicc>n~e to LILCO. All.h<H:d1 the conuai.ssim. 
.-'~\.~ r:1~t the l\\cl di·•i,;ion,.; arf' st-pnr'."P· it has beN\ 
Ulh.1,'r int.,reasing- crit ici.-;m in re(_'t!l'' rnLinths fm; I iti. 
J-~l r~~t; . . 3;.-; .ft~-eo.iat.ut a.z1rl.,. µr\J:;.~,__;::~;; nt the: !~·~:~:.~!u~ 
~~.ot et~mi¢ ~ersy 



11.)JJLJ~/Ul ~ce.ption. ··.· 
70.,c Porf.fi?ifL11/;,tar10~Pl/Jfe Long Jslanrl J.igh;ing 

(eO; 8dmittl'd- .}'t'strrday that it could seek to maintifn 
~fttibft of its proposed nuclear power pl:mt: ·1tt 
l.hcirf.1'9l:ll flt a radi:uion kvel hi;:he-r than it 001> 
l>!tdfed if' .rbu"tting down tk p\~11l wou.>tl c~, 'f# 
fdpc,. tn'ergeacy. · · ::..:: . 
. . Under cros;,-examination at an Atomic Ent'!'..lfY. 
V..<irnnis.':iion licensing hearing, Andrew WoffolirJt 

J.11·. ~CO's project manager for the plant, said that 51· · ,. 
cot11pany would seek to continue operating the pl 
then only at the request of the Public Service C ' 
rnja..;ion. 

· LlLCO, which ha-; &1itl that it would contract wl~ 
tfi4 AEC to limit radiation £'missions to one per ct)!,
ol the maximum federal limit, would have to see~ 
~ance to excef'd the contractual limit. Otherwise~ 
(lDiild have to shut the plant down. Under the c~ 
[iJtt, LILCO would have to keep the radiation·~
Ci:lt1r(, level at 1.7 milliwms per year. A single let.bit 
~of radiation would be about 500,000 millirems. 
: ~eferring to a possible power emergency, Woff1'.i2 
1:91 "That's the only circumstance when we mi~ 
~for a variance." Wofford _was replying ta the ~I~. 
lfirhor Study Group, wh1cli was cross-exammW 
LfLCO wilne;ses. The study group opposes construbei 
~on of the plant. Mrs. Ann Carl, a spokesman for ~ 

~ «t"QW• ~d 4\44..i' Wa ~ .Uoa:t ~~ f.,l,lijJl~-
{C?f ~ ~wr~ct)."' · 

VP!JlllE"' 1'183: Wd" J)r;J.ir J(Now wHtrN 1r1t11J.J.. 

/.llJP.PFN- we 111ur OAIJ..f fv~E 1 r c~.11.' 11:1~r 1.s 
JJ Ptll ~-cc Y' J:>FF'°l 1'11 11 eJN ~ ,:- {(o s s 11111 RDv J. ~rn. 
~ND 11 nt4j :8£" 'TblNr'&D ·A,_, t>VR. l/NflO/'lN• 
Nfic'.s f>~JJell re JXV•Sc- w0t1K4Bi.£ £'vAct1AY1()/V 

1s cv1Drt11cc o"F"eel(rA1N, CRJft1 DIJttJ~ 1# 
F/.IS/tJ.J./ f',t.f1rlrJ', /(ApJIJNT flA8'ES "rC cortC 11./JJ.l. 
J..CAflN ~RJ..'/ ()AJ, 'TO .$'!'.CJ.I.. ~t$1tJ/f'I~ ~7'?{0N!1t1rt l/A}o# 
1bl>/N£"_, ev111r$ PA tJJ"0/11V/ft 1t//J>~r'F1N c1'1£tt1. :.>"""''"'~ 

C ~ltAND~~r-,J-r.s CJ.'OIAJ t4J/Y>I P/q1~'£". ~ 

~~!.~~~~ic~~':pt!(~~i:t ~~ 
_ rry Pearson gives a condition report on Long Island Souncl 

· · is sick, and it is bting treated with official prescriptions t 
a\l compounded in confusion and admini:;tered haphazardly .. ,. 

DY die. {ifi~µ ''#LWJ61/./1'"S'-sa- IW"X't!fA&I~] ;' >. 
'" If you d{)i1't want to be ~ mute' wit;;ss to this ecologiai 

murder, Pearson has some .suggestions for action, indudir.g fl 
.massive Jetter writing camp:.lign to demand a three-ye~ 

~tat;)rium on nll projects that woulJ affect the Sound or i~ 
sb~reline anJ the aeatiun of a tong Island Sound Cuuunis;sioii 
!with the power to halt the poilution of this p1~cdess body oi 
water. His ~iggestions arc good. If the. people (if L<>ng !:-Lind 
dcrnand action, they can get it. Shall Long J:;LmJ Sound die Gf 
an overdose of oi:-;cn? Or .shall it li\t:? The ar.swer is up to -mt. 

0 Jt" l1.211l1 t \)' 
• -·~.-~" --= -· ·'-- ' 

,eefar~t a --
Clb.ildren 

.iJJ~- Annab~&jrms~ ~ 4.ifj I 
;', l'ort Jeffen."On ~o;{_/,A', 90ntro-
~rf.ial critic of nud<'.ar power claimed 

qe:terday that even a low level of r~di
#f;ion increases the number of child
~d deaths. That opinion immedi
•J:-.· came under hea\'Y attack at the 
ti1<1mic Energy C-0mmission's hearings 
'~re on the propoGed Shoreham 
11i.Jcle:u-power plant. 
. Radiation physicist Ernest Stern
.' ss clain1ed that his statistfoal 

• ys.:·s sh.owed. that J~ing.-term, low-
radiation ca~.clllldhood deaiht · 

tOllL~Uih. defiecb;aDd 'euk~ .·'11:o ·_ 
firur<~:. he ha!' drvelopt>d. he said. show 
that the number of tho>-e deaths in
cre3~' or dt'CTC3.Se with the radiation 
k\'el. . 

Sternglas.s' opinion w'.is no t;Urp~JSe 
to Lon~ IEland Lighting Co. officials 
and ctl~er parties at the he.arings. He is 
a fn.qu<•nt witness at hf'aring.;: on 
nuclen power, ·and the AEC, among 
other.•. often has attacked the condu
sion.~ and methodology of Stemglass, e 
profe.;.sor at the University of_ ~'itts-

. burg's University School of Mt-dicme. 
He was cross-examined ''igorously 

i>Y F~rdinand Shore ~l U~ Suffolk 
' Scie.n t.is1a lot. a aea.n~.):nviro~ 
'Shore first attacked the vaJjdity· ~r 
Stcrngfass' claim of a rt> la tion,.;hip 
bc:w<,.;n radiation and mort;.ility. 11w> 
claim was ba.-'<~ on an anrilysis of a 
nwre than 20-:-·ear period in Utah. 
Shore trioo to prove that e,·en a mini
rmd margin of error would de.;:troy tile 
tlwor:-.'. ~inc.e the number of childhood 
d1•3ths is relatively small in total popu
lation. Shore pointed out that Stem
gb • .:;s' statistic; did not take into ac
count increases in population during 
tlia t pt'ricxL .. 

Shore tht>n attacked Siernglass' t!St> 

of hi;, d;ildhovd mort.al.ity patt.er1u; ~ 
a bas~ fw ~ng 4 .ca.use aPcl~. · 
r(·l.~t:on::;hip ~h<~r<· s1id tkd fitPmgfaal 
h11d l~Ot cliscu:>.~d HflJPr JKIS!::hle C1t1..<;f!d 

bf mortalitv. n1ch ai; G<"rrmn measle 
eriidPmi~. Dr. Alict> B:c·11·arl. who 
h:.-=:ifil"d earlit•r at the hf'3rinf!:O for tha 
Llovd Harbor Stlld\' Group, has W. 
a' o~Ni the StC'm.dass ronclusiomr.. 
"'hf ch .are ba~ in p~rt on ht>r work' •. ~.·. 

Stemglass is used ~o ~u~h att:··· ..... 
•·hie.ti he c.allt'd "mt-p1ckmg~ ·. · 
claimed that. they did not jeopa '. 
the validity or his condusioru: "Hi! 
claimed that radi.:ltion could incri!'!iiif 
infant 111ortality from discase.s ' . · 

g .*1~,gt:.~1-io:b#;Jg 

• 
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:BREEbt!:R REACTOR.S 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. 

In the address, Mr. GRAVEL warned of 
I Impending dangers to the health and 
:• safety of a potentially large number of 

individuals and to the environment un
less this program is subjected to inten
sive examination. 

Mr. GRAVEL raises the question wheth
er section 102(c) of the National En-

, 'Vlronmental Policy Act ts applicable to 
the breeder reactor development pro
gram. There ls llttle question in my mind 
that the section is appJicable. 

I ask unanimous consent that the text 
of the address by Senator ORA VEL be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the address 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

I 
I 
' I 

'i 
SHOULD WE BAC-K. OR SACK, Tffg BREEDElt? 
(By Mike Gr:we-1 U ~ &nator from Alaska) 

~ootnot4111 at end of article. 

'· ~ .am going to do everything I ca.n to help.., 
focus national attention on President Nixon's 

1 decision to back the breeder. TJ;te breeder Will 
be a new kind Of nucJeQ reactor C08ttng the 

1 taxpayers about *3 billion to develop.' 
What Will we get for that me.sslve lnveat-

ment? . 
We will get another way to boll water tor 

!malting electrlclty, and we'll get more re.dlo
aetlve plutonium out of the breeder reactor 
than we put tnt.o It.• This bonus-plutonium 
can be fashioned Into fuel to boll some mo~, 
.water.• 

une pound of plutonium c11.n produce as 
mu.ch energy a.s 3 mllllon po\Jnds of 008!.' 
It ts not enough, however, to marvel at this 
singular aspect of plutonium: it has other 
Interesting Mpecta. · 

One pound or plutonium can also produce 
an explosion with a force equal t.o 20 mU
lton..J>9.UMl!.2!_'~L--

,-·-1"urtbermore, one po\lilirorpTu nlum la 
a poison so j:>owerful that lt represents the 

·maximum "permissible" amount /or 700 mil· 
lfon people.• Breathing or swallowing a bit 
of plutonium about the size of a common 
dust particle can give a person his run 
"permlsslble" amount'.~--

Y 98o:we-wttT be~ rhaklng 60,000 pounds 
(not particles-pounds) of new plutonium 
every. year In this country with the current 
nuclee.r technology, unless some present 
policies are changed very soon.• That 
plutonium-figure will leap even higher if we 
develop and deploy breeder reactors. 

Promoting a ""plutonium economy", as 
plutonium-discoverer Dr. Glenn Seaborg calla 
It,• Is gambling that man C6Jl confine every 
bit of this toxic and tricky me.terlal-U'lcky 
because It catches fire 1IO very easlly. The 
plutonium fires at the Rocky Flats warhead 
factory are not a good omen.10 

Half of any plutonium particles which 
escape Into the environment by ttte, Hushing, 
or other a.ccldent, will rema!n as a radio· 

l
, 1 active hazard for 24,000 years." 

I
I Plutonium's complete confinement Is some-

thing you naturaily wonder a.bout when you 
1 · look at the AEC's own "Plut.ontum Produc· ' . . l tlot1 Flow Die.gram," and eee bow many · 1. · ha.ndllngs are required just tro produce what t: ': • :;:'m~·l~gram calls a "Finished Pluto:m 

i .. ..... 

In some laboratories, all forms of pluto· 
nlum are kept In hermetically sealed en
closures: in other lab.!!, most ot the work ts 
performed Within glove boxes. Workers weQ 
protective clothing which must be cleaned 
in a laundry With special facilities, and they 
muet use special air-supplied masks If the 
oontamtnatlon-level ls high." 

Just a few pounds ot plutonlUJi'I can form 
a critical mass and explode, If the confine
ment Is close and re.pld.14 That Is hO'W nu
clee.r we.rhea.de go off. Therefore, in a. pluto
nium production plant, where large que.n
tltles of plutonium are handled, whe.t the 
AEC describes a.s "elabore.te precautions" 
must be taken to prevent accidental nuclear 
explos!ons.1• 

Plutonium will Mmede.y be handled In 
every country of the world, if the breeder 
reactor ls allowed to become man's prime 
energy source for the future. Carelessnefl6 
son.iewhere_J~~-$ell!JlS _!ne"'..1.~_':>le. . 

(
~Since plutonium esce.ptng Tiii()"the en

ronment wlll travel freely around the 
a.net. the breeder, by Its_ very ne.ture, ls 

lnternatlone.I problem.rFurthermore, tli 
country· IS hot afone in fts breeder research; 
Britain, Italy, France, Germany, ~!glum, 
the Netherlands, Japan, and Ruoota are ahlo 
oonducttng breeder research.•• The elforte 
may be a clvlllan variant on the arms race: 
perh11.ps no country dare not to ''breed" its 
very own plutonium for the "plutonium 
eCQ.nomy" or the future. -·· -· ..... __, -~ neadiyaccideiitifreteasfng massive amounts 
of radioactivity from nuclear power plants 
are a. posslbllity-perha.ps a probability
which deserves our moot vigorous lnvestlga
t!on, both with regard t.o the breeder and to 
the rea.ct;om e.Jready going l_nto operation." ) early a-groWlng ·i:mm'ber·-· or - lilfoffii-
Amertce.ns are wondering a.bout that hazard, 
as you can tEll by e!Torts in Cal1fornla, Mln
ne!!Ota, Oregon, e.nd New York City to pro· 
hlblt further construction a! nuclear power 
eactors.1

• •. -··---------- -·-··--·-·-·-- .. m .. ifotable Is the audience response to 
the televlston program, "The Advocates." I~ 
tnld-February, one ot the subjects was 
Should There Be a Moratorium on the Con
struction of Nuclear Power Plants? There 
a.re over a million viewers, who may vote by 
me.II. Obvtously there are sometime.a at
tempts to stack the mall, but the program 
tries to recognize and announce them. In 
the fourth Ie.rgest vote Jn the history of the 
show (which ls In Its second &ea.son), the 

-·-BB follows:·--
3702 Ln fe.vor of a more.t.orlum. 
3154 against a. morntorlum. 
Plus 2435 e.ddltlonal votet1 11.galnst 11. mora

torium identified e.s "bloc voting from con
cert lobb et1," Including Oeneral Electric. 

rglirilf votea are th06e on . orm- e r • 
letters wlth ident.tce.1 wording, and letters 
sent in bulk front the same e.ddress. Most 
of the lobby-vote came from Louisiana and 
Alabama: Alabam11. sent In 1378 votee against 
a morat.<>rlum, and 24 votee for a mO?"ato
rlum.1• 

When the organized vote Is discounted, the 
majority or viewers favored a mOf'atortum. 
I am not saying that "The Advoca.t.ea" audl· 
ence ls typical. 

However, the vote Is yet another signal 
that there Is plenty Of deep concern In thl.s 
country about re.d!oa.ctlve power plants. n 
would be foolish !!·President Nixon were·to 
imagine the matter could be settled simply 
with his budget decision. 

His dec!slori might inadvertently see.I the 
fe.te of all mankind, and such a declS1on de· 
serves, at the very least, as much public 
debate e.s the SST airplane. An administra
tion decision to push thle country-and 
probably the world-into a plutonium econ
omy Without fir9t Inviting, encouraging, and 
stimulating the moot profound public dis· 
cusslon, reftals a conceit which I find 
astonishing. 

I hereby, t.oday, before this group or news
men, call upon the President, his ootence 
advisors, his four AF.C Commlss!O'llers, the 
breeder-backers a.t Westinghouse, General 
Electric, and North Amertce.n Rockwell; to 
explain and justify this project of theirs In 
open forums, domestic e.nd International. 

~*_pg:;:~ _s:;::. 

The etre.tegy used so te.r t.o malfe utilities. 
also Invest In the breeder makes me uneasy 
It ~omes e.s no surprise to me that th' 
utllltlee were not contrlbutAng much to t.hP 
breeder:"' utllltles spend a.bout eight .. tlmr" 
more money on advertising than on any_r<'· 
search, good or bad.21 What surprises me Jc 
the kind ot encouragement which the AEC 
deeply anxious for help with the breede1 
me.y be extending to the utilities. · 

In a speech about· "truly advance tech
nology," llke--speclflce.lly-the breeder, AEc 
Commissioner Johrison hinted darkly JM~- · Ii' 
September about the peril to our socl1tl 
fabric and democratic Institutions If we 
don't have plenty of electricity, and then hr 
closed by saying this: · ... 

"There Is substantial truth !fl tlli! olc: 
ade.g'l, 'He who pa.ya the piper calls the tune. 
In my personal view, this could well prow 
to be a prophetic admonition to Our \ltlllt.' 
tndus1.ry ... If this Industry, with Ii 1iyrn. 
pe.thet!c government, can not devise tngenJ-
ous ways to bring about the kind of .tr:ui:· 
adve.nced technology that the coming dee· 
ades deme.nd, then ways will nevertheless b' 
found to meet our nattone.1 needs, and the,· 
may prove to be lnsensltlv~ to the triidt
tlonal independence which ·he.s characterlze<J 
decision J'naklng In this pluralistic-. in-
dustry.""' · . . 

Barking for the breeder occuited iUso at. 
the annua.1 conference ot the American .. Nu
clee.r Society e.nd the Atomic Industrtn1 
P'orunt, where It was admitted that eumcJeni 
unity or w!ll and action in favor of th, 
breeder program had not yet been achieved 
The necessity of Informal meetings and plain 
talk with key leaders In and out or govern-
ment we.s described. . ·. 

That conference was In November. t9'1o. 
Now the President's budget 111 ehowlng n 
48% increase In the breeder-eft'o~~ .troJT> 
$95 m!ll!on lllBt year to e139 lilllllori th!" 
year?' . , .. ·. 

Who are those key leaders In and .o\it of 
government who are promoting the breeder' 
They have names, and yet you and I and thr 
public-we don't know who they are. ·· II. 
seems likely the.t bankers are Involved, that. 
strategt11ts who might like control over "inos·1 
sources of energy are Involved, aa well nr. 
other Individuals In very high finance. 

After all, billions of dollars have been In
vested ln nuclear power plants, the program 
might collapse for lack of fuer without the 
breeder, and tha.t's enough to make key lead
ers resolutely blind to the so.re alternatives 
like solar, geothermal, wind, and fusfon 
energies, and techniques to remove pollut
e.nts from fossil-fuels and to repair damllge 
from strip-mining. . .. 

If the American people do not want a j)h1-
ton1um economy, ts there a Justifiable price
tag for stopping It? I believe this Is a ree.
sone.ble and crucial question. In my oplnlo.n. 
It would b«> naive and self-defeating not to 
stArt lnAlst!ng on some open answera. 

A policy committing us a.II to a radtotlci"t've 
economy deservet1 the e.ttentlon of the whole 
country-not Just of the President, the AEC 
Comm!sslon\!rs, and a. handful of others. I 
favor vigorous and public dlSCUBBlon Mth 
th06e key leaders and with othe!1! from coast 
to coast. 

One place we could start Is right here; In 
the Appropriations Committees of Congre811. 
The National Environmental Policy Act :i'e
qulres the Administration to cubmlt detailed 
"envlronmental ste.tements" for scrutiny be
fore money Is e.pproprlated for federal proj
ects with possibly adverse environmental Im
pacts; such statements must discuss alterna" 
ti ves to the proposed project, too." . . . .'-. ' 

We also need to hear from independent 
voices In engineering, medicine, ecology, and 
alterllfltlve methOds for making eleetrlctty, 
as well as from the workers who. _would be 
called on to procesa the plUt<iilhun bl ~ 
breeder-economy. We need to encourage _a 

gr~~~~1~tt~~a~!:':8t~~ breeder; ~f :'.flli~f:: fRe 
breeder• 

.'i 
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1 The governtnent hu lnvut.d an eatlmatAld 
•1 billion In the breeder already; research 
began with the Clementine project ln 1946. 

Dr. Glenn Seaborg says, "To successfully 
achieve the LMFBR (breeder) program ob
jectives. the AEC'wlll have to spend In excess 
of $2 billion ln addition to the large Indus
trial expenditures. The program will take 
over fifteen years of Intense and consen
trated etfort." 

(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 Walter Sulllvan. 

•Gas-cooled breeder reactors might have 
the potential tor advancing beyond water
.bolling Into direct-cycle gas-turbine genera
tion of electricity, according to Gulf Gen
eral Atomlca. However, the Nixon declslon 
la to subsidize the water-bo1llng liquid 
metal fast breeder reactor (LMFBR). 

•See the booklet, "Plutonium," by William 
N. Miner, Aug. 1968. It lB one of the AEC's 
"Understanding the Atom" series, avalla.ble 
from the AEC Division ot ~chnlcal Infor
mation, Oak Ridge, Tenn. 37830. The coa.1-
equlvalence ls mustrated on page 5. 

• "Plutonium," page 1. See note No. 4. 
•The "ma.xlmum permlsslbl~ body burden, 

or the total amount of plutonium that can 
be accumulated ln ·an adult· wlthO'Ut event
ua.lly producing undue risk to hea.lth, has 
been set a.t 0.6 microgram" ("Plutonium," 
page 37; see note No. 4.). 

A microgram Is one-millionth of a gra.m. 
There are about 450 full grams to a pound. 

'Also from "Plutonium," page 37. See note 
No.4. 

"Hot" particles of plutonlum"oxide In the 
lung may pose a special d·anger; an Interest
ing paper on the subject Is "Plutonium a.nd 
Public Health," by Dr. Dona.Id P. Geesaman, 
1970; lt Is available In "Underground Uses 
of Nuclear Energy," Part 2, Rea.rings before 
the Sena.te Subcommittee on Air .and Wa.ter 
Poputlon, August 5, 1970, 'pa.ge 1523. . 

Dr. Geesaman concludes, "The health a.nd 
afety of public and workers are protected 
by a set of standards for plutonium acknowl
edged to'. be· mea.nlngless. Buch thlµgs make 
a travesty of pub!1c health, and raise serious 
questions about a hurried accepta.nce of nu
clear energy." 

1 These figures derive ·from testimony of 
T. C. Runion; President· of Nuclear Fuel 
Services, Inc.; see "Environmental Effects of 
Producing Electric Power," Part 2 (Vol. I), 
Hearings before the Joint Committee on 
Atomic Energy, January and February 1970, 
pages 1704-5. 

Hts forecast for U.S. spent-fuel In 1980 
la almost 3,000 tons for that single year; he 
estimates that there are 10,000 to 12,000 
srams of plutonium In every ton of "spent" 
nuclea.r fuel. A total of 30 million grams 
of plutonium works out to roughly 60,000 
pounds. 

1 Speech by Dr. Glenn Seaborg, October 5, 
1870, entitled "The Plutonium Economy of 
the Future;" dellvered to the Fourth Inter
natlona.1 Conference on Plutonium and Other 
Actinides. 

••The most serious plutonium fire·. (cost
ing $45 million) occured there on May 11, 
1869. According to Science News (Nov. 29, 
11~69, page 496), "Plutonium ls a diabolical 
element: unpredictable, dllllcult t.o ha.ndle 
'IUl.d as a resU!t da.ngerous. In fact, because it 
combines so readily with oxygen, small plu
tonium tires are almost an every day occm
rence ln Atomic Energy Commission plants 
tbat handle It." 

u The physical ha.lf-llfe of plutonlum-239 
111 24,000 years. Physical hal!-ll!e 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 plutonlum-239), one thousandth 
of. t_he original· amount of radioactivity still 
exlSts. · 

The ·biological . half-life of a radioactive 
substance ls the time required for half of lt 
to leave .. the body. "Once in the body, plu
tonium la ellmlnated so slowly that aa much 

aa el>% ot &DJ' amount taken 1n wtll atW 
. be Ui- 60 yeara lawr" (from "Plutomum." 
page 37; see note #'·>. 

12 Bee "Plutonium," pages 14-15 (note #-&). 
Plutonium operations include: cooling tank 
storage, dissolver,, chemical processing, pre
cipitation, hydrofiuOrtnatlon, reduct!On., p4ck
llng, fabrlc&tlon; a.lso chemical wa.shing, dis
solving Incinerating, a.nd chemical process-. 
Ing to produce a plutonium nitrate solution; 
also waste dlsposaJ.. 

11 Prom "Plutonium," pages 37-39 (see note 
#-&). 

14 Prom "Plutonium," pages 3"-315 (see note· 
#-&). 

The amount necessary tor a critical maaa ia 
only 13.2 pounds, according to a.n article 
called "Plea.se Don't Steal the Atomic Bomb,'f1 
In Eaqutre ma.gaztne, Ma.y 1969. That art.lei.If-· 
also asserts that a. bla.ck-DlM'ket for plu-· 
tonlum is considered a serloua danger by 
Dr. Glenn Seaborg, Dr. Ralph LWJ!.b (who ll 
the AEC's expert on this particular matter), 
Dr. Ralph Lapp, Dr. Albert Wohlatetter, Dr. 
Theodore Taylor. 

"'Prom "Plutonium," page 36 <- note 

#4). 
,. A cha.rt called "Liquid Metal Cooled Past 

Reactor Projects" (lnternatlona.l) ·IS to be 
found in "Cost-Baneflt Analysis of the U.S. 
Breeder Reactor Prc>gram," WABH-112f;, April 
1969 from the AEO Division of Reactor De
velopment and Technology; pa.ge 98. 

"See, for Instance, a.n Interview In the 
January 1970 Issue of Power Engineering 
with M. A. Shultz, Professor of Nuclear En
gineering at Pennsylvania State Unl'!erslty. 

He •aa.ys, "Better gear notwithstr.ndlng, 
when we talk about 50 reactors, the s·~atlstl
cal proba.blllty of something going WFOng and 
an accident occurring ls a.n absoluoe cer
ta.lnty ... Matht-matlcally, this is a cer
tainty, and In a short finite periOd of time. 
I'm not talking ·about maximum credible 
a.cc:ldents. I'm saying that ther:e will be a.c
cldents. My feeling ls that they will be minor 
accidents. The Industry's safety record to 
date is 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 
pla.nts on the llne, we will have to do con
siderably better or our perfect safety record 
dlsapp,ea.rs." 

Refer a.lso to warnings ·from AEC experts 
in "Concern over Nuclear Power Plant Sa.fe

; 'ty," Congressional Record, March 19, 1971, 
pages S3435-3439. 

11 A nuclear moratorium bill In the Minne
sota leg!Slature ls being Introduced by State 
Senator Coleman. 

Two bllls a.re in the Oregon Senate: 
SB 51, sponsored by Senator Hallock. 
SB 218, sponsored by the Senate Commit

tee on Environmental Atfalrs a.t the request 
of the Oregon Environmental Council. 

A bill In the New York C1ty Council was 
sponsored by Councilman Theodore Weiss. 

In Cal!fornia, an active citizens' Initiative 
ls underway.to put a. 5-y!lar nuclear mora
torium on the 1972 Gallfornla. ballot; 

It 1s section No. 16 or a .Jong, environ
'mental petition sponsored by the People's 
Lobby, Hollywood, Ca.llfornla. 

lD As reported In Nucleonics Week, March 
11, 1971, pages 4-5 • 

.. See, for instance, speech by AEC Com
missioner James T. Ramey, December 10, 
1970, "The Breeder Rea.ctor: Need for Greater 
Utlllty Participation." Also a. speech by Rep. 
Chet Holifield, November 18, 1970, "The Need 
for a Comprehensive Energy Program." 

., Senator Lee Metca.l! (Montana) says the 
1969 figures were $323.8 mlllon on sales and 
advertising, a.nd $41 million on re11earch a.nd 
development; as reported by Ralph Lapp In 
'J'he New Republic, January 23, 1971, pa.ge 18. 

"Speech by AEC ·commissioner Wilfred E. 
Johnson, September 22, 1970, "Energy !or 
Tomorrow." 

13 Fiscal l. 971: $85 mllliO<ll for tech.ill cal 
development. $10 million tor work on a dem
onstration pla.nt. 

Fiscal 1972 (requested): •103 mllllon for 
technical development. $36 mllUon for work 

i. on a demonstration plant. 
' In ma.king comparison, a.n illflatlon fa.ctor 

of about 5 % should be conal.dered. 
"National Environmental Policy Act ot 

i lH9, Public Law 81-190, Title I, Sectlo~ 102. 

> . 
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,~~ Fi~· · .. ht .Al I the W ci}f 
. 'I . • ~S5. 1 . l t%l, the ~y for the Llovd H"bo< Stl!¢ 
0 p-chief opponent to a proposed nuclear po~ 

. t at Shoreham-already is preparing for his n~ 
tle against the LILCO facility. ..~ 

.. ·''·~ether through an appeal against an unfavora~ 
t;t1s1on by the AEC bOard reviewing the case, or a r/ef/ 
~ring on water standards from ·tre. plant's planr...k 
~II, Like and the members of the study group p'h::Q 

:fight against the plant "any way we can." ._':;.;; 
current licensing session will end this week ~ 

AEC board asking each of tqe intere~ted parties ~ 
ved to file a set of proposed findings. 
ike said this was the equival~nt of filing briefs ~10: 
'vii court, and the review of all material would take: 
ny months. While he does not concede that the sttJd)I 
up'! efforts to block the plant have failed, he is ·iafii.. 
dy thinking about an appeal to the U.S. Second Of;., 

gt Court of Appeals. . 
-~~":-~'The board has one set of· ground rules (for evidenct), .. · 

. us, and one set for them (the plant advocates)," Liltq 
charged. Ann Carl, one of the study group·.~ found~ 
ed with Like that some of the board's rulings · o°' 

. dy group actions "have !been harsh." • ··.: 
·· )l'h~ study ~roup's primary attack on tht propo~ 
i)>m1c generating plant has been to make the hearingt 
t;,1i> an "open scientific forum" in which witn1:sses cou)# 
"B;~~ out on a spectrum of possible ef(ects of the LIL<;~ 

:-- ;Sut many of the points .the study group wants ~ 
op. have bem ruled outside the scope of the hear~. 

; ~td some work-such as studies on the effect qJ 
plant's thermal discharge into Long Island Sound..:;. 

1 be_, lntr:~·uc~~~~J.u-~e~~~~ 
,..,.··,. 

Tees (i;'1~au;l€Ae1 ep~~ ~.J.J/./tr 
tj.s'TT/,J) ffiJ.J.. t/AfffS'ffZ) ... 41£ 

,tJ.~e- .6!1/1..i- P>Y//V k 45~1/il...D. ~~~ 

AJEc· ·Review 
·' 

~et (OD §af e1Gy , 
At §Jbi«J)rehtalm , 
tlJ Maurice Swirt . ~ ~ /r1. _ -//IWJ1frl 

1 

. 

'· : . Port Jefferson .s;t"/n~' {.iection 6f just how ':l'ncre;ii 
emerge.ncy cool~rig systems for the p. rn1x~I Hhornhant ~-" 
r po~r plan~ might be has been a key qut~tion by oppone . 
he plant: 1;has weeken<l, tlhe Atomic Energy Conmig;;ion ' 

. ,.- sides it 13 reevaluating the Sho:eham · emergen<'y 8~ 
_ , ~ nucl~ar core of a power phmt is coole<l by waler fl~ 

r;Jitmd ~·t dur_mg normal operati.ons. If that flow_ .. is cut off in '@. ' 
~reham plant, llhere are bhree en1erg-Pncy cool•:ng ,.y,lfe.:plS ~ 
~ti on the same _water supply, b11t cli-fferent pow€·~ mur~·~tt 
~ llhe .oore. A fa1lure of the emergency syf.:tems <X•uld reflul~ 
~eatmg and a po~ible re1ease of radioactivity. ·· .. '" ' 

In a writt_en statemenlt issued t<:> opponents ~1nd proponenuf05 
-~plant durmg bhe AEC lioensing hearing Saturday the A.Rd 
~latory divisi~n saiid, "We are presE'nt1y conducting ~ re-evalfitta 
t::l of the effecllivent'SS or the emergency core ()()()J]fr1J zystem;f65 

Shorohan~ plant. We will inform the board art a later ctatQ 
we ant101~~te the oompletion of t:ll'i;; review." It said~ 

ew WQuld be oompletod wi1thin a few wt>eks." .• · 
; ··, James Yore, chainnan of the safely and Iicnnsing ~ 
lf?ducting the }J{'.aring, said last n·i~ht, "I have not scm i~ .<~ 
~t). Nothing has (JOme to our a•btf•ntion." H ~ said'~ • 
~~,_~{'Ck. into the matter when the hearing re:>m 1€6 ~-. 
r ·., .Ol~re Miles, a spokesman for !Jlie AEC regulatory staff, ~f 

· · 1ew of tihe Shoreham system wa.-; not· new. "Tlris jg an .OC\11 "' 
" 

J ,/, ~/7/-CNllUAl<f!.J-.. -'f-;t/Ac ''rop,q. y ') "l>tfD&.~M Jle/N:S RA~Poter, 

AD.JJ1r-10KAt... /lt1CJ..e1Jtf P,i.&NI P~or~ .,-o .EltT 

fi'u1~1 /'/EA-I( ..r11.t1 e>tlLJP~er- PJ.111/r /Ai C'AL 1 pot<.Altt4 oJ./ 

&tJA$T tlEAA. SAAfrA c~~).JNA l~it4ND WAS .81. ocl<'EJ) il>' C£JN

~r~vA7/ 0NJ_f r.s. ~<lCt/t. )..e,4J)t:f( 1Af71f't<y1&6:JJ~Jj) (/#.JJE'A- • 

t;.~oUAlr> rA(.JJ../;4-r" fin;-; G't/1€/'~tJ!f 'f1./tJUS4-1..fJ>:S ~F . 
~ 

Y'Jll(.S, C/ft/fOJ eoAJcFrttJ ,A-F"nr? /-(Fec#r-c;9vA1<iTS.,, 
-~-· 
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Ptadc Sefety end Liccnrdnq Board ef -~ Uo Oo Ao ·llo Co . 
at Noo 50-322 - UI.CQ _ _Proposed ~orehmn Plant .H()o 1. ___ ... ---~ __ 

11\rthur lfCCOiDb, 59 Railroad Avenue, Ronkonkma, No .ro 11779 ~eY 

"Gentlemen of the Board: 

1 
Speaking as a private citizen in·my 01m interests, I StlY that this hoorinq ts' 

¥ither flsh nor fowl. l+.s one person, I have· always been mostly concerned with the 
•chanics of acmdnistration of public affnirs:, and secondly l'rith the issue on tap, · · .... 
I know that the llEC reeootly relented to permit publia participation with limited op
JJ9eronces, one for enohg, and started calling these 0 public heeri1Y;Js• • It also ho.a ' 
been called •qunsi-judicial.0 and "quasi-public heo.rincf', of course neorer thct truth. 

I 
Curtailment of any citizen trying to oarrnent into the record with rele'lant JMtter at 
the time of its discussion and qivinq him one t:tppenrcnoe n year later is hardly "pub
lic henrinc;f" 0 The coat of charncters o.1\d subject matter· ... yes, eve the chc::iiimcln -
atu~nge with such kttleidoscopia rapidity, that the thrust of his conment is lost. · · 

The edversa-ry nature of the proceedings must be p:rotected at all t !mes, and that is 
tl\e charge of any choinnan worth his snlt. If the public is orderly and relevant. 
they should not be denied. Restraint and curtailment of tiniely camnent by orderly 
persons micjit help the result be an autopsy, not ti solutiono · lluc:h value 
.of perspective may well have been lost to the Ucensinq bOr.rdo /Lt ~imes-r in this 
llel!ring, I have had to suppress flnqer or indignation, sanetfmes I could not suppress 

r J.1p Everyone hes a bursting point in the containment vessel of his wrath, ond it is 
j JHttter to provide safety factor. in orderly conment thau to let it burst. . · 

j Tli.is hesring's minutes include announced approvals in rt!solutions from school board, 
1' Shoreham Village end Brookhaven Tb'-m by their officials,. but no mention thnt public . 
'· heorin wer edvertised and or not held. Hone w~e. A claim ls cJlso on re-

.;t'. cord by Suffolk County · xecuti,,.e E. e~ Denn son that SUffolk County approved, but he 
., :not onl or Rdvett s d no hea-rin he didn't even have a 1 slative bocJrdreso
''l ·1 u on to support him. I hope s ar eeps · s ght of loeill impac of such bl11rbs. 

:.
1 

The town board has· the "hame .. piate• · resPOnsibility for publi~ henlth. and saf(;'!ty by_ lm~r, 
. · but they ore on t~eord conmenting that they rely on 12ur decisions. This board h·'l.s,, · 
.. j frt>m time to· time, pointed out that we F\cve a State canrnlSsion ravlER-1 to protect us 

1 ecologically, and a citizen like mysblf cannot help but see that by the time State . 
i t heorinqs are· set,, and after much money is spent on construction (lightly called Eite 
: : prej:>aration), the State points to Federcil and Local "approvals"', "Nring their hands 

. end deplore their inobili ty to change anything so finnly processed. This is a ci rculcr 
! arqument with the conclusion· supporting and creating the pranise in specious vindica-. tt~ . 
Ibeiie\re. that the r7. 'helf-imposect limitation- on rudiafl.on releases' in effluent, is· 

• I relatively meaningless, as thera is no real as6urance, as witnessed by Ur. Woffor.d s 
:1 testimony, that sny ehut"down can b~ held firmo Indeed, hia example of an enerqen~ 
i 'ldl.ich may rupture the "'corrrnit .ment"'" o Na-.1 York City blackout, merely supports the 

I qenerel faelinq of many of the public that behind the veneer of this hearing, is full. 
1 tnt~nt to use Suffolk as manufacturinq dumping ground for. radiation effluent in the . I air, in' the sea and in underground water, and nlso in final deccmnissioninq of plants. 
I UI.ro wi 11 shut down so 1 onq Bf!. there is no power dsnctnd, Like credit at a b<'inl::,, 
I onyone at all who doesn"t need it, care~ if Q-uickly with a smile. , 
. . 
i LtlCO's application for change of zone ma·cie 5112/66 to Brookhnven Town B0t~rd. setl$ 
j forth objects and purposes of petitioner incorporation to supply power to Suffolk, 

1 
NossQ\l and ~ part of Queens-, and no other place is· cited. How cane they now, after 

1 they achieved reaming on such declaration, decide to serve new York City? Are we 
J ~Ud!ng in Suffolk for New York City? If so, it should be saido Another gripe is 
· 10/20/70 testimony of Mr. Hofford on decommi:.5ion 30 or 40 years hence. l1Ul we have t• legacy to lenve our dacendants of, high ·rndiation. pollution not only in buriel grounds 
1 t:.lt in decanm!ssioJ:!~d pltJnts lrl:a_yi_M_"'hota for manY_~rs? ~ _ . (e~ft'"f'Q. _ -··· " . . ..... . . . .. 

! 

• I 



I ~~"rill foll01"1 as I" could not finisho I elose·with points I have learned. ) 0 radi•. ' 

• ittion does exist. 2o Rt mty one place llnd time, r&ds are hard to count. 30 sane clam- . 

---~~ Js doJ'.!~._!~ ell ~li_!~L~~ed to it, and 4o larqu .cb8!! kill qui~er than small one&;,~ 

. :i:ne high improbability· of nuclear plant hezard reminds of the -uJBINtABLE SHIP TrrANIC. 

·--~t.lc:ensinq board majori.t;v should be !Tl~ a).reac;lz_ phy:~C;!~ll ~aqed by radiation .. 
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(}cm!c Safety· and Licensing Board of' the tt. s. A • 
. ~ket No. 50.,322 • Lilco Proposed Shoreham Plant 
.. ,., . 

' .... 

tlr Arthur McComb, 59 Rai lroild A.venue, Ronkonkana, N. Y. 11779 

Clentl(IJlen of the Board: 

1971. 

Speaking first as Vice President of ·THE lJ\KE RONKONKOl"'A CIVIC ASSCCIATION, INCe 

QppOse this plant of such large capcicity0 first because we have, since 1962, opposad. 

any decisions by qovernment bodies which in any way fosters ;:x>pulation density for 

cur county beybnd the often declared safo limit of 3.,000,000 poo~:>le, or which may 

imperil health, safety and welfare of it:~ residents. Limited weiter supply dictates0 

Innsnuch as plant Ho. 1 would be 829 megawatts; pl~nt no 2 is obviously the nQxt 

otepand LILCO's 1970 purchrse of 425 acres more extends that probability. We are 

aonvinced th&t such increased power can only be to sell to New England cmd thcl cit Yo 

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

mole camel into our tent nnd push us out the b&clc flap. Motivation for stockholders 

profits o}IPears sttonq 8s a factor, impossible to fight &ftcr the first 0 open--sesc!!I1le" • 

by your ccmnission, if given, and we implore you to search your consciences and epply 

ycur understanding of the nature of your comnission chartar to hold this up. 

We drew your attention to the 12/11/70 NeHsday editorial; "WHAT'S THE HURRY" •. It 

· d:ler9os that AEC being both promoter and licenser, nre more concerned with promotion 

. than s&fety and that LILOO· believes •AEc ·approval is in the bad' and is already con• 

structinq. I have seen the construction, and it is beyond •site· preparation° as 

it is cutely celled. It is rank arrogance. Hhethcr their charge is true or not, 

AEC has put itself in the compromising position, and nrust face the suspicion. I 

quote further in part: •This week, the AEC appeClrild to tiqhten the safety standards 

by requiring nuclear plant operators to keep radiation chur~es 'as low as possible'. 

· This artnouncEl'l\ent had all the reassurance value of the FAA requesting airplane cam.

panies- to holrl oo\'m the number of crashes0
• 

De you wonder or criticize skepticism? The public~ often burnt, is often shy. 

· l'Jt the knowled;e that your board adanantly holds its parameter to be radiation risk 

ti:> life and health and to safetl,narrowly intQrpretect. our association asks you to 

c2eny the license, decidinq mostly from my reports of 50 or so daily sessions ex

J;l:Dsed to the finest experts on radiation. They ask; "what's the hurrY' o 

·Now s~condly, spei!!king as Chairman of the CIVIC COUNCIL OF SACHEM ,i\ND RONKON. 

~; INC.,, I report that., although this five-club council hc:is been· recently inac

f!!ve., it still exists 6$11\llllin~ substantially the same pose es abova, and with sirni

'~r authority, I declare to you their often expressed similar policy and opposition • 

~ are impelled by concern for accelerating populations ever}'Vhere representing the · 

~l root problEIII, and feel thot the right attuck is self-discipline, rather than 

~1~~ subnission to lush ocmforts _Qf U!llinl!!e<,1_ pawer luxu in so-ca~l~<.f"pro~ess°,, 

5incerely, ~ 
rthur Mc:Canb, 

Vice.President, Lake Ronkonkana Civic As~ciation ,Inc /f 
. -~~J~.S!i9-F9,!llcni o~ Sacha & RonkonkClllll~ ~ · 

J -
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•• 

nTCensing fieailnf~ai>roposea'-~ucte:;r-pc)'w~j He was closely-questfoned by Joseph Scinto, an offic"· 
t at Shoreham-the longest ijUCh hearing m Atom1cl of. the State Department of Environmental Control a 
gy. Comm,ission his tor· --is / ex ected to end today1 by LILCO attorney Edward J. Walsh Jr. ·~ 

?rt Jefferson station. ~ - ,J. l Lowenstein conceded· under cross exmination he 
;will leave three Ato erg omm1ss1on hearing .. not familiar with the speeific details of the propo~. 
cers with more than 10,000 pages of transcript, scoresl LILCO plant but added his-. testimony was a "genet . 
upplt:mental documents and the memory of 52 days: st~tement on nuclear power plants." _;15 

-~ tin the basement of the Holiday Inn motel. . ' ; Most of. those. giving limited , testimony~wh · 
;:~;The offi~ials-Board Chairman James_ R. ~ore .• A. 1.~li .. 1'0 .t · :i_u .· .· cj: . · '·.·.. -~bu~d ' · '··... :: 
~~o.n Calhgan and Hugh Paxton - w1l_l review the /'.lt\~< ... · ' · · · · 
~rmg and decide whether or not to give the Long ··• '·.~ ':;t 
~nd Lighting Co. permission to build the 820 mega-

' $270 million plant. 
'.oday's session wi!I be devoted to giving each of 
~ .. parties involved a chance to make a summation 

to making several technical rulings to tie up the 
ing's "loose ends." • _ 

ne point being contested is that the AEC staff's 
~ t . 

ew of the reactor's emergency core cooling system-a · 
par,t of· the plant-will not be 'ready ·.for several 

ks.·. 
· ing Like, attorney for the Lloyd Harbor' Study 
p--a main foe of the plant--has asked for a chance 

· t the review findings in his final summatiorf. 
. • •. * 

. C REGULATORY staff attorney Martin G. Malsch 
suggested that the revi'ew can be s~nt to the board 

' '·other involved parties by mail, bl.it if the hearing 
d rules in Like's favor it could mean an additional 
ing session. 
der AEC rules, when the summations are Completed 
party will be able to file a written "p~oposed find-

of fact and conclusion of law," suggesting what 
boartt ruling should be. . · 
der AEC rules, when the sµmmations are completed ~ 

~r party _will be able t~ file a written "prop~se~ find-~ 
f fact .and conclusion. ()f law," suggesting what Pf?\ 

oard rulmg should be. ; . .. , \:ll ~ 
ro ~ttt1t'.~p0sllf"'Wttt\ ~.~ ~ent bot. . to th~. :bpard ~ 

~if~.- ... ··-~···-· ... ';:"""~;.-;;'.''• '°~ 
ents are received will the thr · ~ 

board members review the transcript and make th .. 
decision.· Yore declined to extimate ·when the decisi :: Y "'\ 
would be made, but one experienced observer, indica .. ~ 
it would not before the fall. ' 

• · - !i \l.I ;: : ._.... ~i'~ tl~thr E ~ 
8'.S:.C:5.s~·~8;~ ~~ ·'•ea ~ 0 -~w·-

" c: tJl .. ... .,.. \JI ..... ~ "O -5i !:! 0 <I) ~ !'!l 
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CJ "'O Po QJ QJ a. 0 L. I ' 0 .::; 8 L. •<J) -5 ~ < 8. C: ::J "£ 

<l.l ..c::..ccii c...., c: o,<ll :- <l.l-cw 
QJ r::: "'d <l.l .... ..c e ·c: ~ - c: = c: o a r::: ·:i > - cu tj 
£jC:t!I;......... a:i«' "'""~oq;O!::l..cCll 
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U ii :l <l.l ... 9 % .o ._n: !iii ~ ,,.. ~ ~ <l.l Z c:l. >. bO 
»~ .... ~~ ~ g U , ~ _g EU: :::: 2 J. > £ .., ~ ~ ·s 

"'O >-I 91 ... ...i ;!""' 8 . 't;;. ;-"" 2 ::l;;:: >, ... (.) ~ ..... - ·; -s .. Ci! 
E 'ti~· c: Ur -o.o C11gl~-as-c .S rn - - ·"'d " .!3 ;;... '1' ::i ..c ... - o u ;j ~ o .... .c o ........ "3<D!:I:: ~ o;tll.... .s ... "'~ 
.8 
....... '.!! • r:ig iio £ 11 -.. ~ <lJ t.ii :i:: q, o 1! -a :!> .rzi o .. -cs ~ ii ~'ti <.J :::J - c: ... ·- ... . ::..; Cll .. ~ cu 

<l.l "'d ~· ..... t 0 ·- ~ "' -~ ~ e· , > as "'d _....,.,.wcU., .. r ""'O -'..:J .._.Cdpr.J ~ .:il'fl .i~.B.~ -:- ] ~·z -~.s,_ 28'.:lc.:~Ec:i• 

~"T]x· ... :l~~ [ 8. ~~.§~~.r~1~~ ~'"'~ 

~ . :s: . ~,,,. E >-r.JJ o ... .is :g.s ( 1>11.! c: e-i !"l_g 
"Qfjl> <l.l (I) 0 2..... ~· i::..J 

~ ·~ <l.l Cd ~ 1 ; : . ... 1>11 .... :a ~ '.ti ~ .... ~ . 
f9 '\ "i ~ .c .! .... ~ ..8 J 8~ ,g ~ as i P -~ !'.! ~ !! , ~ • '±! :ii :; Ill (.) ';J ... j: -c .;;i -= 
e . ! s] ~.c-~il%~ ~- ~J~ i ~~~j~.s· ~ l 'tic ~ 'II ..9: ~ -~ <( ~ >. as 1 .§ ! = .. P.. 1 

§ .... .co,;>~ -a- - §.... i:i.:.·" ~ >. 
" ~~ ;:l i .~ ..... ~ . ::.l ~~-a!'j<j C3CI=: ft~.& ~ 

~ 2! .. ~Ji ~~~ ~ ~1~ ~~1.~~ ~~~ . 
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The decision can be appealed to an AEC- appea 
board or in the civil court systt!m up to the Supre · 
Court, Yore explained. The plant also faces a sta~e he . 
ing on water standards and another AEC heanng Wt 
be held when it is completed so an operating licen 

·~~ gu~ ~~ ~uirr~t'~.~~ a ta! "'d '"';! <l.l 0 Gl ...r . Iii - .. 
Mt.l<l>::s!"': Z'al-. . ~ ~bll S «f! ' ~~::~:ta~ ~. · ~ _ !i!~~j 

~ ~·\i ~~~-E1 ~ ~ ~~ j.3~]]11 f~ can be issued.· ~~ t!l) 8 ~e -~ ~ ~ ~ e gi l ii ... ~ '° ~ g .! ... 
_YESTERDAY'S session wa~ given _over to AEC sta . A '1 ~ § ~ c:l.3 111 '" $] ;J g ~ .~ ~ ~ .S ~ 

witnesses who entered t.e~hmcal testimon~ and _to re · ~ ~ ~~~ .o ~ 111 8 ii ] _E-'= 'g ~ "E ~ ~ .. § 
d~nt:i and members of c1v1c group.s who wanted. ·.;·.to giv @ · \:>\d !<J I ·'-.) q, £ .. ~ §] Q) ~ .c 2 .~ j I § "tJ 
"hm1ted statements" about the plant. .· , ._·. · · · . ~ .0 >.~..,, _g o ~ v ..... ..21.~ .~ :.:l i ~ • . . . • ,~~b04JGISl...O "'-a..li ....-~•· ··;fl· 

One AEC staff witness, Edythalena Tompkins, a ·radi . ·c ~ .., ·- ~ as . • § · b.'" . -6 ~ 
tion epidemiolo~ist, attacked claims by a Lloyd' Har · ~ A ~ rn ~ ~ ij ... !}! .. ~ .1J ~. . ! ~ ~ ~ qi ~ ~1 ... 
Study Grou~ ~1tness !hat th.ere is a direct rela.tions ~ ~ ~ ~ t; ~ ~ .E .... 1.8 GJ ~ ~ ~ 2! iS. . 
between radiation and infant mortality. . ' . fc:::::::I f9 '\ ~ ~ -~::::: -g 1! ! o i3 ii ill ~ ,S ..... 'tJ g .::11 

* • • 

She .said testimony b~ o:. •Ernest J. Sternilass . " . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .: ] ~ 1! ~ ~ ~ 8 'O .£ ci. .w 

based on . faulty. analysis, improper. base .comparis. . f9. ) j ~ < c "E. !; .. § ~ ~ !!9 0 ~ j Gl .. ~ ~ ! .§ 
end. exclusion of 1mportant'f!cto.i;~;:. .... . ~-0 ' . ·- ·: \::t:1 t:! <l.l ~ QI 1l11 [ ~ ;t -11 ~.8] ~ a ·1 

.The Lloyd Harbor Study "'er.~ intrtduced a fi J?f?\ . . ~ii - ..... 2:! ~ "'d 1?-< ~ 'i ,.111 ~ 
~tness, Dr. Jerold Lowenstein, w o warned that "om· Y::.d,/,&. : . : I> ~ "' 0 · · ii· · ~' data (on<adMion)>how.ou:lnt p<cmi,,abl"ad . ; .00 Ill v r: a G i ~1 !Mi t G i j 1 l 

. ose~ for man could ... result in thousand$ of c 
' cancer and leukemia." · · 
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, af':{:.:,~· ·,~ "·'4)""'. ~ -~ \ ···.· :f91't:Jeff~$atioo-A~_MeComb, a"B~v~ 

" Cl 

"' 

., ... 
0 \/· 

I> 

o · ,;_ ,_ t\" · . ~ t~ ... ~~- ". J • ~n~ ~itical.figure, aoQjht to insert lfi•tw.toh of human:'~.mtt L«:i 
J ' ' Q iP~d!JM ... L & • • • . . ' ' •' 
(, ·. .,\ • ~ +r•e_ ~~c Energy Co~fon ~ri~g~·o:i. th6 8horeham·:~~ 
., · ·ti.ear ~e~ p~ant ~terday·t>r··4Gdicahng hlS"~~t oJ .01_>~ 

. 'lk~~. _ < . ition to his grandchiMren and ~~f.:ions uqborn.~ _ . · 

. ~?.Q A.](· . McComb~ who as !l Democrat on~ jierved as Br~~ 

. ~ ... - ... ,~ · )Town cl~~rul more recently has run
1
for't.Owp su~rv~-.~tt 

jl), 

"f#Jo .. o 

~"'~Jl 
~ ~ ~'L .~~ 

.• .f. .,, • ~ ~~""'o '·tt 
",.,o 
Q• 

Conservative.: tol.d _the ga~hering: "It [the nuc~~ plantr~ 
make untold millions for stockholders in a ma5siy¢ supply; 
~ower to the whole peripheraJ megalopolis, ~wn. ~l~" 
phi.a"·~ 11m1o1uisWNt-the natur:i1 'e&>Jo&.t<111. resource hC>.ritage b. 
. ~thed to.us an.~.· with rotj.en sea wat&r;·~tial. ~~ 
ina~·ground ~ater a.Jl9·air~ a i:adi~nt food chiµri," an ~b 

. 'haza.rd, of~ ·~(of spent. nu~}ear fue~. ov~r ~ih.W~~ t¢:::1, 
-thrQl!ih ~ties, arid· for who kn<>WS ho~ long. afte,t,.~ 
• ~ (will be] a monstrow; rontami~te.d ~u~!)&i tp ~ 
chil~ 91\ a,~. \l.f1Wiii1P~ acres after .io yeal'S." . · , 

' • • ~ ~ ~,. ""' ~ .. ..:'. ,. \ : • " 'ij ... ~." ,...,. ' \ 

., ~ : <t' ~.'·~;J In J)efense of the Proje(t · . . ~ :~: .'· . , 
· · ~ Def~ die S,liQfeha!ll pr9ject, th~ Long fslan<I- Ugh~ 

· C~.'s ~r~~~··.~!i Andrew. w. ~offord,_ ~d)M~r:.''l d~tj 
think .1t lS a threat to future generations. I th.iitk it's a~:threat ~
future generati~ if we stick our heads.-ip t~ Sl;ln{i ·~ ~v~ ~ 
book burning or J moratorium on technology." ; . : : '.-' · _ 

. . . . . . ' 
Wofford said the plant would cover less tha.Q. 15:. _i.wre&, ~ 

Mc; Comb: For the AgeJ Monroe: Polluti~ 'Th~m. . the m~lear reac~r. tating up ~ diameter of 200. feet. When !' .. ·: 
lS: :::-- ::r- - c ::r •· . ., .. v, 'JJ _ i;:."' plant is decomnussioned, he said, the property could be :resto 
. ~ ~ ~- § ti~ ;_ 5 [ ~ i ~ i [ ~ ~ i ! !· ;i g'~ ~ 9. [ '"tj ~ !.\!) <f ~at a C?St up~ards of $15,~,000. "We w~uld ~U$pec~ it ~i~ht .. ~ .... : 

;; ::r S ::i ~ ~ i'~ ~ ~ .'O ~ ~ 1! 8";: · 1111 !£ il ~; > g:. e_ 0 (D . more economical to cover it up and monitor it [fol' r~honl,• 
1

; t'. :( ~ It~ ~· 0 ~ ~ ~ g r ~ ~ j. i • ~ f ~ ~ :i ~ ~· S-~. r:.fJ ~ . Wofford said .. For how l.ong? A hun.dred to ~00 years, he ,re. pli~ .. 
a • ! S ~ ~ ~ [ ~ ~ ::i ~ ~ e... ~ s_ ~ ~ "-a~ r;· .g ~ ~f~ ~ ~ . M~. appe;_a~d ~t the hea~i~g ~ behalf pf lhe Lake Rcb; 

~j· i,,, 111 ~ • g- ~ r:; 8_!:; ! l ~ "~ i" c; ;;·tr: ~-·g ~~ ('t) ~ konkoma C1v1c Assoc1at10n. Opposition to the proJ;)OSed 820 me~ 
ii Q. ~ ~l .. ~ _;., 1! ~ ~ ~ • 5· · '< ~ ~;. ~ .. g. ~ ~·~ ::i."' · (j ~ I watt plant, which is being built on the west side of Wading~ 
l 0 ; § ~ a_ 'f. ~ Z ~- t]j ~ ?' [ ~ a 0 ~ :: ·~ ~ §: cl.1 ~ c-t" i ; Creek fronting on Long Island Sound came from other lQcal ·oitlii 

'." : ~ ~ - g I~ "§. I& ~ : 8-, l i § Q ~ S- ~· fr~ ~ ~ ~- ~. ~ · . rt- ~ G ! ~ns groups. There were ei~l,lt in the audience, ~. largei!t tur.ru~ 
I.I - ; 8 ~ ~ t - "' i_ ~ ~ 8-; ~ o. r ~ ~ :;: ~ s . M- :3. : rn a week and a half of hearmgs. . 

f &1 f . i; d [ f ~-: -~ Q. t,,.. g - ~a- ~. ~-g I~ t°-i 0 ~ r Dr. Monroe Schneider of Brooklyn, who has a. s~~· ~ 
.. J 0:. ~ ~{1~~ ·o,? g-~-< $.~~; ~ ~: ~ ~{~p:> ~ · ·in Wading River, spoke on behalf of.the Nor~ Shore?~~ 
r~ . m~ f i 8 f. ! ~ j S o § " ff•~:.· _ 5 ~ ::- :- .[/). {; Against Nucle~r and Thermal Pollution

1
, offermg,_oppos1tion s~ 

~,~·g ~tf·• ~ { .liJ1 Cl1 g~ r' . ~ i~( '<~ taMcComb's., .• ~~._,., .-; '· 
... ;i 'Ki' ., -de !i . .;( \ .~ ,. 'l.1': ,,, ~ .:x :I ~ ~ 
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__.. ......... e_,,.,;~··.'·:.-~~:<!:.._~- ~i!i_~·1itt~"Mal~ St!ee_! P~~sS-, January s •. _ -~ 
. er_ -~ta!~ents tolhe ~went to the meala~fnqvarfa15JY uffea : 

3 over three years. well before thfi THREE' MILE lSLAND calamity. It ~:' ; 
ouqh to' stop this madness - but it Uves. lfewsd&y said the AEC chat 

_ted my persistance as deservinq a gold medal. I was very active in op-
si tion to fission' ·_nucl~r powerfor most of the reasons used by those ac 

t ve since the late··so 0 s, with me •. both speaking for myself, and as chai~ 
1 tn of Lake' Ronkonkorna--Civics and Ronkonkorna Civic Council of six clubs.· 

_o~e units, now disbanded, are blended with other civic divisions. Hml'-f 
· .i. -convi~d and unwaverin ~hat Fission Nuclear. is a real and . 

1 11 
~r'!' o- nqar to ®ciaty. see no compromise. s: ever-pre .. ':· I 
adtation dsnqer~ verified by many werldwide ·eXp°erts in' th.at- ia-nctnar~. v I 
eRrinq minutes-, other rear! hazards, ciften overlooked, are; erected ~J 1\J ~ 
rthquake fsult: ~ircra~ crash into concrete dome only ~ thick (Re~~ i 
1r Biqest said 4') ;· homes uninsurable for nuclear hazard; Price-Ander-. ·1 
n Act holds feiiersl Umft at 500 million; coal and oil smoke,#!g be~ 
le~ned; a radiant Sufrolk food chain and a radiant, unusable monurnen~:--· 
o stupidity after estimated 40 years maximum plant usability. The A.EC:> 
now RRCJ held about 60 daylonq sessions:. Active since 1968, I had ;tO.: ' ; 

. 1nt9 .r, bUsines!J ·nur:t-; -s-u"flOIF?rovernmen ·rru .. --Ti :- · · · · · 

l'J()flt' 1/Pl>A"f"E I 'I g 3: tJN'e£ "Pi:JE 
P~ANT' IS p!j-p WITN Ntk".<~ 
~tr/.. AY" Atf/1 ~ dr~ J JI/tr ~f/-
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'/JS r Nt#IYF ~ '"'I( #JR 4w 
/9ec11>r//r "IP ~o#nlt)cg- Y'H£'° 
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l?A Dll# TlDJ ~111'/T J5 t/S"tr~ID'.J 
/IND /A/~i?'1)KJ~F &:Jlf///51(7tJV~ 
ee?PAl/X A/tr /Vl'S°r A/tJJ' ~
~IJW 1Yrb BE:-1!#,l/l;ISfFD/f 

~-I 
JFimidl N5Bw JFsnU1li1b ?1

1 

By.Harry Pearson 'riJ71 d$~SPA'1 · 
Port Jefferson Stat/n=-~l~e sutj;ct was ear~quakPs and 

adversaries at the Shor('ham nuclear power plant. hearing spcm I 

.. ···-·· ---· ----· - -------- ._J --

hours yesterday aq~uing over what effect a major carthquthe I 
might have on the plant. . ' 

The Long Island Lighting Co., which is trying to get ·aa 
Atomic Energy Commission license to build the Shoreham 
facility, said. the plant was being designed to withstanrl an earth
quake larger than any that had been registered on Long Island. 

The opponents of the LILCO project, the Lloyd Harhor 
Study Group took issue with the company's stance. Irving Like 
of- Bahylon, the group's attorney, said l~e plant was not being 
deshtned "to take care of a. severe earthquake." 
, . The study group spent considerable time durinir ypstf'rday•s 

hearing hefore the AEC's Safety and Licensing Board quest.ionl 
'an A EC consultant, a structural engineer. about the effocts of an 
~rlliquakc on the planf. AEC attorney Martin Malsch objected 
'to the examination, N]Ying the AEC had brought an earthquake 
i!xpert to the h<'a~g Monday but Like" had rdusC'd to" croe&-
examinc him. Lt::Vtfiid h had no tim · · · · 
: · osep i , cm to, attorney for the Sfate Atomic Energy Council, 
' id- after t L~<::.cJLD.JL._that his research had shown that Long 

land wa vcr unl_[k!.'l.v:>to suffer any more than a minor }J.!!!lke 
. . . . nn ,ar , spokesman or tfie study- ¢rotip;- sat 8 

I- '· , 
plctgic fnult h:id b<'<'n traced to a point 10 mil<'s shy. of 
pr(>ptis<'cl plant i;il<', nml lhnt the AEC had not uncl<'rlakf'n n sl~ 
tO Ml<'rminc if that fault did, in fact, com!' dosN to the dtO. 

. • .· 11at a e! errusfudy-ha(rsho-wn- that Long JslanCi· --
< ienoed no earthquakes larger than 5 on the Modified 
i"scalo. and that the Shoreham site itself had experien ·. , ·,;1· 

r~ke h1sM:7 ~ . enatAearo otdd- tho.;. 
• 1'wl . · 'k ~· j 
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PANEL 1: 

Shoreham Nuclear Power Plant 

Monday, April 18, 1983 

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

Mr. Cohalan will be accompanied by: 

TIMOTHY W. GLIDDEN 
REPUBLICAN COUNSB., , , 

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

Mr. Donald Dilworth, Commissioner, Suffolk County Police 

- Dr. Kai Erikson, Professor of Sociology, Yale University 
Consultant to Suffolk County 

f : 

. .;¥. 

PANEL 2: 

Mr. Wilfred o. Uhl, President 
Long Island· Lighting Company 
250 Old Country Road 
Mineola, N~w York 11501 

Mr. Uhl will be accompanied by: 

- Dr. Mathew Cordaro, Vice President of Engineering . 
Mr. Ira L. Freilicher, Vice President for Public Affairs 

PANEL 3: 

Dr. David Axelrod, Commissioner of Health 

also, 

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

Chairman 
New York State Disaster Preparedness 
Public Security Building 
State Campus 
Albany}: New York 12226 
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. · .· .. Witness··_,List(con 't.) 
Emergency .Preparedness Hearing 
April .18, 1983 

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

Mr. Leon Campo, Chairman 

PANEL 5: 

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

Mr. Vance Sailor, Secretary 

PANEL 6: 

Citizens for an Orderly Energy Policy, 1nc. 
180 East Main 
Patchogue; New York 11772 

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: 

PANEL 7: 

- Mr. James Sniezek, Deputy Director, Office of Inspection 
and Enforcement 

Mr. Guy H. Cunningham III, Executive Legal Director 
Mr. Roger Blond, Senior Risk Analyst, Office of Nuclear 

Regulatory Research 

Mr. Richard W. Krimrn, Assistant Associate Director 
Off ice of Natural and Technological Hazards 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
Washington, D.C. 20472 

Mr •. Krimm will be accompanied ·by: . 

.J 

. ·, 
.... t 

, ·'T 

'1 

- Mr. Gary Johnson'· '<;hief .of .the Technological Hazards Division 

. ·' .. ''·. 
,- Mr. Spence W. Perry_, AssoQ.;iate ,General Counsel 
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Con9ressional ff earing 
Suffolk CanJ11Unity Colleqe 
fanningville, Hew York 117350 

'. 

. - ·" 
·'~ ·~ -- ,,·*-:·.--.~ ;· '-

Arthur McComb 
30 Kirby Lane 
Lake Ronkonkoma, New York 
April 18th• 1983. 

~ ' I I have had' residence in Suffolk County, in Ehooi:have!l Town, since 1918, have 
;· had schoolinq up tc and including the opening y@ir .!lt tttlS eollege, in 1960, 

with a year of roy six in Uo S. Naval enlistment in theit' sQrv1ce 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 
! .f~_~l. incl\lci~ in ~he ~ra.d;_eri Zc3t~~n of a • c_rdz'/' wit~ terneri;ty .!o ~p2°s! _ 

a horrible future under nuclear threat approved by my peoples c;ovO~ent • 

. }iy life includes town elective office,· much ci vie activity w1 th years as chair
rnan of various groups, over thir~y years in Boy Scoutin9, sports, fi.reft\anics 
and I am· still active where needed. I om forty years a volunteer fireman,. et·c • 

. Fran the sixties through 1973, I a+:.tended most of the hearinc.,r:J and meetings in 
' tl:le pro.:el5S of the Shoreh8J11'Pla'flt,, with abo1.1t sixty9 rnostl y <i;J ylong, l:>etore the 

'· Atomic Energv Commission (AEC), an<'i submitted :;tatE'ments l'epr~senting lllY c1 vie 
• i groups and myself, which I lnclude fo.r- your recorda My file i ~ volW'l)inous. 

. . . 
~; f ·. _, ' 

f S ~he 1973. stat anent was mailed this year to MSny persons, those now active pro 
:>?,tnd con, including elective offici~ls and burec:tu heads in Wew Yo~l: Sta~e, and 
~-·,~.:I have had rnany ans~ers, frcm which I 9i ve a few excerpts fol lowing: 

,:· .. 
' . ~ ' . I· ~Thomas J. Do"tomey, Member of Congress; "'Whether the plant will ever open depends 
i on the answers, but as of now, I do not think an ope'l"ating license should be i :·:granted and that the plant should remain closed." · 

l. Paul Harenburg, NewVor'k State Assemblyrnc:m; "'Your stat~.ment was interesting, 
; , lnfonnative, ann alamingly accurate. I am glad I wa3 aple to read it.• 

~ I ... ___ .,. . .,., ... -· 

r < ;:~;AliceM. Beck, County Legisl~tor 13th dist.: {After a l()n9, thcrough letter 
i', of responses to her inqu.irie~ cf county officials and professionals such as 
I ,. :(.Police, Firemen, School TeAchers, County ellq'Jloyees etc. etc .. who were expected 
,\'\to conduct evacuation in disaster, sain} "It is a naturetl response for people 

to put tho interests cf their fa~tlies before their Jobs and t"air d~~iro to 
do £O should place no stigTM upcn them. Indeed they are probably bet t4tr ---H. 

I
' r·I John L. Behan, New York State Ass@.m.b1yman; 1•Plei!1~e leep.me \n touch with your 

I r\ views and concern5< I am 9lad to have your lonqstandinq support behind me ... 

, ,~'.,";The matter of evacuation should never hav' been a cond.ltion of licernaq - it 
'.!-'. ,i should h'1ve .been A REQUIREMENT BEFORE CXllSTRUCTICJ.l : ~e. a~ed. ff,r it. 
\tli\Hy letter could have :been THR££ HILES LQNG ON THIS I~lJ'1lD : 

t f)l " SJ,,cerely, 

t I i 
' 
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i-· ~ ~0®\IM$ 'mmfi$1fte&Q>~irn~®©'l'=~~<Bi~ JJcsmu©~Dd - t/e ~TEill°tff~s .... ·h r;.Jd ""_b __ ·., Dn$ho~ -· · V · --'~' -~i--- ·u. ·c1r rt 1a··.!..· ·-·~-a.:-.... -~._;_._.. Y ~I ..i1ore am not approvi= y · It could be construed,··.; HoWa~u a: po$1.uon; 111U11 , .,.an or e a ""'' .-.--h WD1U1111a"u:.;11u~ . Selden - Testimony of- ·the Suffolk Legislature, both supervisors agree. to ' Hickman. "If t~ was a i _r,ejected by the .county. . -~~ tbiae1y e,Y~tioa frGm the fered by Long Island wtuch has declared the mean the two towns which misinterpretation. we \ The supervisors said .i~. aromad Sboceham Li g ~ting . Com P ~ n Y plant should never operate make up the 10-mile EPZ apologize." they took 10pecial care not ; iuijjO&aible. Janoski said he President Wilfred Uhl m a because local geographic supported by LILCO Janoski was not ap- to advocate the ad<>ptioo of .. ~d: _ wz,itt~ the letter sworn appearance before a and traffic conditions support the plan while the peased and vowed to_ any plan .. "The word :because.oftl:re possibility a Congressional sub- would preclude a sue- countv does not.' contact Subcommittee 'adopt' came up," said jalan.weu.ld. be. iglpo:lEd on c~mmittee plainl_y cessful evacuation in the "I ~ever supported Lou Chairman Rep. Edward Janoski, who explained tf:J8";,;·eounty,J'~nd_. tile m1~r.epresented their event of a severe accident. .Howard's stand, in writing Markey tD-Mass.) to set ~the a:td Ac_ampora had '~11stand'alb-rillh!d· pos1h~n on emergency Presiding Officer Lou or any other way," said the record straight. ~~ ~1ogetbel"~; -bis~~ . _ . ·. planning tor the con- Howard tR·Amityvillel is Acampora. "I don't even "This happened once ":l.SMl,·:~_qc)L,J1'' ;·'.~. Uuuf ja·:·-..nedia tronrs1al Shoreham the sole legislator to call know the man. I want a before, and at tha!_ time, I -AL'e-~M!t'!.'la position;.;f a~nt.sq: · tie '. onl)i 
nu_clear plant, the. super- for the adoption of a_ plan. copy of that testimony." ·-accepted the a_polog_y.:· ': ~ .. r,,~_ .. :~.·~vn ~ ~ reference to the Jetter visors of Brookhaven and In prepared testimony Janoski was equally continuedJanosln. "This •s ,.~,;~ both.~ ~~e 1n· the February 24 Riverhead towns said filed with the irked. "It's a fabrication in the secoud time my wue not~~~~ Lil.CO bUUetm, which also Friday. . Cong~essional sub- my opinion," he ~-id. '_'I statements have been mielDg~.... ~; _: ~:~--~mpoa-a:.· an_~ Riverhead Supervisor committee, however. Uhl never took a position m misinterpreted to serve Jaimskl.~clld:-~-~ -.Janoalcl b::d supported the, Joseph Janoski ~nd stated that on February 10, support of any evacuation LILCO's ends. I can't beeo~icmeheparl~ , ~.oftbecounty plan., Brookhaven Superv1s~r "Presiding Officer <Loul plan or in support of accept a simple apology, ~~~ ~ lqedJll! ··: ltidaDan. said. she was Henrietta Acampora said Howard announced that he Howarrl's stand." especially wh~ they used Jettin. ll:t~at a·~ . n:ot,aure where LILCO got_ they have n~ver supported was supporting the Utilil~: spokeswoman Jan my name in sworn Vltml~gt<xl.::~.~ · tbet:c~ "Maybe il: the adophon of· an j county's draft emergency Hickman said LILCO had testimony befo~e _s tirl~· .Dis;~,;~~ becanie_,.part of the e~acuation plan for the ~.2 : plan, and urged the rest of : based its assumption on the Congress." LI1;-CO an-~ ~·. · ~ n sbit said. .. ~· b!lhon reactor. as was m- '1-Uielegislators to dO the' I contents of letters from terpreted Janoslti's stand _YIOUkl~-UMi~'~O~ . Al)·~ to Rep. Thomas 

dicated m Uhl s tesbm_ony same. Broo!dlaven Town I Acampora and Janoski to simil~rly in _a February 24 . .,.;: ~-.;it-~.~· ; .. ~. . _ . m-Amityville l. ~forethe~ouseOversi.ght Supervisor Henrietta · Howard, in which the bulletm ~~ts empl~; ~~Ic ..... ~ ~~the bearings .. Sub~omm1ttee durrng 

1

. Acampora and Riverhead supervisors urged county The "munnterpretation lAcajJ.1:.al~ia . ~· ,ft'.~ said A.campora , bearmg~ at Suffolk Town Supervisor Joseph officials te "develop the ; -~te~s from the letters . f?PC·~ ~ha_itmlln O..id ~ :•~l:: -~it . ·· writ!e~ '. .. Commumty College last . Janoski :wrote ~ Howard best plan for a radiologi«=:BI : written to Howard b>: ~~~~· 1_ _ ~- . ~ -_s._ • ., ':tdtim~iax ·_- l6 the sub-. week. I supporting bis stand. emergency that will Acams:»ora and Ja~o~ki , . ~~~,-~~r1,-~ 11J.. :CODUnfltee to H~t the record Thf' town boards of both Shoreham's entire l~mile protect the public health fol~owi?g the presidmg 
1 

·~·: ..... , ''~ ~~ :ilJ'1li8bL [JLCO voWd bet'' town~ ha~e e_xpre~sly EPZ lies within the. ·tQwns .. and safety." officer s announcement • . . · · ;lillPlO~._ ... IMf.. ••·· __ "~ J.;iven an .-/ opposed the adopt 1011 of any of Brookhaven .·-. a_,,} "Obviously, we that ~e woul~ support ~e 1:1 , · .• ~~ ••"-'. · . . · to respond. tlJe emergency plan for ~iverhead." ·. :-- ~ eted Utis as su of_«!!~er L_IL_CO _s _ _ , ..... SUSDt · ·"' · · · , · . 
--.LJJ.-.v~J.,/~ ---·-. 



r, 
CT~ Arthur McComb, 30 Kirby Lane 

Lake Ronlrnnl::oma, N. Y. 11 779. 
Open I.otter to Anyone Livinq Within 20 Miles. -M"y 9th, 1983. ~ 
of A~y Nuclear Plant, or in Peconic County.~.AIY7'&A;'>J7bR.S tJFZfd~lV'.SPA.Pfi'/(S 

~ \- . /#-5vf?roi1< C'-Jc/.h'f'Y 
I am ·not an 61\gineer, I am not a nuclear phyoloiat. I am not a biochemist. I am 
not a lawyer, nor a doctor, nor scientist, nor a man of any letters. Same nuclear 
power plant 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 
ofor9'111entioned, 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 qoods, and degrading of values of real estate, homes, commercial and com
manity owned facilities of all kinds. 

I can listen, even tho conrnon people like me were flatly limited to address eithec 
the .AEC or the NRC~ I started 1i stening in 1966. About AEC so-called ,.hearings,. 
started in 1970 - I made most of them and heard many expe~ts of letters. I w4s fLnally 
permitted to briefly address this venerable adversary session, and I made the mosl: 
of H. I m on record. As I saw it, it ~a defense of my home ar.d family. 

Whethc;iT or not disl!lster happen& one we.k, 111onth, y94r. or many yearii after the pl~mt 
is licensed and produces, is immaterial. No one seems to have proven any certain 

.• timetable, so we \rould go on living in constant dread just waiting for 'it to happon, 
·rain or shine, snow or sleet, day or night, hurricane or earthquake, inversion we<t-
ther or windstonn~ OUR ONLY CERTAINTY IS THAT THE WORST ltAS COME \..il'JliIN Al~ ACE 01:' 

t HAPPENING }fJCH :MORE 'rnAN ONCE IN THE WCRLD, AND THAT SOONffiOR LATER IT PROBABLY 
I ¥."ILL! NEAR TO HOME, WE DOJ 'T KNOW YET 'HHAT l.OMG-TERM LIVING-CREATURE DAMAGE THREl: 
i MILE ISLA,,D INHERTI'S. PRAYnTG ~KEEP CUR lWRTH SHORE EAR'I'HQUAKE FAULT QUIET. 

t
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W'e c~11ldn't eveaucite, let alone return to any sort of no:.-mal living. Even i'f evacu ... 
ation were possible, and even if healthful, peaceful living could be restored to the 
evacu.ees, THE FACT THAT A MUCLEA.t? PLANT COULD MAKE IBIS NECESSARY IS MORE THAr REP.SCN 
ENOOGH ROT TO LICENSE THEM. HEALTH, SAFETY NID WELFARE IS Nar EVEN DEBATABLE! Wh'Y 
DEBATE EVACU'ATION? IF EVACUATION COULD BE NECESSARY, NO PlANT SHOULD OPEN! HOWEVER, 
WE m_ DEEATDJG EVAClJATION, UNFORTUNATELY. WHY DON'T WE PUT A STOP TO IT? 

Ve are also aware that the possible accident means a wipeout for most people near 
enoW}h, no matter whether fatal or not. I suspect that for survivors, they would 
l'ro'balbly be sorry they lived. Contemplation of the knowledge which we common non
scientists have received from people of letters, is horrible. Living in apprehen
sion with its cumu.lative stress and not .being able to explain to our younger peo
plo why we allowed it to endanger them, is much 1N0rse than any of the vituperation 
now cfiirlng from some o'f the nuClear-power "proponenls. 6ne sad.cfwo 0 vomi t° objoction&ioe 

lh I told the Atomic Energy Commission in 1971, I have, in my mundane, non-scientific 
mind,. learned at least five salient facts:" I. radiation does exist. i. rads are hard 
to count. 3. accidents are likely. 4. some damage is done to all life exposed to 
rads. 5. larqe doses kill quicker than small ones. I said then· that the high im
probability of nuclear plant hazard reminded me of the UNSINICABLE SHIP TITANIC, and 
that licensing-board members should be persons already physically 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 
Authority (PASNY) for locF1l operation, to free consumers frqm staqgering so·sts of 
Shoreham. But, his office says, NRC rules that Shoreham cannot be purcha:sed until 
it has run at 60"t capacity for a full year. I fear that this ni.se is just what LILCO 
wants - experience shows that such plants normal! run UNDER 6 Are we out arted'? 

• 
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«~!uom(Q)~ Cllii~ft§ JPilarru 1U]l] t«J) 1U 0§6 
· . Dfsputes~ederal officials on responsibility for evacuation in a nuclear accident 

i . , .. ··r , · · 10 9; .=J"lJE ~H€W.1DAY · . . .. · . 
W..Jan Firteler ~ison Mitchell · According to Krimm, the situation in New York is the localities. But he said the legislation1s not intend~ 

. . . ·.Albany - Gov. Mario Cuomo contended yesterday unique. He said that currently there are 53 operating ed to confront local and state refusals to put an e~r· · 
· .the has "no specific legal responsibilitf to develop nuclear .power sites in the country and there have been gency plan in place at Indian Point and Shoreham:~J 
.v~ua~OD" plans ·for· nuclear accidents m the state, .'evacuation drills at .e~ch of ~?em. "~ta:e a~d. local gov- don't think there's anfpossibility that the federal gQl:i ... ,Ung instead for the federal government to take a ernments have participated, he said. 'This is the first ernment could ever put together at reasonable cost' an 
. ·ote active role. · . time I've heard state and local governments say this is evacuation team that could supplant the local goveru-
·. ·. Federal ofticiala, however, said that states by tradi- a federal responsibility." ment," he said. ·•·. 
'on have been the primary authority in all disasters-.- At an impromptu pres8 conference,. Cuomo said that Jeanine Hull, counsel to the House subcommittee 

· . ~luding ·nuclear emergencies. "In the event of an as governor he has "no specific legal responsibility. on energy conservation and power; which oversees nu·· 
f!l':llergency Oc:curring, it would be the local govern- That's absolutely correct, and no one has ever c:Ontra- clear regulation, said that the panel had also been fQl~ 
~ents and the state that would control the evacuaGion," cjicted that." He said yesterday, however, that it is his lowing the stalemates over Shoreham and India,n 
a.id~ KriDiiil} an assistant associate director of intention to force the federal government to consider Point. She said, however, that the subcommittee did. the~rnergency Management Agency. He said for the first time whether it should take a more direct not see how the matter could be resolved, since tbe.J 
~t the role of his agency is simply "to work with the role in helping with nuclear evacuation since it ulti- federal government didn't want to pre~mpt states._~ IJtate e,s far as evaluating their plan." Krimm added mately licenses nuclear rea_ctors~ . _ _ . "We're dealing with separation of powers. W~'re dealij 
.t.l)at the US. Disaster Relief Act requires that the fed· He refused ti:>·! specify precisely" what he had in ing with state's rights," she said. ' ~ 
ef." .. al government stay out of~ disaster 'until it receives mind. But he rec. ited a few examples of ho~ the fed. Cuomo said yesterday that_he did not mean to .4n1 
&,.governor's req4est for assistance. eral government could take a more active role, ply that the state has no role m emergency planmng,l · ··. On Thursday, the Nuclear Re~latory Commission, though cautioning that the suggestions are not "seri- just that it should not have the only role. "No one everj ·which licenses nuclear plants, said that it would close ous ones." heard me say we don't have a role to play." But hei 
the two reactors at Indian Point on June 9 if nothing is He suggested that if Shoreham and Indian Point added: ''There's nowhere in the federal or state law anyi ®ne tO ·resolve emergency evacuation plans for sur- were both to remain closed, the federal government adequate description of who's supposed to do what." 
rounding Rockland and Westchester. Federal officials might consider supplying alternate energy or giving Later, he said that he specifically meaI).t there was-n9: 
~ been scheuled to meet today with representatives financial subsidies to pay for replacement power. He federal law on the matter. · . . · i 
Rf~e State Disp.ster Preparedness Commission to dis- also suggested that the federal government should help Jn· 1981, the State Legislature changed the state! ·eQss the· Indian Point situation, but the meeting was pay for the cost of Shoreham even if the plant does go law regarding disaster planning to make it cl~l'l?'~ 

. · stponed a week. Marianne Jackson, a FEMA spokes- on line in order to defer rllte increases. that it applied to nuclear disasters as well. The lawli 
;~an. said _that the delay would allow time to. get The gove~nor also_ su~gested that the federal gov- r~uires the State Disaster :f'.repai:edness Commi.8.j 
~Qre. people mvolvt¥L , , ernment co11S1der statiorung troops near nuclear plants sion to put together a statewide disaster prepare'1+ 
:,:;~:1:rt'he NRC ultimatuzn on Indian Point represented to ensure that people are available to help with evacua- ness plan that must be approved by the govern~ 
· ·· isecond time in three months that the fate of a nu- tion. One of the issues that caused FEMA to reject and reviewed annually. Krimm yesterday pointecj to' " .. eir reactor in. New Yor~ Su,.tt: has hinged on emer- pl~ns fo! Indian Point is the question of whe~her b~ that law as an exampl~ _of ~he ~tate's accep~n~.~\ 
· '{¥!Y evacuat~on planning. In February, .Suffolk drivers m Westcheste~ would help remove residents .m at least some res~ns1bihty ~n disaster pl!l1.lnmg~i:.·~.:'1;, .. ,' . unty Executive Peter· F. Cohalan ~d the County case of a nuclear accident. But Cuomo said that existence of the state ~ · 
·J,,egislature refused to approve an ev~cuation plan for Such a suggestion .has also been; raised by. West- should· not cloud th~ issue ~ 'Yas maki.ng and l\dij_a, 

e Shoreham nuclear reactor, argumg that Long Is- chester County Executive Andrew 0 Rourke. Kiernan ed: "If that's what is standmg m the way of fed4fa'.r 
'land's geography makes safe evacuation impossible. Mahoney, a legislative assistant to Sen. Alfonse involvement, all you have to do is appeal it'or 

.\l~JI.l~ then said thathe~ould not impose a state evac- D'~ato (R-N.Y.)., sa .. id D'Amato wasco_nsidering legis- amend it .. "Thi.a is a. nation.al que~~! a. veq ~; 
· . AA~, locahtY:,. _____ ..;_ ~. .. '".'. _ .. , lation to c,i:e41e a l}r!j~~,g,f~le ~~~.toE,elp, o~t-~~U'!est10n of_~hcy.!' · .. ·::'.·'i;iis;H'ii.;;;;L .. __ 

i .::.,_._...,_ ""'·- ,!, ___ ......:., ___ ~ .·. 
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Honorable Mario Cuomo, Governor, 
Executive Chambers, 
l3SO Avenue of the Americ~s, 
~ew York, N. Y. 10019. 

Honorable Governor Cuomo, 

New York State, 

A:rthur McCom.t> 
30 iarby Lane 
Lake Ronkonkom~, N. Y. 11779 
May 14, 1983. 

RE' Panel to evaluate the economic 
impact of keeping Shoreham nu
clear plant closed, support for 
Leon Campo to be appointed to 
serve for Suffolk -People's Action 
Coalition•. 

I atitended the day-long hearing at Suffolk C'ommuni ty College held on Monday, 

April 18th by the Congressional 'Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs• 

and subnitted the enclosed letter to their files. Enclosed is a copy of 

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

Leon Camp0 of Mount Sinai in Suffolk County, spake 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 articulait:e ability gained him a well-deserved compliment of 

the congre~isional committee after he testified. Other enclosures will be ex-

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

Mr. Campo 1items from. T'1e committee compliment of record was long and strong. 

May I add ny kudo!!" and finnly suggest that Mr. Campo c~ ,only help your new 

~. ,_p~nel achfqve a just sol 1tion. to 

J ~: ~'. :~ .. ~ ... < Sincerely 

·Attention: 
:_M'.f .,i ~raclc Hurray,. · ~- · .. · · 
~ Af.d~ 'to G )V~rno.r Cuomo .. : . 
~ .~ ,,.,J., ~~ ' • • . ... - ~.... . ...... • 

<': ? ~~~cl~~~ :-es:, SOJ!l~:~ ~.f ~w~ic~: ... '. . _ t: ,· .;;· · ;: . .:£ :t;. ~- ~. 1.,. :..> 
~ liav~ been maile.d previcusly.:. ~. , ,. . ~" 

·~ r~ •; ;,' ; ' • <. "' ~ :.·. ,: : ;·: " f ~' :.~· '.; j " I ; ~ ' 

§:. __ ~ < ~· ~~ • ' '.~ • ii ,. . ;~ \o, {. :· ... ': ·• < >t .;. ~" ' . . , 

~;.. . 
,.~ . "'• 

~~.,.· ' 

' ' 

• 

b i~/JlrrcD ro ~cY: 1JitJ:: r.~rMt1e-DA~r.tf ~1-~;/trt~ rld',#.dt1P~-rl'4r,rrA/"-' 
~- if!f~·l!!Jilf_Y, 1H_c~11i>/1:ii. ~f~ ~~~ ~r;t~·~"!"'~-t{P,F,;?f,~dii,,~j·~~~0t~A'N• 

!¥:· : ~~, 'r?l~T~i{Jtf!e)-~~l'f.ttC:~ '.'e~,;tif1~ss-{-?A( /(AIJ>:_~3-!!1-t(7J 19~1>: 7-PA'.O "11l6"-

r~ tlif~~ {:o· (~~F~Yj ~~~~"(~~f~· ~'!i(~~¥;4pwitrd:~5J) ~~,-"'~ /~o<'K-
:k .. "-N"V'eN .-/..Illa 1'1?0-r111J~FHtlr'f. .Ct!Jf/#'fht&D. ,{£2!A/.CA1!1PfJ, Jtllr>t. "1"?/eJA. ~"~cs; 
!f; il>k',~()r:i:· ~~KAl~~·#Ci/i/&T{n;,.,./~£Fdtl ~'(/}IS ~~·~~Y- 7D !; rr /d:t9Nt;.. 

~ '$}lf#Jti~:t-J::r;!~'ff#:~r3'dftJ;fth· ··, W,4$ ~Ar~''11""'· 
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MICHAEL J. DEL GIUDICE 
SECP::::-4.RY TO THE GOVERNOR 

Dear Mr. McComb: 

STATE OF NEW YORK 

EXECUTIVE CHAMBER 

ALBANY 12224 

July 6, 1~83 
~~CIJ), _7 ji })~~ 

· Gov~rnor Cuomo has asked me to respond to your 
letter regarding Leon Campo and the Shoreham Fact 
Finding Panel. 

~j ' ~ ·• 

.ram 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. 

Mr. Arthur McComb 
30 Kirby Lane 

Sincerely, . 

Lake Ronkonkoma, New York 11779 

{!Pt n:/) 7"'D ()cr.1'1•3~ ~ tlf!r;'2.':J' T"N/.s /S ""'Y t:1A/.1.y AM/J'lllM ,.,-o 
'1V&r c 7n7lS~ '1/llt (J~ t:f/l-' ()'~er 7i) uur 1#1Y-J-1 c1>P1rs t!7F' ,l}J.J. Pl\!· 
Y,"V. &t11S, ~AAIP£'1> "° "'r C<JVnt#IW ~c'7J~ .r.DJ Ar-et;JJ.Oh'/r >1-1a. 
l'l~Ti ?"/-l-4r r/'IAPr c'rc1,.,c ~11~&~ !?,::-J>urP~de,:ss VioJAn.Plfl 
6Y' e P~rl'l.SIN'°'" P~4~ I.IND ep"'1P~/h'F"J> ,,9/3pvr- -r#tr v6-
fPl.1.41(1C£ o~ N/J Fd c r-FJNl'MI ... F)IN61.. //NP 711 t ~p:-e-er I( Alov~4' 
~ 70 NAY1r4N TN~.f'JA#lrJ.1.s Fbs1T111ll-1°1'-PE"RS. AJ.$11,,!1-lltJvr 

· 77/~ /?<Ve>~ A7"!NP!4-tvcc /ln:otU> ~,,, Tli"$~ H4v'1NCrr- r'e1??1t1t. ~n1rv.s, 
J.J v-1~4 tJllr l/'JP l'Jvll.. J.I J...co 4-ASO. ... :r A;J('Q '/fl11r 7'1rY.M(.r.r J.11"1/ 
A'" lfl~l.lt, "~'~" Arl"rJIPMteT Br j)£klr}) ~ >Pre-'* 7'1/r P~n n01-11A7; 

a:~~"J>:.;TM.:.:;,'ll.:..r.::..n1..:.::r_:~..:::..:~::...::M.:.:" "'.:."'.:""'-:::~~~!!.f~!:..:..~.:.'A:.:~..::!:::c.r.~,~4't'~Pi~"~~,...!:{.e:Tt!.~, ~· ~~~~!!::!ltl ---"'·l 
~ ~ 



~ ·~--- - - - i;;:c.. . . ~- . . 'J ~~~ · - · L "c .• ~··. ·· ~·,-;, ·- . . . - -;~d~rr® ®U'ilCdl~li'~®@ m:rD®~® ~~ ~ ®lhl@D'®lhl<IDmru Q<row@1'<~r ,. :~ R1,-sv·l'FtJJ..J<A./F'T- ~8"3-u/a>... . ·c/ f,!(C:~y. p .. t,~ERSCULLY ~ • on the production, an the The results or the think the vast majority wi~l February, showed that "I'm always .pushing fo~ '±~-?Die Suffolk Legislature other whether the county referendwn. wpuld .not be . say the plant shouldn t . only 36 per cent of Long somettiing like that," slli~/ ~·fast week · un.animously should perform an ·in- binding. open,· putting press\lre on Island residents polled ·Behan, "but Ute people whO t:Midorsed a bill.introduced :>JK.>ct.ion of ~e ltho~ham Before Hqchbrueckner the federal government." favor the operation of the control the Seriate . h•:v~;; r,t>y/ State Assemblyman plant. . . can move the legislation, Howard said he would plant as opposed to moth- different. views on nucleatl . f;,QjlO,rgci llochbrueckner CO. The Shoreham qu~tion however, he must show the favor an advisory balling. energy; and if you .look a~· . l~am) which calls for an . was stricken by the courts county has requested it. referendum for a different But Howard, who has upstate utility rateli, Yqll'ij} f:~4visory·re(e~ndwn on ·afteralegalchall~e~ya Hence the_ home. rule reason. served as a ~tat(! know why.". ;;:\·1 :,~ fat•( of the Shoreham group of nuclear sc1~llsts message which received a "I'll go in any direction Asl!emblyman, believei; But Hochbrueckl)er.) ifJ»IC)ear plant. IM other from Br0i0khaym National blan!tet nod from the to get Shoreham on line," there is little chance the insisted uie bill "hau tQod~ ~·te ·:J>fficials said . they L~boratory, , but . the .. surr~lk Leg~s~ature,. in-. said J{oward. "If you could biU will pass both houses or - shot·~ in UJe As3ecnbly,·an~ \;~bt. the measure will nucl~r freei.e resolution - . cluqi(l~ rresuiing Officer . get an advisofy referen- the Slate Lcgislature."This said · the Suffolk'. !'.!'8ver let on the ballot. due to lack of a ctlaUenge, Lou~ Howard IR- dum, you would find people ~s a one-house bill," ·he Legislature's. Home f\ule; :~Under -state law, it is ·remained,. and passed . · Amityvill~l, the sole favor Shoreham." liaid. Mesiage will give it mo~ '',J.llegal to hold ,~dvisory overwheimingly. , . legis~~tor to support Uie Two public opinion Assemblyman John creedence. He vowed. W° ·,'..tffcr.endums. Never- Hockbrueckner s ball opening.or Pie pl.ant. surveys performed in the Behan m-Montaukl, a foe Seek a,senate sponsor for:· "~eJ~; two such referenda would give Suffolk. County - "I think It's important last year have shown that of the plant, agreed with the legislation as soon u ill •i\fere placed on last year's officials legal authority to for the people of the county not .. to be the case. The Howard . that the bill, if · pa&$8S his ~. · ' · ,. ballot ~ one asked residents . a~ the voters whether lo bu ve a legitimate vote," latest of those, published in passed by the Assembly• ' l\~.JJ.@~[.ll f~ ~~all) ~~~- C)~ate. ;.~ "'id.l.Jochbrueckne~. •_"l · r ~".. 101 .. "d daU · will die in 'be Sena~. . -fl ._ .. _, ... ,Y •... UI ... ; ... 
··'·' 

~ff~l,9~ CC!H°®nnil~no &rf'gmm~nntt &gan~§lt §Iln<IDI1°<elln8Ilnnn .... ,· _, --.)~ ~I - ~ ,.. "h/'78~~ - !S . J?, e logic 'Uhde ym ~olk ~ty'a '_ completed ~an . I~ only claims that • has indicated t.l;at it will not participate;' 

~ 
ntion _that no emergency plan can be an adequate emergency plan is possible but In other words, th6 county has now fallen d vised for the Shoreham nuclear· power · has devised one of its own, which it plans to back on a classic form of circular reasoning. t appean to be growing more tortuous submit to federal officials next w~k. What the county ia saying is that no emergen .. all the time. LILCO announced its intention to do so cy plan is possible; therefore the county won't 'Vhen Suffolk County Executive Peter after the Nuclear Regulatory Commission - participate in formulating one-and because Cohalan originally aaserted that an emer- which must approve an emergency plan be· it won't, no emergency plan is possible. gen~y plan for the people who live within 10 fore Shoreham can begin operating - said This kind of fallacious logic demonstratea Jiiles of the plant was impossible to develop, the utility could submit its plan even if Suf- the tightness of the comer the county baa Itri based his contention on a variety of fac.. folk County opposes it. painted itself into. Jones is probably' right V>rs, including 1.-0ng Island's unique geo- - Responding to that ruling, Frank Jones, when he says an emergency plan can't work graphical configuration. Suffolk's deputy county executive, came without county cooperation. But the critical That theory was challenged by many up :with a new argument: "No paper emer- question that Suffolk &till fails to answer Long Islanden, including the Long Island : gency plan can be effective if it is not in convincingly is this: Could an emergency Lighting Co., which is building the nearly fact implemented," he said, "and the county plan work if the county did cooperate? · 

-------~--=----__..-'------ ·--· --
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235 Pinela"11l Road r 
Y.elville, N.o Y. 11747. 
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'. 

Arthur McComb, 3.0 Kirby Lane 
Lake Ronkonkoma, N. Y. 11779 
May 20, 198~. 

RE: Your ~ditorial today; "'Suffolk's 
Circular Argument Against Shoreham"". 

Two of my letters ere enclosed, one t.'le 9th of this month, and one Hay 1971, and 

a ?~ ewsdny item from December 1972. I recently mailed these to you with others, 

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

1 the AEC of Brool:::haven's Town Board •circular argument•, which is the reason we are 

• 

1 in our present fix. You:r editorial charges the County Executive with ~fallacious 

!~.and "classic form of circular reasonin<t' • b.\At .without loQical foundati_on. 

The p&rc!lqrnph marked in rny May 9th 1983 open letter is the firm county rea:soning 

neeried. Especially; •rr EVACUATIOO COULD BE NECESSP.RY, NO PIANT SHOOLD OPEN•, and 

of course, I am talking of •fission•, not •tusion•. 

In the red-circled paraQ...r.aph of the Newsday item by Kenneth c. Crowe of 12/14/72, 

.. 

T 
I 

i 
I ,, 

-.-r 

i ,; .. 

.. '. 

... 
I 

LILCO'S Mr. Wofford blithely sa!s -·~-1:.~000, 000. 00 could restore a deocmuui~sioned plant • pi; 
,f; 

"' (today it may be triple) after its 20 to 40 year span of life, and suspects it rr.ight ' :1 ~ 
, :1 I, 

be more economical to cover it up'andmonitor it (for radiation) after that average I• 

' 
life-span. I can visualize· a growing Suffolk speckled with such •hot• mothballed . ' ..... 

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

after ~n 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 the ensuing attempted 

evacuation. 'i?estoration" or 'i.fothballin~ is some ~obson' s Choice• for an unusable 

plant left hot. There is an earthquake fault-the dome h&•s only 4 inches of concrete 
' - --

easily pierced by heavier-than-air craft-equipment or human ,failure cannot be ruled 

out. For over 15 yei=Jrs before your editorial, y.ears before the frenetic plant con-, 

struction, many of us tried our.danmdest to impress ears which too often seemed deaf. 

CC: 

. ,. 
- >.··. 

Peter F. Cohalan, 'CoU:nty Executive. 
Leon Campo, People's'Action_Coalition. 
Pave Willmott, Editor Suffolk Life. 
Irving Like, Esq., Fonnerly UiSG Atty. 

... 

Sincerely .. 

. ~ .. : 

! · . 
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- -~The Arroaance of LILCO· : 
- .1 nemesOflop officials have been' ~ the PSC for a rate increa5e over the . 

purged. There have been delays In ~ next three years of 56.5 per cent. This · 

providing requested documents. And ~ latest rate hike request is ap

there has been harassment and a ~roximately 11 per cent higher than 

delayofa_n_o~-going in:--estigation into ~LILCO's first estimate~. It is further 
the poss1b1hty of mismanagement. ~ proof that LILCO and its officals are · 

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

by the staff of the Public Service =:::i deliberately playing with the num

Commisslon probing cost overruns ~ bers, that early predictions'. of an 

and possible mismanagement. of the ~ ultimate rate hike of 70 per cent, or 

Shoreham nuclear power plant. The~ more, are indeed correct. Ar'.ld that 
target of those charges was LILCO, LILCO, in denying those predictions, 

and Its top offlclals, who must cease ~ has either been grossly in error, or 
"practices which delay and harass ~ has been lying. ~ 

staff or It Is likely the investigation ? LILCO has everything to gain and 

will fall," the PSC staff declares. N-.. nothing to lose if the PSC in-

The arrogance of LILCO officials {\ 1 vestigation of mlsmanagemer1t fails. 

has often been the subject of ""'f mismanagement· Is prov4tfl, the 
discussion on this page. If the PSC stockholders and the utility, not the 
staff charges prove to be correct, ratepayers, will shoulder a : larger 

there can be no further argument, by burden of the Shoreham costs: If the 
anyone, that LILCO "Is being unfairly Investigation falls, you) the 

put upon." It should become clear to ratepayer, will. Not only for the 

one and all that the utility and Its higher rates for electricity, but also 
officl~ls will stop at nothing, despite for the higher prices which will, result, 

the cost or effect of their actions, to and the Increased taxes that will be 
put their Shoreham folly on line. necessary to pay the higher energy 

Ironically, the charges against costs of municipalities. ; · 

LILCO officials come at the time Enough!Thetlmeforactlonlsnow! 
when LILCO submitted a request to cont. oh P•CJ" 4 

c<•nt. •rom P•Ou 3 

The PSC should rejed LILCO's 
request for higher rates until, and 
unless, the utility ends whatever 
harassment and delay tactics It Is 
using to stall the lnvesttgation. and 
comes up with a II the in for motion that 
has been purged from Its files. If 
LI LCO "las deliberately attempted to 
thwart the mismanagement Probe, 
there should be absolutely no thought 
of extending to them any increase In 
rates. Not one penny! 

If, however, the PSC continues Its 
track record of favoring utilities over 
the best Interests of the public, state 
tegi.slators should immedlatoty take 
-vhatever steps are necessary to-~-

1f(sh that commission. It should bit 

== 
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 llLCO currently 

proposes will re.Utt In financial 
disaster for the people of Suffolk 
County. Consider the near certainty 
thot 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 to better their own ! 

financial standings at the expense of : 
the public. 
_ An~ . why not? 

•. 

f·rightening Arrogance 
f?,kJ.-:-·· b/Ji>.~~-~~AJ< l.!~K -

We have often co~inedffiat fhe instances suggest that LILCO has a 

Public Service Commission appears strategy of Impeding th·~ flow of In-

to be owned lock, stock and barrel by \formation to the staff." They state, 
LILCO and other utilities. All too "at times, LILCO has been totally 

often, matters before the P.S.C. uncooperative in this investigation ... 

concerning rates and procedures LILCO has delayed the irwestigation 
have been given such a quick shuffle to '8n Intolerable degree... LI LCO 

by the Public Service Commission went on to claim that the P.S.C. staff 

that it has appeared that , the posed a safety risk." 
P.S.C. was misnamed and should Toglveanexample, the P.S.C. staff 

have been· the Utllltles Service offered as evidence a chart on the 

Bureau. requests made for proiect 
This notwithstanding, the staff of management Information. It In-

the P .S.C. finally appears to have had dlcated that LI LCO has failed 82 per 
enough. On May 27, they Issued a cent of the time to comply with 
notice, appealing dlredly to the requests made for Information. 
commission Itself rather than to the If It has bocome painfully obvious to 

administrative law fudge, for an the P.S.C., which regulates their 

Immediate orcbr compelling LILCO rates, that LILCO has taken every 

to comply with earlier docroes. The shortcut to keep the truth from 
staff is working on Investigating cost becoming known concerning fiscal 

overruns on Shoreham and· related matters, they also must be aware that 
, problems concerning this fiasco. LILCO probably used an equal 
: Reading the brief Is frightening, not amount of subterfuge In building the 

only because of the alleged orrogance plant. No woM::lr LI LCO has refused 
but because even a novice, or a · to allow a total, lncbpendent, outside, 

supporter of LILCO, would have to professional staff from investigating 
wonder If they did not also handle the the quality of C:onstructlon and design 

construdion of this plant In a like of the plant.-'~ 
manner. Is there anyone out there who 

Here are a few excerpts from the believes a word that 'LILCO says at 

brief: "LILCO has Imposed un- this point? Is there 'anyone who Is 

necessary requirements that con- witting to risk his or her life and the 

\ stltute harrassment of the staff of . Uves of their children on such a lack of 
i Inspectors .•...• Many of their files are credibility, professionalism, ethics 

j In disarray, suggesting they had been and honesty? 
: reviewed hastily by LILCO lust prior We can only pray that the 

i to staff Inspection... The Public bureaucrats who run our govern-
! Service Commission's staff suggested mental dgencles rec.ognlze the 

1 ttrat the files of top management have responsibility they have before them 

I been purged and swept. clean of to save and hold harmless the lives of 

: documents which might have In- good, hard working horiest Suffolk 
: .dicated that LI LCO was at fault In the citizens who will be put in jeopardy 
1 cost·overruns." . and peril. 

The staff gives a number of other God help us If our government 

·Instances of alleged skulduggery by ·-· b8cb down and falls to do Its duty. 

r LJ LCO, and goes on to sav: "All these And whv not? 
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&i~rG~cri'Uf!JA£;JrM@@ffi~'1lJr lLiDco9~ !P'!RI ~~tBJflf! 
UHE LONG ISLAND Lighting Ca. has again displayed its utter contempt 

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 lnc.-eas~ 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 
was interested in il And besides, . he said, 75% of the rate 
increase was to pay for c.onstruction 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 Qne was told about the $410 million 
Lilco was t~ing to recover during the next 10 years for its 
never-built Jamesport and upstate New Haven nuclear plants. 

"l'VE HAD JUST ABOUT enough this past weekend and I 
can't Ulke any more," she said, slamming down the phone. 

She apparently was still fuming over a story that appeared 
the previous week In the Daily News. That story explained that 
Li!co was planning to announce the filing bf its largest ever rate 
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 f"r 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 earUer than Friday because it was not actually . being 
filed until Friday with the Public Service CommisslO'a. · 

But the last time Lilco prep•red a rJte filing, its publle relations staff 
briefed the press a full day early on a Thursday_ Tbe1 &aid at the time that they 
were aware of the needs of the press and the reading habits of the public and 

several thousand pag~s of documents and testimony from Lilco officials. And 
yet, the spokesman maintained, it was not prepared until l<'riday. 

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 buill 

That meant that nearly half of the non-Shoreham rate increase sought by· 
Lilco during the first year was to pay for the drawings of these· 
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 to the PSC's offices in either New York 
City or Albany. The fact of the matter ls that Lilco doesn't 
seriously bcll~ve anyone ls going to wade through those 
volumes and interested. persons will be content to simply read 
the newspapers. 

I 

IF THE PRESS HAD done its job properly, a Lilco 
spokesm~m insisted, it would have reported that Lilco was trying 
to recover the money it spent on the Jamesport and New Haven 
plants. 

Any responsible journalist, she mai~tained, would have. 
asked for the rate filing documents, read them and then reported 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 Jt 
'story about il And not many reporters have the luxury of working on just one~· 
story a day. They depend upon the press representatives to assist them in_ 
preparing a story of this magnitude. -

The Lilco spokesman said that had any reporter asked about the Jamesport· 
and New Haven plants, he would have been happy to discuss them. Bqt how 
were the reporters suppo~ed to know to ask about them if there is no hint tha\ 
they are even mentioned in the rate case? wanted to acco~date everyo~e. We wonder what happened to that· Believe it or not, a Lilco spokesman claimed the reason'they didn't even. accommodating attitude. . _ bother mentioning the two nuclear plants was because they didn't want to end 

AND YET ANOTHER Lilco spokesman Insisted with a straight face that up Issuing an extremely long press release. Why didn't they mention it to the details of the rate filing were being changed right up until the time it was reporters writing the story? We didn't ask. . , actually filed with the state. Thus, he said, all of the numbers were not We would like to believe that the actions of the Lilco's public relations staff . available for r~lease until Friday. In the past two weeks are not a reflection of the level of competence displayed:· The rate filing, by the way, consists of two huge notebooks filJed with by the utility's technical staff. 

......... 



. ,. 

Edi tor, 

I 

Arthur McComb 
30 Kirby Lane 

CN'r 1'P '3tf pEW~P~P£tis.) Lake Ron):::onkom•, 

--- f<..f4J>lr7 . o/ 7y 
N .. y • 11779 6/ 27 / 83. 

lro ahGice • we must BITE. THE BULLET -- MC'THBALL SHOREHAM or it MOIHBALI..S US! 
I . . 

! believ'e, after hearing nearly 60 sessions of AEC - LILCO building permit hear-j 

ings, after 16 years of listoning, redding and collectiaq, after addressing themj 

when permitted to,, thcrt agencies (AEC, NI~C et al) were pressured by our eloctivo15 

to produC'e the promise of nuoloar fission power. We are to blame, one man, one 1 

vote. Nuclear fission plants have capacity, potential and onough probability toi 

smother and destroy any defense dreamed up, including a • 1ernmin~ evacuation, I 

from documented ooss!ble disastrous malfunctionsa It can happon. 1 

f 
! ln\y em I scared? Because agencies of my government seem to have stripped ua of 

cfefenso agabst life, health and welfare risks, 11.nd all our owninqs. F ittaion, 

nucloar energy plantsr do thia,. Insurance companies wont touch it. Tho tiny in•

suranco under the 1957 Price-Anderson Act i~ woefully inadequate, and w•u pa&aod: 

.only to r~oyo Jhe fet)f_ that _uti li tiee h•&\. of massive claims ~~(:!_~9J:n9 t~he ~5b0 

million set up with our tax money ar.d some from insurance companies. Tho act wa.p 

pas~ed to induce industry to inv•st further. Their obligation to reimburso wa6 : 

nullified by the Price-Anderson Act, and makes us all payeoo; and payors, if worsol 

than Three MUCJ, Fermi, Salem, etc etc occurs • and it ooul~ wrlcil wifiio. 

The Pric::e-lnderson Act should bo repealed, and there ia a move in Congross to dP: 

ao, I mn told. It seoms to effectively repeal the .common-law right of ours to 

sue f~r carnages caused by another's negligenco. Repeal would place liability on: 

utilities where it belongs. In fairness, I take blame for not fi9htinq hardor, ' 

as overyone should, in any peopleit government. Repeal aheuld. turn off utili ti ca~ 

Bo a aomplniner, but be right. Our country was founded by oomplainoris.. Put your 

• thoughts- in writing liko I mn. Check and recheck. Corl'"eot and recorroct until ; 

your mes9'0'qe screams out argument you can live with and suppert. Make it ono toj 

be proud of. Redo until you reread day after day. If it moves you, it will movp 

others. Everyono has a message. Send yourrsout. I want it. This may bo our 

loist cthonco. Shoreham oaes LILCO steckholders move heaven and earth to liconoo •. 

After such o biq dioastet, I would rather bo dead thGin to livo on in ciistortod, ; 

.voqetablo form, poinful to mo, and a drain on society for lifetime earo. Many ' 

would be. Should we blindly take tn1oh riak, however improbablol For ua,, our 

'children, and other loved oneaf' Better to sharply economize, or ovon do without• 

Mile~ of evieonee oro on reex>rd. Books are written. Ask in Library or bookohop. 

;i'he •eult of the Atom0
, by a Harvard qraduate eCX1nomist, fonnor d.irector of Unio* 

of Concerned. Scientiata, io of his ten-year probe into restricted AEC and NkC 

files, ucdng Froadom of Information Act, and two major lawauits, he says. He 

r@cuments his clairnr:s. I mn reading it. Paperbacks should bo out, reasonable. 

Tho author is Do.niel Ford of Boston. 

YrTb ~eY: 1'IV: .SllPlt'rl.'/ 11rrm r-111s ~el7tr"le, I lfF#-'1ze:t> 7'W~i 

8~.J.J.l/f/~11 AAI V/f/i/.Srl> P~l/i'llr- /"/'A£J.Y JA/I> IY A~ID& 8'#~~ A i 

l>ATC:. ~ 8' )t!'j/l'r.J> VP WN&-R "'~ 1'1tr1L. Me4" l'l9P&D. -r.11r '"tJPEif 

A/IJ~ r: I/JI /Vt:Jul Is ~4'ANDON,~ /:l)/1e11 t'cJIA/O'l'ES 4l',N!G (J(),c/V~SltM/ f/JE' 

. ~' ~4.iAJJ>8#AFPYf.IF h'vc'r~-Jt:1s.l'10/V. R //.sc £> P.1.11N'-r-Pnot11S.SJ(.JN8:P is 

PllfJ 'Elf.:~ CA/.1.E.l> "M1CTJ18A1.l4l>'1As /r c"11ft/tJ'r 8' P.ttF>,. · 
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In the Matter of 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD 

Before Administrative Judges 
James A. Laurenson, Chairman 

Dr. Jerry R. Kline 
Dr. M. Stanley Livingston 

) 
) Docket No. 50-322-0L-3 
) 

LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY ) ASLBP No. 83-488-03-0L 

(Shoreham Nuclear Power Station, 
Unit 1) 

) (Emergency Planning Proceeding) 
) 
) 

~--------------------------------------------) 
'! 

I, the undersigned, request an opportunity to make an oral "limited 

.appearance statement 11 regarding.Emergency Planning issues connected with 

the Shoreham Nuclear _Power Station. I understand that my presentation 

must be no more than five (S)~minutes in length. 

' ; I 

Name 

Address. 

Te!ephone 

Signed Date 
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imtted appeannce before the 
'1 

uelear Regulatory Cornmissien Licensinq B~1J.:d· 

~· Lil GO Nuclea-r Plant nt Shorehmn, N. Y: "{'flYJ.'i> ,,..,.. t.£e.t1J.814'1(€ 8J.J>e.r,UJ:JvpflJIJi~ 

Yt Arthur McComb, 30 Kirby Lane, Lake Ronkon~Inil, N. Y. 11779 - July 13th, 1983 

entlemen g_f til Boar_d:__ _ 

am Arthur MGComb, born in Brooklfn in 1913, 'ij:\e year of the Panama Canal dnd i 

«>me tnx. I was brougllt out chero, td- Sllffolk c'ounty in 1918 nnd saw bodU\Utulwi d. 

huekle berries, strawberries, blue borries, block berries, rasp berries, beaah 

lumn. geese, mcks -· and poison iT]1. lfow we ~av o only poison ivy and nuclear 

fission. I paid my •esc in ci~_ics, .Pelides anci local government. 
. ' 

ow I am an o.nqry mtal'l. OUR VOTCES MUST l!CrIVATE .... NUCL.UR..FISSIOH ENERGY SOu.alli~ 

MtBl' NOT! I feel wt thin and around me, Q qrowinq anger nnd rosentment, hard tG 

eonta-in. P'iosion usoqe ho.s been studied to dea.,th. Nuclear fusion seems promisi q, 

net fission. lfe mqst Change horses in midstreQn. No ehoice • we must BITE THE 

ULLET - J!Dl'HBALL SHCREHAM er it ~ t.Bl 
---·- ------~----~------ -- --· 

- -- :~---·----·---

ant not on engineer0 I am n~t a nuclear physi5ist. I am not a. biochemist. 

ot a lo.wyer, nor a doctor, nor scientist, nor a man of any letters. Some nucle r 

wer plant proponents nem to think that no citizen such as me has any riQht to 

say yes er no ~9- -licensing, even wnon established by men or women of lottor&; as 

aforementioned, tha-t such nuclear plant cannot bo operated without threat to p 

lie health, safety and welfare of o.11 living thing• around it, without hauard·to 

11 worldly goods, and degrading of values of real estate, homes• connnercial and 

comm.unity owned facilities of all kinds. 

ether or not disaster happens one week, month, year, or many years after the 

la·nt is licensed and produces, is immaterial. No one seems to have proven any 

certain timetable, so we would qo on living in constant droad just waiting for i 

to happen• rain or shine, snow or sleet, daY or night, hurricane or earthquake, 

inversion weothor or windstorm. OUR ONLY CERTAINTY IS THAT THE WORST HAS C01'1E 

THIN AN ACE OF HAPPENING MUCH MORE THAN ONCE IN THE IDRLD, AND THAT OC'ONER OR 

TER IT PROBABLY WILL: NEAR TO HOME, WE DON'T KNOW YET WHAT LONG ... 'J.'ERH -LIVING .. 

EATURE DAMAGE THREE MILE ISLAHD INHERITS. PRAYING MAY KEEP OUR NORTH SHORE 

ARTHQUAJ:E FAULT QUIET. Shorehm is built necrr an earthqual:e fault. -

e eouldn't evacuate, let alo_ne return to any sort of normal living. Even if ev 

cuation were possible, and even if healthful, peaceful living could be restored o 

-the ev11cuees11 'IBE FACT THAT A NUCLEAR PLANT COULD MAKE THIS NECESSARY IS MGR&

EAOON ENOUGH NOT TO LICENSE THEM. HEALTH, SAFETY &'JD WELFARE IS NOT .EVE."l DEBAT 

LEf' ~ DEBATiEvACUATION? IF EVACUATION COULD BE NECESSARY, NO PLANT SHOULD 

PEN: HOWEVER, WE ARE DEBATING EVACUATION, UNFCRI'UNATELY. 'tlHY DON'T~ PU! A 

P TO IT? 

~ are ~lso aware that the possible occident me•ns a wipeout for most people nea 

enough, no matter whetFor fatal or not. I suspect that for survivor-. they woul 

roba.bly be sorry they lived. Contemplation of the knowledge which we oommon no -

scientists have received from people of letters, is horrible. Livinq in apprehe -

s:ion with its cumuh1U ve stress nnd not beinq able to explain to our younger~:poo 

le why we allowed ~t to end.anger them, is much worse than any of the vitupeiati 

ow coming from some of the nuclear power proponents. One said we "'vomi t6 o'bjoc 

fter sueth ~big disaster, I We>uld rather\9~ dead than to live on in distorted. 

vegetable form, painful to me, and a drain ~n society for lifetime care •. Many 

woulci be. Should ve blindly take such riak1 hewever improbable? For us, o'lir 

ehi~dr~~. and other loved ones? Bettor to sharply economize, or even do without 

- . . ~ - -- -- - A----;?--~-
-- -------- . ··-
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Honoroblo }ferio C-ua:::o, r,uvornor, 

EX$C11t1Te Chamboro, 
lSSO Av-on110 ef tho .AD"Oricoa, 

ll0t1 Y erk.- Ii. Y. l 0019. 

Arthu Mc:Cc::i>, SO t.irby Leno. 

l.oko R onkenkomo, ti • Y. 11779 
Jll.ly 19th. 198S. 

REa Ponol to ovcl~to Sborehor£ 

lucloar P1-i!nt problemttt 

l enclose ODPios of ay May 14th ond YoUJ' on~r of July 6th. With your etppoint• 

aont of T>r. ~outa, o fUrthor tho"Qht in promptodo of ono othar 5Uffolk rooidont 

whe ohoulfl hove bean consichrod ot tho oute:>t. Cortcinly in our atato .and in our 

Uai tod Stotoa. oncl orobobly in the ~rld. ho hao lx:len clooest to tho <11'indino 

,moel of tho Nucloa.r Fiuaion orist. Throe }'Qaro 1.ntonaivo cl:>fonao of Lloyd Mor

ber Study Group intorvonora, Dom!! 60 daily aosoiona of tho AEC 1970-11-71 pro

OeedinQ'D ( adYorurlal) aew hinl produco ti0rld-vid::> 1d tno;aoa. end diliQOntly 

· croas-uondao thooo of ULCO. ct (l].. I attcmcbd encl helped whoro I oould. 

Ho else outhol'Gd our etote•o Connol'Udtien Bill of Riohtn, c uoful instrw:;ient to 

our government, a:?Ong othor ciTic de-9otiona. If onyono olao io to ho ask~ he 

sUJ'Gly ohould. Ho io Irvinq Liko. attornoy at 200'\'-Joot Main, Babylon N.Y. 11700. 

Suffolk hos used hiu cervioaa in Shoroham mttero. I don" t mow. or care what 

hio poli tioo cro. I om only prompted by deep ccncorn for hoal th and wolf are of 

my family,, my neighbors, myaolt. Gnd for our form of QOVernment. 

I hold no brief fer co-collod •blue ribbon penela'" • haviny eervcd on onfit for CLY 

coanty, but it happens to bo the only qame in town. t· haYc Aloe been an elective 

and hold that our roguler officiclo. ooloctod end olectad by the J.'90ple to their 

rosnonsibility, ahould eom~riso our only •bluo ribbon panol•. 

A.Tri Michael J. Del Giudioo. Sincerely,· 

CCt Petor F. Cohalon, County F.xeoutivo. 

Loon Compo, Poopla' s Action Coolition.-

DoTe Wilm9tt. Editor Suffolk Lifo. 

Irvinq Liko. Esq., formerly UlSG Atty. 

Henrietta Acampora, Brookhaven Supervisor 

-· 



Arthur McComb 
3 0 Kirby Lane 

Limited address to Lake Ronkonkoma, N. Y. 11779 

'New York State Public Service ,,,Commission July 21, 1983 

Convened today in Patchogue Village Hall 
(of 7 commissioners, only Edward P. Larkin presenu 
Frank Robinson, JU.J, acting substitute chairma-n. 

I hB'Ve made my living ~s a businea:sman for the past 25 ye~rs, after a varied 

course of livelyhoods including elective office, navy, r~ilroad, post office, 

industry, etc. I had to do good business or go broke. I made a living - LILCO 

should do it too. The money has been poorly spent. There is now a monstrous 

bill and someone must pay. 

Now someone has to pay the piper - the da.nce is over. The big cost should be 

laid on the ones gambling for big profits like happens in Washington State. 

There, the WPl'f:B can go bankrupt as per our United States Supreme Court erd.or. 

However, the issue to me is more safety than economy. LIL(X) fission nuclear is 

~ threat. I believe, after hearing nearly 60 sessions of AEC - LIL(X) building 

·permit hearings, and after 16 years of listening, reading snd collecting, after 

1 
addressing them when permitted to, that agencies (AEC, NRC et a1) were pressured 

)
by our electives to produce the promise of nuclear fission power. We are a.11 to 

blame, one man, one vote. 

We couldn't evacuate, let alone return to any sort of nol"Il\all living. Even if 

evacuation!!!!.! possible, and even if heelthful, peaceful living could be re

,rlored to the evacuees, THE FACT THAT A NUCLEAR PLANT (X)ULD MAKE THIS NE~Y 

:rs NORE THAN RE.ASCN ENOUGH NOT TO LICENSE THEM. HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE IS 

i NOT EVEN DEBATABLE: WHY DEBATE EVACUATION? IF EVACUATION CXJULD. BE NECESSARY, 

'NO PLANT mrom.D OPF.N! HOWEVER. WE ARE DEBATING EVACUATION, UNFORTUNATELY. tiHY 

jDON'T WE PU'!' A Sl'OP TO IT? 
! 

iThis is o prologue (rather on epilogue} of an ANGRY MAN. OUR VOICES MUffi' LEGALLY 

l.Am'IVATE -- NUCLEAR-FISSION ENERGY Mtm' NCYr! With every assinine effort by its 

1
proponents to force a losing cause on me, this potentially horrible science, I 

! feel 1fi thin and around ao, a qrodnq anpr nnd resentment, h~rd to contain. 

INuclea:r fusion seems promising, not fission. We must change horses in midstream. 

/No choice -- we~ BITE THE BULLET -- MC!l'HB&Lt.. SHOREHAM OR IT MOrI:iBALIB US! 

' i 
I II voiced dissatiB'faction.w::l.th the spectacle of such a large, well prepared and 

i orderly public outpouring for an advertised •hearin~ before our fublic Service 

! Commission, only to see my S\lffolk neighbors and myself experience the indiqni ty 

•.of being ignored by six of the seven members who did not appear, and to have to 

•bide by D non-member acting as chairman who decided to change the rules by limi

ting the speaking times of the later speakers, including myself.· Thi93 discontent 

"°'" not prepared text, rather spontaneous, impulsive OJlp""•~leaaure. 



ULCO iJ dlitta tQllpOJt!y ct:t:m· rc:tQ: ttact b, it ii. Und:r tho Public Service l.m, the Commiaion can 
. clq to ~ 0 ~ of dlO te1d dc:tric .rQ:) mrt;=l tu1horizo tcmporeiy 1111£3 only when "the public intar•t 

take ofbt ~ thm. 0 Rt(jar l't10 coo nonndty ewld ~ roquirca (them) ,n or when thoy aro "r=cmary for ... pro-
; cakbd. ~ ef 1ho ~ cbtotal 1:1 mdl a roqpcat,, .!i i vidino CtbpidO aul efficient orvico, or for th~ preservation · *' di bed ~ til\lt to tdto cvida:o wmtta, end to ~ of tho pfO?OrtY." 
whet~ ~.dmtd; raJ::ta>~fi9d. .J _ 1 ~---::---~~ 1 Lii.CO contends that it requi .. a temporary 1111 in-

tit/ P/&1:Ctl ~fer~ /1#!11:, to~~ on _ 
1 

bonds to n:::o ci:pitd for Ra:GODry construction work-on its 
__ WJ_r:HJ,-il iriiiii.lisductr~IJf}J~titltJl,Jct :s 8. cnx::J to ptOm1D ~bt etdl ccrnings so that it can iaua 

'LCD rcto ~ ~ ~ c:d pmt:ll:Jllt. _ Shorehtm g:::mmtlng plcnt, 01d othor projscts. ___..___..,_ - -- - -....-- -·- -
. . ... -

TID tt::riltp on tclPfCJ'I datfb rota \"..ill tao I.a 
. tima then 1h.o for ~ mo. IUtlO tt.o ensunm on 

wb9:h ~ .C&?mmioia c;c1 ~ ~ Jt)t:l CIO tfmitod. 

Q»JJif-Iai~~~; 
Thb roto cc:> wa inftiaa \':.1t:n Lang ldcnd Lighting 

Comp01y (Lt LCO) rebmlttd en qpHcotlan ~ 'l'I, eking 
incrcoc:;r in Its da:tri: tnd p ~ tftdudino o portion of 

)tho datric ~on a~ loio. · 

{ . . A/J uaact, \Q dll comet o oio of hc::riRtP to tclto 
. ·t spoken cammonta fram·dto pubfl:. Tb ~I ~ mcdo part, 

1 of tho _ BtcnD~h&: _ rm:ord tar ~on by tho. eom-
1 miaion. . · · -

I . . ~ Lii.CO des o l'CICmlO :~ it bcln tho 
l burdc;n of lhGWing 1hat tin o~timd QJCPen:::l end coats 
: undorlyifte hi ruqua3t.· mo Juutifit;sl Cid prudon11y.fnamcd. 
; Thus, its initid ftHna muot ln:ludo GYid:MO o ·to *' historic 

level of mpOnl!a md costa,Jtsd1~ proj~tion of UXpcms3 it .~ ;. 
· wiJI im:ur fn ~first yor11fl;Q ~,end o·d$118d axplana- · --
. tion e.cr;J cny fiQ.·frlm· ~· ~. 1o ~. dtita .IJ julti- ~~ .. 

fled. . . '· 
.;· 

... __ Jft:> Public Servic1J:om~n~.mm at ,th!JO\itt!!, ·~ 
IMI that di provido 1ho utiUty 01 oppOrtilnlty to tttovartho 
expemos it im:ura in S9Mng custmners, lnc!uding the r81SOn· ~ , • 

. ablo coat of ccpitd it must rcec to provicb abqusto ttrvica. . 
i The rutc fixed in ah cm cro cbipcd to met tho utility'• ~~ 
: expansca end COG1I for only o oro-yocr period in the future, ·t> 
' beginning dJout 11 montha ofter tho utility ho filed i1' · 

Tho Commission can epprove, modify, or raject ·the 
comiJMY'& requelt in tieht of tho total &Yidonco as to its justi
fication. 

T\"JO ieu., rmponcibto for ebout two-thirds of LI LCO's 
ctdm for incrCOJd rcvanuca will ba decided, in whole or in 
port, in other pnn:~ings beforo the Commiaion. 

Revenue rclotod to the commercial operation of the 
Shorchan nuclear plant-a n:1t omount of 8217 million, 
cs:cording to LI LCO's filing-will hinge on two other procaad
ine;i. In thoao, tho Commimion will decide: (1) the time spin 
In dlich Shorchcm-rclatcd casts and expenses will be ph•d 
Into mtc (LI LCO hm propoted a 3-ynr phl!IS&-in; other p~• 
htve propad 4 end 5-yecr periods); and (2) the extant to 
which horehi:m construction com can be cha d to rates 
(tho Commision is invastigating whether, and to what extant, 
Imprudent mcnapnent of tho projm may have caused esca
lmiom in its coot-ocakrtions that may not be chargld to 
rates. 

RCCOllCIY of costs for studies and licensing efforts for 
two mqor pnerating planu that were not built-requiring 
revenua of 141 million a v!tlr, £&Cording to LILCO-also . -
1itni:J ·an-·Oihofjln=~iilil!l bofuro the COmmiaion. tn thi · 
past, the Commiaion has not allowed racwery of such com 
in a rate cace until it ho dotarmined whether the costs were 
prudently incurred. 

ShMGbca-Robtd: LILCO, aauming commercial ope~ 
; ~.forim:rt:3Gd.~ 
1: 

' tion of Shoreham by next April 1 and a thrn-year phase-in to · 
rotas, clcima additional nat rGVanuea of ebout $217.0 million: 

1

1

: LI LCO'G ponnencnt reto fitlna ho bon publicized m iJ' l : 

~ it marcly hod p!tad for e cauplo of lump aam im:rot:m in nM> ~ i 
nuaa, but tho utility in fm hm offtral tt3timony. end exhibi1- f 
prepornd by dom13 of ~ touching cm .mro of c& : · 
goris of oxpcnsm which thoy sr,y r:upports tho company's 

'. _ l'IVlllUO dtim. During tho haerinel end our cWib=rations, mb 
.. ttoo mcny clams mu. b3 tubjti:tcd to croa-excninotion, 
esd~t;msibly to C®nt£r tatimony, Old in the find analysia the 

CMngen in tho comm~id opanation date, or in the length of 
the ph819-in, or in underlying assumptions can be accommo
di:tad by 1he Commiaion, linca it ha until Ima next April to 
mdto i1I find cbtormination of the utility's revenue naada. 

But for the rate moderation plan it has proposed, LI LCO 
says that the total rGVenua requiired to match Shoreham
relotod axpansa end costs ii $755.2 million. The three-year 

-~- - --··-· ---·----- ·- -·-----
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The Ma]~ ~ssues 
. 1 

ContlnlHICI from first page 

phas&-in would, according to LILCO, dafai about $400.7 
million of those revenues, and fuel savings expected from 
diiplacament of oil·fired garu1retion ruduca the revenue 
iequirement by another $137.5 million. 

Cost Recovary: LI LCO claims that it should be allowed 
· In this cuo to begin racovery-at the rate of $41 million a year 
for 10 years-of tho costs of preparing for and seeking licenses 
for two major generating plonu. Of this, the company says, 
$26 million is ralatad to the proposed New Haven/Stuyvesant 
plant, and $15 million to the Jamesport nuclear proposal. The 
Commiaion hu held hoarings on the prudence of the pro
posod Now Havon plant, but has not yet begun its review of 
the Jam~on C1»ta. 

Cost of Capitnl: LI LCO claims that i11 cost of securing 
capital to finance work on facilities other than Shoreham 
will rise, becauso of higher corts for bond intsrast and stock· 
holdan' oquity, to tho oxtont of $16 million in ravenuas. 

lnvoatmont Be: LILCO projecu that the operation of 
faciUtias other thon Shoruhaln and higher worldng capitaJ 
requirements will incroam i1I invastmant bmo (rnto ban) so 
that it will roqulro cdditionel ravenuas of $21.6 million. 

Proporty TIU(: ll LCO ostimates that its property tax 
bill-for other than Shoreham-will riso by 13.6%, equal to 
$16.8 million in rtvenuas. 

Federal lncomo Tax: LI LCO forecuts that continuing 
affects of the Economic Rocovcry Tax Act of 1981, and 
changad a:counting procodun::a, will incrouo its Foderal 
I - b'U ' •Att 't :ti• r-cr:\: 1" tu oy-li"'V;T~mnriG'it: 

Oporatinu Ex,:>R3CI: LILCO snys that it has ruquastad 
additional revenues only to cover tho affacts of inflation and 
Wf99 and frinp banofit incrC3111. But evon though it is making 
austerity reductions in soma oxp8R181, it claims additional 
revenu~ of $26.1 million aru Justifiod. 

Offlettina Goins: ll LCO estimates that its revenue 
requiramant would b·a Mn highor except for an improved 
grosa mar;in due to lncremod Illas of electricity that will bring 
In $22. 7 million In offsotting ravonuoa. 

· Gm Rovanuos: LI LCO foracau incre818d axpansas for· 
its om operation gsnarally the nme catagorim-axcept for 

• : Shoreham · and the cost·racovery issues-that affect electric 
rates. These are offset in part by prospective increued sales 

'.and improved margin that will bring in-%5.5 million in newt 
rave nu as. 

~-- ', ""' ... 
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Our IP'irocedures 
Continued tro1n first page 

Commission may adopt, modity, or reject any o ese specific . 
propos.:.~r, in accurda11c11 with u111 toUil 11v1uo01.M as 10 thwir 
propriety. 

LI LCO must show, through its testimony, how inflation, 
changes in program, completion of new facilities, and other 
factors have contributsd to increasing its expenses for tha firs't 
year new rates would be in effect. In this case, LI LCO must 
justify its claims for various incrauas in expan181 that it says 
will be in affect for the 12 months beginning next May 1. 

In the next saveral weeks, the Commission will begin 
,dditional hearings before an Administrative Law Judge to 
examine tho-uoffc!iC¥-d-adl of tAOl8 claims ~see The M:1jor 
Issues). In the fint sat of hearings, the witnessas who have 
filed testimony for the company will face cross-examination 
by other parties • to the assumptions and methodology they 
employed. 

In the meantime the Trial Staff of the Department of 
Public Service and other paniea are 188king and obtaini;1g 
funhe.r. data from tho company so that they can cheek tile 
accuracyof the figu ros that LI LCO filed. These addit1r.>r. d 
datn aJong widt. information gained through croa-examinr.ion 
will provide the besia for testimony that the other parties :-:an · 
submit as odju1tmen11-thot is, proposed changes-to the 
company's cfaims. In a subsequent set of hearings thos;i 
witn8U81 also will be crosa-examined by LI LCO lawyers. 

In the find stage, LILCO can present testimony re
butting tha other partiea' proposals. 

All the parties, including LILCO and the Trial Staff of 
the Dapcrtment·of Public Service, will have further opportuni· 
-t=-tc .. im1it mi.cm 11:-;t:mwnt:i lt:pp::rt:ingthair j:JrOpoS<l!i tu 
the Administrative Law Judga. The Judge then will issue 
a written recommended decision, analyzing and resolving each 
of the many issues in dispute, and, by adding up those resolu· 
tions, arriving at a recommended revenue level and proposed 
rata changes. 

That n:commendod decision will be tho bais of the 
Commission's determination, but the Commission also will 
review additional written arguments by the various parties 
saaking to show that tho Judg::i's recommendations on specific 
lauaa should be changed. 

Tho Commiaion will explain 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 changes it will Jllow. Since the 
Commission has about threa months to act after the Judges 
issue the recommended decision, tha Commission will have · 
the opportunity to make adjustments reflecting the latast 
known data, including changes that may occur in the mean· 
timi lf1 i.he ccst uf ioilfii.ai 11nd iu l11e rate of inflation. 

Prepared by Public Information Office 
Department of Public Service 18883 



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 the bill, the 
Governor recognized the need for strengthened consumer protections in the utility area and 
heralded the new law as a landmark measure which codified, consolidated and extended "the rights 
and responsibilities of gas, electric and steam utilities and their residential customers to ensure the 
cvntinued 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 emergency HOTLINE to protect customers threatened with serious 
impairments against service disconnection. 

HIGHLIGHTS OF THE HOME ENERGY FAIR PRACTICES ACT 

Application fo:r 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 a residence 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 
maybe required to pay a deposit. If a 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, fill in the order form_ enclosed in the packet. 

i'~ 



. ·- ----.--··---· ------ --····-

----··--···-~· 

CONSUMER SERVICES DIVISION 
Lisa Rosenblum. Director 

.i 
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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. Ga<>. 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: Outreach 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 complain ts. 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 

--··-· -----------------~~--

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION , 
Paul L. Gioia. 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, 
consumer 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. 
AnneF. Mead 
Richard E. Schuler 
Rosemary S. Pooler 

To learn more about the Commission and 
how it carries out its mission. order Guide to 
the PSCby filling in the order form enclosed in 
ijle p~ket 
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For £M£R-0£N'CY situations invol .ing ..:.-::mnection or shut-off of electric, gas or steam service; 
please call: 

Emergency Hotline Statewide Toll-Free 
1-800-342-3355 

(7:30 am. - 7:30 p.m .. M-F) 
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Paul L. Gioia, Chairman 
Appointod lit 1981; ~ flnt dltl:rit ciM)Mel 

to tho Governor, hafng Cf¥Cd In 'Councl'• Offlco 
10 YClrL GraluOb of Fonlhcm end Comdl'l.ec; lorn 
in Brooklyn In 1942,-notJ.livcs in loth11m;. 

,,i; 

Edward P. Larkin 
A commblonor llnco 1861, dso pmidcmt of 

the Alltlond Amcicidton of Rcplatory Udllty Com
mlcslonm. Scmd In S1DlO lcgldaturv end c prmldlng 
mpcMsor of tho Torm of Hompstoad, lcrpt town ill· 
the U. S. Born in Brooklyn In 1915; li\IOI in 
HomPltHCL 

Carmel Carringt:On Marr 
On Commblon· linco 1971. Hm drVod on 

St11te Humcn Rights Appeal Board · end on U. S. 
Million to tho Unltod Nations. Gnuluatt of Huntor 
and Columbia law. Born in Broaklyn, ltill livcs th1ro.. 

Harold A. Jerry, Jr. .. 
On Commiaion since 1973. Former State 

Senator, headed Stoto cctlvltlos In raglond planning, 
recniationd planning end court niorpiizltion. Active . 
in environmental m~ Graduate of· Princeton and ' 
Harvard Law. Born in Plattsburgh, lives in Albany. 

Anne F. Mead . 
Appointed flnt in 1978, after IGMnt Cl district 

jud113 in Suffolk County; Ilise IOl'V9d ·am! years as 
deputy Suffolk county axectitivll. Graduate of College 
of Now Rochelle and Fordham Lew. Maintains homes 
In Albeny end Sayviile. -

Richard E. Schuler, Deputy Ct:iairman 
Appointed In · 1981. On faculty of Cornell 

since 1972, and is associate professor of both eco· 
nomics and civil & environmental ongineerino, Headed 
PSC Office of Research In 1977-78. Graduate of Yale, 
earned doctoral degree from Brown. lives in Ithaca. 

Rosemary S. Pooler 
Appointed in 1981. Was executive director of 

State Consumer Protection Board from 1975-81.. 
Had simHar post in Syracuse, 1972·74. Graduate of 
U. of Connecticut and Michlgen Lew. Born in 
Brooklyn In 1938, llvls In Syl'ICuse. 
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What is the Public Service Com-
mission? What dQes 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. 
mem~ Of· the Conimiaion with 
briefbiogtaphlcal notes. . . 

.. ~ 

1~·;.:.: 
!...-~. ·: ,_ . . ) 

1~.=bi·=~e• 
~.!ityot~~~·. :'. 
and. wi\t!. tho,_ ~ .. .t:;dv~~I'.\ 
the~· . .. . -. . ~7· ... ,,~-.. • . 

· . ...'.The,Co~-~~~~~~ .. ·,,,., .·' 
mvon .. p:wscw· ·~~·;.w.;;~}:iovor-
nor C1d confirmed ··by?' th();'' Stnto 
Senato, for a tonn Of Dix .yC:n. E~ 
Commic:Oioner nes· ~ ~-'mle in 
our datorminationS. · . · · · · " ·· · 

. The . Chtlirmlln~ :(~:·.~·,,~ig.. . 
nated by the Govomor,· flklo '·m>chief' 
executive of the Oc;tartment of 
Public &prvice, the Stoff of the Com-
mission. Tho ; . ~ 
total annual.· . ;;f>\;.- • •. ,~ 

0

~.: •• ·~~ 
about $21 m1lh~t .... ,,""' .-""""'""'""~ 
650 persons, cbOUf · ' 
have professional or tnhnt~M.roining. 
They include ~'1~. estai~ .. 
lawyers, .onvi~~~·~.: 
consumer ··~~«G 
soon. . 

The Commimff>n is bipartiunby. 
law; since 1970, thtt~\«ntU\I): hC;f 
limited the number0

• ffm!t · lit'P 
cal pany to no moto~~'>. · t of 
the totol of seven. · ' 

· D1t~rr:nining.u~lity .. _r.f#91· ·i~L ~r 
most· ~Pilbliciz:ect·-'"funesion4 8IM! .~a 
tremendously important one. But we 
also engage in many ·ottuw important 
activities, such as: . '· .: •. ~; ~ ·~·~, ~_;:: .·. 

. ~A;aurin0 n!ictG ~,ob.v~~: 
IWling acceptable ~, · Gf\d: 
monitoring· the ·parf~ ,.91. .. ,.tt-. 
privately-owned electric~ g:lO. ale
phone end water utilit~, ordering. 
improvements where , . necessary, 
adopting and enforcing SPfetv rules, 

~ ·- ---.-c.•~-~~ -···--. ··~.__......, ..... .-
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, ~·. -~-rsid i~igating"·cnd·ft30tvinQ major 
. . . ~icepr~ . i ' . ·,. . . 

I'., 
I 

I- . 

·. ''>~ .· CU6'GmO'I •. against 
~ -moterinf •and billing, · by 

··. ..,.,.(@r,corda for· moterff\9 ~- · 
· :: · · · ~,._:• by· . entertaining ·• and · ·· RlCY, ~"'1t . . .. 

f'QCOl\l-:~s ~ .. i~iyifj~I. 
cuatq~ .•:. ';·I ~..,.-•1'/;(•ti -:,;.~ .... ···-~·:·,- ~' .· ' • 

. 0~{~ prcct!CQG .. 
of-'the utititica·-a.·1hat'w:! ~ cnatyze · 
the·"'toa ·thoy·"·doim' .. in· sestting· m.: 

. ;~~--·;•l;i.,:,1;;'.~ .· .. : .. ·. ·. 

o Aiaaring thet utilitic3 l83k tho . 
propw proportiORG of illMbmmt in· 
their., ·bilitiec;...tho - division· among 

~- -fonf'term' 'debt,; preferred" stock and· ·· · .· 
conimon · iiqbity-.by . .,.e\iiewin~ and · 

· · · ·~· "; '.i:t:ff:rt.;or securitY·. iss\Je. •cx-11 .. . 
, , OAnalydae orJ certifyint-tJnder 
f .rticlo · VU of tho Public · Service 
Law-the· need for, and environ
mental' compatibility of major electric 
and gas ~ransmis$tbn fecUities~ 

OAdminiotering end promoting the . 
progrcm 9f comervation cudita and 
lotnG' that .·1he 'electric and gas utilities 
pravide· uncte.r,'" 1j\e , Home Insulation 
and Eneivy ~o~8tJon Ac:t:. 

OMaintaining an active role in 
State c1'd Federal proceedings that 
have a · b:Hlring on how we carry out 
our legisla~e mandate. · 

... And~- under· Article ·v1u .of the 
PubUc Service Law; our Chairman or · 
a designee is· the Chainnan of the 
State Board on Eiectric Generation 
Siting and the Environment, which is 
r~ ----~ng of major 
~ ....... ;,..-. ~ants in the 
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~=·-:;:!~:,~=' Service. · ·· · · · ·: 
Tho . bUtk · .of our · Stoff-cbQtlt .·. 

650 in all-ii ene:a=t:Jtf the-rcpt~·. 
tion of utilities·~• ~"·tOO . 

aehmlt their c=n ~ttcn iaatimony 
propodfng cd}ttobnont to any or all 
lllPIC1S of the company's case .. These 

· parti~. in tum fcce cr<>Q-•am1n11tion 
bY tho utll~o Jawvom ... 

. I . . '·· . . . · provide • supflOrt·'"~·ctV!OO" · 1hrou~1<;, . 
edmiAinratiori··;ot· ·tt'tl'''~:,. 

. UtiUty rttQ'•~~· und:r ·.'tho ·· . 
low b3 ·fair ., c:ld.;,.~ .. ~. ·tnd , . ', . '•. . Provide' suffideftt ~~'~t ·· 
the utility to dicchOlP. itn teed ,Obfio..'' 
gatiOn to provide rend>le' C91'Vice. We · 
determine .. the ' tc;v4'1-,· of revenum 
nffded to continue ·reliable· r:arvice· 
and the rates ·V!Alch •will prodtace· 
those· reY9nuoo' U::e t>v ··cse ort· the:' : \. 
basls ef evidence· .al to · the utiti~~.i '. ·-~ .·: 
legitimate costs ' · of " serving tm'; 
customers. The rates· ntftcct coats--nb · 
more, no tess. · · ' · ·.:, · 
· When· a utility seeks a rate In-

crease it must file written testimony 
and e~hibits in cupport of its claims. 
We place copieo of · each filing In 
libraries convenient to the utility's 
customers so that they con exam Ina 
them. We atso· hold tpeciol hecrin~ 
in convenient loc&tionl co that· the: 
public can offer·orEf··.comments on·_ 
the rate proposals. 

· In the finrt avident-iary heoring:J; 
which resemble a law GUit with many' 
participants, the witnesses who have 
submitted testimony in aipport of the 
company's claims are wbject to crom
examination by all the other partieu · 
in the case. The company has the . 
burden ·of showing that itG claims are 
justified. ., · 

As the case progresses, the other 
parties-inc!.'.~ding the Staff of the 
Department of ·Public Service-can 
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. · ''WhHo tho· Staff of the Depart. 
ment ot·Pul>llc ktvioa~- the 
concumcr lntorc3t in rote cc:::i, it he 
no cpccJol otcnding and, liko other 
partieo, muct ~t ·convincing m
e.fence· to win itD P#lnton ony-dlqru1Cd 
iseues. 

An · Admlniotrutive Uw Judp 
from our .cutonomous Office of 
Administrativo Hcaring3 conducts tho 
evidentiary ·. ~-· in . which the 
n:cord io ·fully . d:volaped. . After 
rsceiving the evidence · and written · 
legal arguments from the partie;, 
the judge prepcra end i~es a written 
recommended dscision resolving each 
of the disputsd istUes and arriving, aa 
a result, at tho tot.Bl rovenueo end rate 
changes found to ba Justified. , 

That writtGn d:::cision is the 
b:IGis .for the Commission's wmtuaf 
decloion m to proper rateo end 
chargn, but the Commission . oleo 
wilt take into cccount further wntten . 
arguments on any im:ue Dtill in dispute. 
The Commh11ion finally iooues a 
written Opinion end Order discuosing 
and resolving di of the still disputed 
istUes and determining what addi
tional rovenues and rote changas are 
justified to mat the utiltty'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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Li/cos "Energy Crisis''.· 
Lllco claims our electric bills are so high 

because they must bum 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 Lllco 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 Lllco's 
fiscal crisis. Lllco 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. 

The tnergy 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 
Lllco 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: 

o Add insulation and weatherization to our 
homes and commercial and industrial 
buildings; 

o Replace energy inefficient appliances with 
energy efficient models; 

o Set minimum passive solar standards for 
new construction; 

0 Begin industrial cogeneration (capturing 
and reusing waste energy); 

o 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: 

o Save ratepayers 2-3 billion dollars, 
including at least a 500 million dollar 
reduction in electrical rates; 

o Save 53 million more barrels of foreign oil; 

o Save as much energy as Shoreham would 
produce (820 megawatts); 

o Save 76 million cubic feet of natural gas; 

o 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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Heres 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 multibillion 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. 

(&)Il~]~ffi@a•~ 
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I , 

0 I've had ltl I want to join. Enclosed is my 
membership fee of $5. Please send me a "Lilco, 
We've Had It!" bumpersticker. 

0 I can't join yet. Please put me on your mailing 
list. 

Name 

Street 

Town Zip 

~ 
~ 
I 

Phone J 
" /~---·11111 --- •m• H • 

·~· - -/ 

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: 

o In the Southeast, the Tennessee Valley 
Authority 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 (U'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. , _ _.. - . 

t..-___ ~-- _.,.,. ----·-------------.-··--· -··- ·-··· -
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<_1. What does the term public power mean? 
/ l ·1e term nu'..i!J, poY.er, when used to describe electric.: 
"'.;'''' sy.,tetfo, r.:!er.;, 10 systcrm that are owned and 
":-c-:11.:,• t>y communities for the benefit of their citizens. 
\ r1,, c rinvate unlny companies like the Long Island 
: 1; 1.ting Company (Lllco~which arc owned by private in- · · 
.'. \ ,Jua:>, lar~e banks, insurance companies and other · 

.1 ••• 11,·1;,j instiruuoru;-public power systems do not have 

.• x. J..t1oider>. 
i .~ay there are over 2,200 public power sy~-iems in the 

· \. \lajor cities such as Los Angeles and Seattle, as well as 
-maUer municipalities like Freeport, Rockville Centre, and 
i..1rn:npon on Long Island, have municipal power systems. 

Q: Aren't the ''oters of Suffolk County voting 
'or public power in the fall election? 

1 ht' Puhltc Utility Service (PUS) proposed by Suffolk 
•• ~, ;"·.:~m:y wou!d not replace Lilco. It aims to provide Lilco 

···' ,·,s to hycroe!ectric power from upstate New York. But 
,,,tiv, the PUS may be ineligible as a customer for this 

, ·\\t'r and may therefore never lead to lower rates. 

Q: Why is there so much discussion about 
public power and replacing Lilco? 

. A: Although it is regulated by New York State, Lilco is a 
prvate company which operates according to the interests of 
its mvestors and owners, who put money into the Company 
111 order to gain increased income. The way investor-owned 
utilities (IOU's) work is that they are guaranteed a profit on 
· •,t'1r assets (investments). The more the company invests 
.111J spends, the more it makes. and the more it is entitled to 
v. :1en the NYS Public Service Commission, the rate-making 
re!!ulatory body, rules on rates. Lilco's 56.511/o proposed in-
..:rcase is a prime example of the "more they spend, the more ... :-: . 
u1c:y make" s}ndrome. If Lilco were to "make good" its "• 
~.3 .~plus billion Shoreham investment and the resulting pro- ·: ·· . "" 
!'11~. it is generally agreed that Long Island's economy would ·. ·. '~ . ., ", 
-.utter. Bc.:ause public power systems generally deliver ser· · ,. 
\ 1.:1: at rat<!S 300Jo cheaper than private companies like Lilco, ','.~_- ..• 
many concerned Long Islanders see public power as an ef- ".;: :;'.<. · 
fo:tive way to protect Li's economic vitality and our '::> ... 
'>tandard-0f-living. .. 

\".>t .. :· ;: ··. 

Q: Would there be benefit in establishing" a:.'.'. · ,· 

public power systems operate more effici~ntly; they can bor· 
row money at lower interest rates; they d;' not pay dividend! 
to stockholders; and, they don't pay fei:.:ral taxes. In 1982 
alone, Lilco's net income or profit was $!09 million. By con
trast New York State's 49 municipal ck, :rii.: sy~tem enjoyed 
a 50io rate decrease in 1983. 

In fact, these benefits have been spedical!y verified for 
Long Island by a technical, engmcer·ng and economic 
analysis of municipal acquisitiOli-a "ft:a~ibility 
study"--done by the Daverman and A.,··cK1ates consultinf 
firm under a $65,CXX) contract with Su;'. olk County. Th< 
study shows that localities would cc :<tmue to recein 
payments "in lieu of taxes" from ''1c public utility, 
equivalent to present property tax paym~ms. 

Comparing rates: 
Lilco vs Public Power 

(Costs in cents per ki/011utt huur) 

.....1 _1_2c___.I u1co 

SC Freeport Municipal Light 
.. 

. ~ 

'· 

SC Rockville Centre 
Municipal Electric :-.ystem 

' . ·. ~ . 
-.·, ., 
.. .·· ,-

6C Greenport Municipal" ;.' ,~:~ :: 
Electric Light 

. .. 

' . , 
.. ·· . . . . 

SC National average .. 
municipal power S)'lfems 

•' 

20C 
oublic power system on Long Island? ·. · 
.·l: Yes. Lower rates arc a maJor benefit. There are four. · Ulco's projected charges ir ra~~p.1 yers pay tor 
major reasons for municipal power systems, lower rates:,:· .. ~· ·' · Shoreham: 20~ per kilowatt hour 

·-·-··-.····- - . "";""" . -- . ! .. 



~·--· .I .·~- ~ _,._J 
<:;· .,.:, .. , -~ . .. jc,.. ._ . ·.· -· ... - ·. .._ .• ,- ·' .. . .·_._, - -- ~:. ", .:: . }, 

-.; Q: ?"-Does ml.lnicipal power mean cheaper rates · : · ;:·Q:· -c:;uld n ~ew muncipal power oyutem be 1' .;.~. Q: To sum up, wbnt are the nmin benefits of : :~: t 
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mod. erated as tL- electric bills of municipalities and ... ;~~'.· :~\~"~· •· 1.:'~~:_r .. , r;:-::· • · " ·· :' !o ... ~ .. :.._". ' :: 1 In Nam:ubNassau County· lw hot yet authorized a • · ,,... ~ --~--"·1 . .,· •. ;_J~·r '-' . f, ' -· .. • '-~ , '· < • • "d "This· . d' fut. 
school dimicts we low~ed, or eliminated~ .. ' ·" ; \' ·. e}t.. :: "'-;~ ··~ b· ,; {f.'.-J;_ 'fit-~~ ~'.:;, . "· ·. ·_. ,,.":\.-.. ..'· ._, j feasibili~~.)\ lllhict~ehfirst step reQUi}'ed. ~ ..... ~..ua.se . . 

. . .. ... y~Jk.,.- .• ' . .,.; .. ; .. ;_,,,,!"•'f:f;•·r:;,•;t. ..:·\::.;',..,_f,1r_;; .. ;~~:1. · ---••fact·fm...;.16 '-step w govemment·c:an w ...... ._e m 
Q: Dowereallywantto.·getinvolvedinthis?(~~,~ _,p:,_ .''iV'' · -'T··'· · ·' · · ·.- ~. · - [(carryingoutthepublic'sintcrest .... ,~~ ... "'---. . .. · 
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: • · - • • • • • ~--public's rightto deck!~ _the matter. 
A: Actually, piablicpower;yst~h~ve~~-a~shstan~~'*;: :.:i'WA:< According.to Suffolk County's study on the feasibility . What can I do?··~:.':- · • 
of operation whieh their private competitors have not been'f:;J. f'8of CR"ating a'municipal electric System the answer is a re-· ::.A •Become involved in local Long Island ·Public·"p : 
able to match. Thit enviable record stands for the last 32 ,F. .~;:;/-.,unding yes: Daverman and Associates' financial and . Project cLIPPP) activities in your amt. "'· ._ { '·;:..t.f.j~; · 

. years. Looking at public power systems which serve as a.-~~~.. ;·:~:~engineering· ~t.ud~ conclud~- th~~·. "Suff?lk County •Ask for more information on public power. · , _: :~ · _ :· ~ 
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major stockholders. . , . . ?'.: desirable in a muncipal electric ~cm. _ 'Box 467-W, North Station _ -. ~-· .. 

! n a public power system, decisions on how to spend Funher, Suffolk County's·· ·grivernment, representing · ilaldwin'~ New York 11510 . -. · · ·:<~: '1'. ' · 
money and set ra~;.re made by local referenda, or by local •7:'' 480fo of Lilco's service territoty1. has deten:nine-J that the • • • ~~< · - , · ---· · - · ·· · • 
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195 East Main Street 
Smithtown, New York 11787 
(516) 360-3987 

FACT SHEET 

CUOMO'S SHOREHAM'1rASK FORCE 
'.Executive Committtt 
Pit Carr 
Matthew Chachere 
. Scott Fowler 
Ted Goldfarb 
Sue Hell1>r 
Richard Johnson 
le!f KluP.wer 
Warren Liebold 
Alan Polsky 
Loma Salzman 
!Mary Swet 

Executive Coordinator 
Nora Bredes 

fCounsel 

According to NYS Governor Mario CuO'mo, his Shore:!-1am 
"fact-finding" group is an honest atteinp":. to get to the 
bottom ·:>f ·::he Shoreham Nuclear Plan'!: controve::'.'pP.f. The task 
for~e is supposed to study: 

1< the safety risks of .Sho:~eham1 
emergency planning; 
-=conoCTi:: effects of opening or abandoning the plant~ 
the impact of abandc:.nment on NYS' electri(!al supply .. 

The task focce is 3upposed ~o discover why there are differ 
_ences of opinion about Shoreham (!) 0 present Cuomo with variotw 

, op!:ions a~d sc~e 11ar ios, but not propose a course of a.ct ion i tse-1 f ,,_ 
I 

ember Croups 
• AMEND This redundant effort to state the obvious seems designed -::o 
, __ ·lConfemedCitizensofMontauTf)Uy Cuono timer at least until ,l\ugust 3lst when a report is due,. \East End Shoreham Opponent~h 

Frie.i«softheEarth 'l. e task force will hold publi::::: hearings, one in Nassau and 
i lfrien·lsofLI o:ne in Suffolke 
~ !Grcup for the South Fork 

!Harr('ton's Energy Alternatives 
IJiudson River Sloop 
felearwater, Inc. Ten task force members h3.'7e 

them are permanent government 
"directors", and chairmen who 
seldorJ elected but seldom far 

been appointed. At least half of 
ILi friends of Oearwater 
f\fa'.ine Environmental 

, , f-ouncil of LI 
f.'lorth Fork 
IEiwi!Onmental Council 
1
!--!c:-.h Fcr\t Cpr'Or.enrs of 
Nta:iear Exposure 
North Shore 
Coalition for Safe Energy 
Nudear Resource Center 

types, those "aides", 11 advisors 11
, 

shuttl<? from position to position/ 
.Eror:i the centers o:!: po•112r. 

Here are some task force "highlights": 

Peacesmith House Alf~~'~ K~h.l} was cha ir1nan of the NYS Public Service Commission ·)>econic Environmental 
Resource Center from 1974·-77 (appointed by Gove Malcolm Wilson) during which 
SafeandSound time LILCO received $140 million in rate hikes, Shoreham was . Safo Energy .Alternatives , 
Scienc!dc:-the?ecpie delayed three o-f its inrmy tines, and its price do:.lbled to the 
~·"':;:,;~ A .. ",_,_en~ billion dollar mark. He m11st be held partly responsible ~ ::>OC'.a.i " uc .. e:-s gam:st ."<U>-= 

1 

suttolkforSafeEnerg,.· fer the regulatory failure that br01.1ght us 'the pl3.:nt in the firstj 
Women'sHealthAlliance place. He has ;.ilready tacitly approved of it., His 2-volume j Women Oppo5ed to 
NuclearTechnology ECQT,!Qffii£~_gf_Regq1<!:'':.ion is a classic textbook which holds that I 

I r-- -

fa. 
... t 

ut.ili ties Eorrn a special sector of the economy and need regula_ I 
tory prot~ction to assure their financial well-being. This 1 

stand is in direct contrast to the free mark.et p:::-inciples he 
espo~sed as head of Pres. Carter's Council on Wage and Price 
Sta~ility. There he blamed inflation on overregulation~ He , 
has been advisor (1974-77} to t~e utility-funded Electric Po~ .. t\?-.r . 
Research Institute a~d a co<lsultant (1960-74, 1980 -presen~) 
to the Natl. EconaJic Research Assoc., a group which has done 
work for LILCO., Kahn will head the task force's subcommittee on 
the econor:iic impacts of aba~doning Shoreharn~ , 

'Paul .<1,.la!}_Mar-ks, preside11t of Memorial Sloan-Kettering Cancer 
Center, was -=he only physician on the President's Commission 
on the Accident at Three Mile It:lande The Commission report, 
while critic~l of NRC man~gement,~_:1~~.1:.~n~~ -~o __ :~~~.d much wrong 
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with nuclear power in general. On emergency planning, the--report 1 

minimized the need for evacuation, preferring "sheltering" and 
thyroid-blocking drugs (whi·::::h would reduce the ·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. ~cademy of 
Sciences-NRC medical sciences cora.-nittee. •,\ 

--.J-o_l_1_n __ M_a..=r_:b:..=_:urqe r I ---he-ad of Cuo!no I s task foice, has -been pres i~e-nt·--9~f __ __.,. __ -~----, 
SUN:{ at Stony Brook since 1980. Cuomo has made much of Marburger's 
"objectivity" because he is a

1 
physicist. Stony Brook is one of the 

prem:.er physlcs schools in the country, Mar.bllrgec is its third 
physicist-president. He Ls con!'lected to scientists at Brookhaven 
National Lab, most openly by R.c. Ariaerson., assistant director of 
BNL ~ head of Stony Brooks local boar:-1 of truste~::-s, and, incidentally" 
a pro-nuclear speaker. r,ILCO' s "Charlie" Pierce is a member of the 
Stony Brook Foundation which raises money for the ·i;miversity ... Ma:r.burgc~l:' s 
professional asso.::::iations seem to b_e wirh those who f3.vo.c Shoreham .. 
He is on the boa:=d of the Action Cor:unittee for LI, a business/industry 
outfit whose mission is -to lead LI L"lto a high-tech future fueled by 
"safe nuclear power" .. Marburger was also chair of the NYS Energy 
Office Review Committee when the NYS Energy M.aster. i?lan was approved 
with Shoreham included. He too has already in some way approved the. pla.nt~ 

Ano~her task force merabe~i::- with previous pro-nuclear and pro-utility 
-stands ·is David Axelrod, NYS Health Commissi:mer and head if the NVS 
Disaste; Preparedness Cor.mnission. The DPC tried last year to help 
LILCO win its fight with Suf fol;< over eme:i:gen.cy plann:i,ng .. 

' William Ronan, designee of Nassau County executive ~rancis Purcell, 
is a l::mg-time Rockefeller aide, for:ner MTA head, and a trustee of 
PAS~IY, the state-run utility which operates most of NYS' s nuclear 
plants. qe is a mernber of the pro-LILCO economic task force formed 
by Lou Howard (the lone County legislator to vote with r_,ILCO on 
emergency planning}e Ronan has already suggested that Cuorno's task 
force use the Howard group to prepa:::e its economic assessment .. Tha:nk 
fully, the task force hasn't gone that far'yete 

Othe:;:- ,membF>rs inclt.Jde -Hugh Wilson, director of .Adelphi' s Institute 
for Suburban Studies and William Dircks, the NRC' s e}{ecutive ·director 
for ope~ations~ he did not attend the task force's first meetin~. 

?erhaps more favorably,_ Karen Burstein 6 current head of the NYS __ _ 
Consu:mer Protection Boa::;...-d and past PSC com.missioner, ·is also a meinb.r.r. 
She has- w:l.rked to stop -the construction of Nine Mile Point 2, a 
nuclear:plant in upstate New York in which. LILCO has an 18°~ share. . __ 
Howe·..rer ,_ she has always seemed to accept the inevitability of Shoreham 
and has spoken against its _abandc;>!l.rneJ.lt+ _ _ __ __ __ _ 

Solidly in our co.r::'ler are Marqe Harr ab,SOn.1· a long-time LILCO foe 
from the LI Progressive Coalition, a:'1d, Suffolk Life p•Jblisher, 
D9ve Willmott, a c'1~~on o= the stop Shoreham cause who has written 
many editorials a~st Shoreham and LILCO, . 

/ . 
Noticeably missing from the task force is a ~eprese~tative from 

the ten-mile radiu·s surrounding Shcreha.m. Tn fact, only two of thE 
ten (Marbµrqer and Willmott)a~e even residents of Suffolk County~ 

f 
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The following is a list of groups in the STOP SHOREHAM CAMPAIGN, which have helped organize the 
June 4 and 5 events. We call upon you to gct 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 organize a blockade. We believe that the plant opening will be defeated before then, but we arc 
prepared to organize once again if it is not. · 

1r1HI1E §'f01P S1HlORE1HlAM CAMP AfGN 
(516).360-00~- STAY JN.TOUCH 

SUFFOLK: NEW YORK CITY: 
War Resisters League, 339 Lafayette Street, 10012 

(212) 228--0450 
Suffolk Nuclear Study Group, 54 Robinwood St., 

M:><:tir 1 lQ'iO, 281-6946 
Northshore Comm. Against Thermal Pollution, P.O. 

Box 231, Wading River 11792 
People's Action Coalition, P.O. Box 27, Shirley 

11967, 399-1795 
Long Island Progressive Coalition, 558 Meadow Road, 

Kings Park 11754, 269-6924 
Paurnanok Peoples Organization, 18 Marlon Lane, 

Hauppauge 11788, 724-8730 . 
L <:mg Is!and Catholic Peace Fellowship, 34 Jamaica 

A venue, Wyandanch 11798, 643-7568 
L<:mg Island Shad, 333 Terry Road, Smithto\\n 

11787. 360-0045 
Women Opposed to Nuclear Technology, c/o Koons, 

81 Locust Drive, Eatons Neck 11768, 261-8590 
Shoreham Opponents Coalition, 195 East Main Street, 

Smithtown 11787, 360-3987 
lJ~y Community School, Bellport 11705, 286--8026 
C~munity Energy Network & Friends, East Quogue 

728-2492 
Ratepayers Rights Campaign, 195 East Main Street, 

Smi!htown 11787 

.r/. -\SSAU: 

,_friends of Long Island, P.O. Box 55, Seaford 11783 
798-31J9 

Mothers and Others Against the Draft, 26 Valley View 
Road, Great Neck 11021, 466-6146 

Long Island Citizens in Action, 1845 Vishage, Baldwin 
11560, 546-9868 

Feacesmith House, 90 Pennsylvania Avenue, 
Massapequa 11758, 798-0778 

Long Island Friends of Clearwater, 401 Railroad 
Avenue, Westbury 11590 

New York Public Interest Research Group. 222-(X)86 
North Shore Coalition, 8 Park Drive East, Old 

We.thury 11 )68, 484-4445 
/'li>clear ResolArce Cer!ler, P .0, ile..X 341, Hun!ington 

11743, 26S-5199 

New York Mobuization for '.)urvival, I:h W~t 4ttt 
Street, 10014, (212) 673-1808 

New York Anti-Nuclear Group, 339 Lafayette Street, 
10012, (212) 505-6590 . 

Brooklyn Anti-Nuclear Group, Box 2666, Brooklyn 
11202 

Brooklyn Mobiliz.ation for Snrvival, 36 Plaza Street, 
Brooklyn 11258, (212) 622-1289 

NATIONAL AND OTHER GROUPS: 
Boston Mobilization for Survival. 13 Sellers Street, 

Cambridge, MA 02139 
Keystone Alliance, 3700 Ch~tnut Street, Philade-lphla, 

PA 19104 (215) 387-5254 
Science for the People, 897 Main Street, Cambridge, 

MA 02139, (617) 547-0370 
Nuclear Information and Resource Center, t:\46 Conn. 

Ave., N.W., Washington D.C. 20036 (202) 296-7552 
WIN Magazine, 326 Livingston Street,· Brook,yn NY 

(212) 624-8337 . 
Seacoa~t Clamshell Alliance, P.O. Box 1415, Ports

mouth NH 03801, (603) 431-8337 
Sea Alliam:e of New Jersey (20 I) 538-6676 
WESPAC, 255 Grove Street, 'White Plains, N.Y. 

iC~l{}!, (914/ 6~1-048~ 
Public Interest Resource Center. 1037 McClay Street, 

Harrisburg, PA 17103, (717) 2)3.4241 

' 

Groups Around the 1'Vation 4rr JJ ·ar,)iinK and Are In Toucli 

TTfFrn IS A BlTTEli' WA y 



EH
~.c. ~" 

·.·::·./); .. f ·. 
:· ·.~ 

' M ' 

' . 
' 
' 

. 

$3a2 la~ll~ON Of [Q)A.NGIEROUS OBSOllESlE~CE 
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 building a second 
nuclear plant at Shoreham. 

The Shoreham Station is now 99o/o 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 uranium. The plant uses 
an "off-shore diffuser," dra·;ving water from 
Long Island Sound as a coolant. The operat
ing staff will be between 100-200 people. 

THE IDSTORY 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. LILCO 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 
to stop. 

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 9f production-con
sidered technologically 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 Shoreham, 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 di5able 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 
arourid 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 numerousl'et 
unresolved safety questions, not to mention~ 
accidents of all scales reported and r 
unreported, these rosy predictions for 
nuclear power's future ring very hollow. 

(over please) 



THE HISTORY OF NUCLEAR 
OPPOSIDON 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 ULCO 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 battle, 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, ULCO 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 OJo, demand 
plummeted to a near zero increase. ULCO 
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 Island's farming 
community, forced ULCO to cancel plans 
for the Jamesport plants in 1979. However, 
they have continued to push on at Shoreham. 

The Long Island Safe Energy Coalition 
(USEC) 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, USEC 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 

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 an·d oppose 
nuclear 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 defec<s 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-or.ganized 
"Citizens' Strike" ended with a siHn 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
byingeffort 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 with LILCO over whether outside 
groups, including the County, could conduct 
an independent inspection of the Sh.oreham 
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. Jn;response to ULCO's ten-mile-radius 
emergency plan, the County commissioned a 
$600,000 twenty-mile radius plan in an at
tempt to get an accurate picture of the impact 
of a major accident at Shoreham. 

The, results of the County's study were 
soberii:Jgly drastic. It raised such questions 
about anyone's ability to cope with'such 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 ULCO 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 ULCO has continued to press 
for permission to turn Shoreham on. 

While recent Supreme Court rulings; tiv
ing local authorities some vetoes over nuclear 
plants, and regulatory hearings have delayed 
Shoreham's opening, the reactor's demise is 
still not a forgone conclusion. The need to 
keep up 1 he 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 SSC is 
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 mai1 tained a continuous vigil outside the 
gates of the Shoreham Statior. with volun
teers staffing 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 5. 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 
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Arlhu McC'omb 30 tirby Lane 
Lue Ronkonkorna, N .. Y. 11779 Auq Sth, 1983. 

oTernor's Shoreham Fa~-flndinq Commission RE: Safety Risks at Shgreharo 

ittinq at Mineola, N. Y. Emergency Planning 

t'!gi s?-ati Te Board Room Center. Economic: Effects Open or Close. 
Impact Close on NYS Elect. Supy. 

n fine print, the vo1ul71es written on hazards of operatien of fission nuclear 

~r supply might stretch for three miles - a reminder of 'fhree Mile Island. 

n today's state of the science of fission nuclear, we can never be sure of safetJ. 

he fact that our federal government dern•nds that safe evacua~ion plans be in pla~e 

~our keynote that assurance of safety is impossible. Exan;:iles we have plenty. 

f the s-:-trnario of ~erqency planning is so addressed, Then why in the cause of 
'lT"'an sanity h anyor.e even thinking of it, let alone debating ito Wasteof time. 

e have W!sted too much already on Long Iclclnd - not to mention tax and rate buck;. 

he abev~ should answer the.first two charges to you, our state commission.· The 

hird charae to you above, is eloquently answered by two letters to the editor of 

ewsday" todays clitte, page 73, by Marilyn LaCapriai of Port Washington, and Cliffo :ki 

.at:e::r~n cf Baldwin. T a<;'.1'.°'!'11! ~1T"ln!!!+ 10~, with both of them.. and read them 'into yo pr 

ecord. The first io ontitled ""!ftNKRUP'l'CY FOR LILCOi- and the second -SICK AND 
IllD OF LILOO•. 

1th the ~t:J 
~ probleIIis of the Long Ialand Lighting 'Co, Md itn 
CIOOmera relat;ive to incredible rate increases, I bavO 

! to see ~ inost ob.rolis one propoeec'l. Let LlLCCQ 
ror reoruanization under the appropriate chapt.erf/Jf 

_ banknaPtcy code. 'niey are in !aft . bankrupt. 
-.· Thia _Would pl.ace lbe bunl.en d&.ietly where it !>di 
't:pgs, a· the stOckhalders, the 'Jthding institutiona, 
Oitruton and LII&O's. trianag~ Yes, they woulQ 

. _!::)_hart, bttt all ~ f:ake ~?very day and th(l 
tf~Jf'are of ea~esa is ~eel jg-~ 
t!aiit's evaluatittr Of tbOse riskobtd its ~ as tO 
dsk I rewanl · · ·· . _ · 
· .. , :t'he. mtKIM i~olffd in this lisasiet: will -~ # 
I~ ~ t1:u~ldl:Q ~1tmt tn 8fnem, ~1 of 
~~ ruave "° '[aOk dmmt.a, atocU octl>~ 

~~~~~ ba. ft all ~- - · · ~-· basket an · _,.. -; - lJDdar ~'., ti~ ~ . ;ywa,y~ r.d 
. . .. Q . . on,,_......... ... ~~--
fal~iulbfln b · thO ~Y ~au net to 
~;t4e ~b of t!iii. , )o ~ " • i ·_ -•·- ~r.au.·f.il--·. · · • · ~:ever~ 
.~ ~~1 ••. ntt.t.Q' · .incl .. .r. .... ~· ·t;-of ''. ' " ··-~i·~_-·.,_ .•. ,. 
, · ~~- ·.·· ail?lo.1eort-..-ah57~ 

' ~tncreid ~~- .· ' . at• ;c~ PC' 
11'91'. IJ..Yll/ J.lfCA,AI~.) Ff:,.-+-washii71ftDtJii 

~cjt Ji!IDi~-~ · oJL ILIIU® 
1 ful]y~~~~J ro~ and Henry Hoirlg 

[Letters, July 28 ami'29}. 'Ibe incorporated village nu& 
door to ua charges the consumer a little better tbaa 
one-third of what we pe.y for our electricity. We ct:d 
believe the enormoU8 difference. · . 
. Someone in· our home ia seriou&y ill and we ~ 
uae air conditioning to make life a little moru bearabb' 
for that person. Wbe11 the hot leUOn ia over, I will m4 
know haw-nI pay tllat bill. Mayba we11 have t.o remllft.o, 
gage the lloUJ!e or sell it. Who k:DoWi?. · · . 

. I ~ow this mQcb;, t don't ha~ a big brothet ti 
· 1'8.188 eveeyone'a rat.elito pay fbr m.y problems. If iao 
$hare. bolderi and the Lo'.~ Ialand Li.'.ehting Co. jO •. · ·• 
der, too bad; they mn~ be tm ~ UlVestoJ":f1'tlO hQ; 
1>utoa:a.~ · · _. " ' .. ··-~- · 
. · r~ _not ~b~·rm Jusi trJinr to uv.e. 1ctbe -e 

. 

can ~t e~city for. next to no. thiq. so sbau·. Id 1:. 
~ ~ IJl,CO't probiem...· If I were ~ 

' pt and l08ing everything, they Wouldn't ~ 
about me; they ~ still WBJii that big \till' •.. 

,> Yee, Henry; e~ 10 enuugh, and, )'elf, Neil, t.(Q. 

t:n~= ;~:~~ ~ IJLCO\i; 
· : · ·. .Bat.eman 

B~l~~r 

t 11J\cmere4' yo11r !Get c:harae above, on May 17th, 1971 in my address: whi('.h was s 

oosed to close the AEC' -LILCX> buildinq pennit hearings after 54 day-lonq session 

ne third from last pataqraph in the kit_ Q,ul:mi tted to each member is as follows: 

..... ·- °Eaeh ~&?' will be oumlll.atively werse than the precedinq one as we •glorious Y,' 
pa-y homage to that qreot, elushe god called 'preqress'~ Shell we say, 'live it 

\t'P and to hell with gen~ratieno yet unborn? loto run Gir eonditioners in hiQ'.h

rlse mausoleums dlly and night with ~1 streets lit up all night everywhere, and t 
h~ll with the generations yet unk-orn - lets have one hell of a binge! or sh•ll w 

~'11"' to our !'lense~?' 'Manld.,d !'urviv~d '.mtold c~nturi~s ·without ~1-.ct.ric nos-.-
1 • 

·wipers. w~y de we l!!•Jdd.,.:1Jy, in it 3U yeu ... span..< _find thait w~ ~anno~ ,~~v~,w~thout 
some of it?• Y£<3, n:DEED _ THIS WEN.1. uN l<ECORD OVER 1wf.UE YEMS .f.X. 

( md I will <idd that was ever 3 billion bucks a<;P) 

I mls~Q •m f(~J::;,j';:~~~~~~th;;:~;~ lL<. ,{.( 



\tlantic Ocean 

~· 
ULCO says they bav1 a way to evaci. tie you-- and thousand j of your 

neir,hbors-away from c; dangerous acc1 ient at the '.ihoreham Nu. !ear 
Plant. In four to six hours. The)' say 130) of LILCO'~ corporate pe sonnel-
f rem m~ter readers to ··Charlie" Pierce- -can guide yot 1 to safety anc 
suhstitute for our police force, public workers, and elect 'd officials. 
They say that if Shorehuri goes, we can evacuate Long Lland. No trafl ic 
jams, n1.> panic, no injuries, no cancers, r o deaths. What do you say? 

Tdl it to the NRC. 
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 on Long IsLmd's future. 
Com•~ with your Farnil~s and Neighbors and Speak Out to Sto.p Shor-eham. 

__ J,5k . {(J_tl(!T'AJ H ·-----_J 
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For more inform~tion call: Shoreham Opponents Coalition: 36()..3987 

. - -
-30 Kirby Lene, Lake Ronh>nl:i~ Ne Y, 
August 10, 1983. ll77' 

Limited appea:ranee before 
Ator.de Safety and Lic"nsing Board of the U. ~. N. R. C. 
For Shoreham Nucl~ar Fission Plant of LII.CO, · ~tPri!J/ta: · 
Cl/,&1~t414N' ~VfiCiffr.r~A/ JJO//tr.7) 1i'1c11r- 7.z> /re.Al> -Pvc ;-; hy J!JJ)5J/la'.>,flr ~/aJ. J 

We E"~ unable to atbmd .the hearing for physic'! l~easons,. but- want our views 
deliv~red to y~ur board. · 

Beinq resid!!nts: of Suffolk for many years. up ·to 10ore than. fi.fty yeers, ·-we 

would like to look forward to any rCII1ainir,q yec.rs we lDil.Y ~v~ ~ .1.:i.v.e. in 
some kind of security from any unnec'!ssary imposed dreidz.~ ,.as."""fin-cl-ear: __ 
fi~ion power plants r~E'eserit. The inher~nt danger lying-in its operation 

has b~n docurn~nted ever and over, and the very fact tha.t .our. goveinment is· " 
insi~ting on a workable evacuation pl·an, iis evidence that_. Gucll d?..nqer ·.exists~ 

. . 1,;, •'. ': . ' - ,~··,.,{>;. _,..,. ~ "'. .•· ~-. . ' 

, .. ' :·. . ··-~-.:.:~. ~ -"·~··~·~: ; .. :~:. :·:_;:~ ~-~~~:: .~ .. --~-- ·:·:J.'.: :: f 

There are kilo re than-· a hal f·--dozen- alternati-ves;-·adnti ttedlr-deJ)En.da..,_t-.:UpGrf.'-:::iiet6~ .. :- :::. 1 

of circumstances and locations, but not out of the question. If .fact,. the dir~~L~ : J 

ne\!d for such a, large supply being produc~d on Lonq Island does J\Ot 'exist~:= cµi<l 
the motivation must be with the objective to sall it.to the meQillo.P4~"tp the 
coast to Boston, and southward th!"ough New York Cit¥, possibl1 to Ph.1.ladelphla. : 
Uslnq coal fired plants, but insistinq on better smok~-cleanlng ~pment than - ··· 

we ha·le is safer than nuclear fission by far. Why should:.Lonq Isl-cud provide. J 
. for other pl(\ces and be saddled with such a horrible thref~>:to ~e. ;'._- / · ... ' 

. . . . . -/<" ; ';·.;.· . ·. ~ ~~~-~-"'-' ' : __ J · .. 

We do. not, under any combination of scenarios a.-t this pofnt in time 'and in this ,.· .. 
stage of the science, want even a low-level license for a. "W'iiDn up sfageo ThiSo 

would irradiate as badly as a full power permission fre>rq. your m~-"~:~ · , · 
. , . .;.~~ - . . -. . - . -{;.~).~.~~5:~ . . ' 

We are afraid that these public hearings, as have been helCLto -qa~e:~:.in .the pro"', 
gress of this nuclear unit, and indeed for others we have heard-M~-~'have been·. · 

too often like whistling into the wind. We do not seem tO':-he he~'.:'. Pl:~u~ : 
start_ to .listen to us- before we are locked into the irreverf)ibl-4'.~c']>leas~ think 

of th:e c:oming g--_neration.s ... ·and of our down :side of the years '~*~~livest.~ . · 
Le.'t n.s go out graeefUlly, not evacuating like the "leimtlnqs~~ do~~ lfoniay a.net- ·. 
5-wed~ - in a headlong scramble into the sea as LILCO's Mr~"'Wof:ford suggested 

in the records of the AEC construction hl'!arings; in the oarly;10's:2:".:,;filii words 

were; -i"n~y could swim away if they ldshec\,,.. spedkinq as LILCO~-s~ajreism-pro ... : 
j-ect :rsnaqer.,. · · ., ·· - ·. · 

Hopefully• _ 
Clarisa McComb (above address;) ,J?rt-;;;..o~ · . • 

~nne Har_rlson 35 lCirby Lane, Lake Ronkonkema 11~9~ ---~~_.;...___;...:;..;:~;;;...::~==:;..;;.. 
Alfred =-arrison (same). 5'18...-/ S'tf"'/ · . · 



Arthur HcComh, 30 Kirby Lanf.., 
Lake Ronkonkoma, N .. Yo 11779 S/15'/ 83c 

Honorable Hario Cuomo, Governor, RE: •public" Hearln9s held by 

Executive ChBrnbers, 1350 Avenue of the An•erica-s,, NRC Licensing Boarcl, and my 

New York, N.Y. 10019., obj"ections to the procedure. 

- (thre~ enclosuresl 
The three-judge board held only two ses3ions,, July lSth In Hauppauge, and Au(JUst 

10th in Riverhead. I heard of none in Nessau11 such as your ccr::mission did" I 

responded to both, as I did to all calls for public voice since the 1966 Brook

haven zone .change hearing for the Shorham plant site,. I missed very few.. The 

iuEdia reported Riverhead" s as 9 to 12 AM and 6 to 9 Pl·1 0 for August lOthv ~eci .. 

I reported public hearings in my term as Town Clerk,, as Na Y. State la"; requires11 

ftnd hold each step in high importance. It alone6 in my opinion 8 guards the flow 

of the pu;,1ic' s needs and desires fran the "'one man, one voteu doctrine, to the1r 

electives, the judiciary, and administrative r.iuthcri ties.. This one was voided .. 

I have, in the past, searched for definition of "pul:lic heax-ing"' e and only .found 

in decisions that judicial agreement holds that provision must be made for ade

quate notice-throughout the area concerned8 which se€Ined to be lacking, and that 
all "-no respond, and the body "'nich calls it~ must experience orderly communion. 

Also, I am sure it is as important to hear all 11 as t.o be heard.. I talk and lj sten, 

Ee:ch of those present who had not spoken at Hauppauge, had five minutes.., in the 

evening s-ession. I and two others were denied because we had.. However, Stephen 

Jevit spoke for a Washington group, permitted even t.'-..ough he had his say in the 

first July 13th segment.. I asked to speak for three in their seventies who were 

. _ physically unable to stand the 60 mile to and from Riverhead trip, and to sit and 

'wait - I was denied. The discrimination was unexplaineda 

Jtfter a:ll but us three were heard, the chairman declared the hearing over.e _at ~:J,~ 

~PM, end at 8: 25 a man came in to speak., He was denied.. We still had 35 mi,nutes 

.. of the ennounaod hearing time. when the three judges left.. About 14 of us s,tayed 

· until 9 PM; and read our addresses to the group who had come to hear each other o 

'1Three- isheriffs stayed with interest in our orderly rurrp session,. I think on duty .. 

I told the board their manner and actions were arrogant, whic.'1 1 of course, means 

!iupercilious- disdain., contempt or scorn for others. This was the worst of about 

1000 hours s:bt:c-~ I stGrted to fol.low the Shoreham matter, very patie;itly c A pub

lic heaTinq s:h.ould ~no one, or it becomes a vcid process" Judge Laurentscn 

qave no recrsons-, and it seemed arbitrary. I asked him to wait for latecomers 

who had to work and who knew it was scheduled for 9 PM closing. One came while 

he ·was there with ~5 minutes left.. He was told to mail it in~ 

I had ennounced that I now felt angry after 17 years of rebuff from federal units 

but it is no longer so. I em incensedg and em not alone. Read the minutes of 

the PSC, e.nd the licensing board. Many voiced it muck before me. Now, with our 

backs to the wnll, we ·must choose a way to defend our families. Everything said 

thil!!I" year echoed the public in 1970,1971, 1972, 1973, arid on... Washington chose 

not to hear. Now, we hope our State of Uew York hears. By all rights, the licen

sing board should be New York Staters, not outsiders deciding our safety and wel

faTe, not to forget our health. I lived 65 years in Suffolkr and want more, witn
out the LII..CO dread over our headso Cur north shore earthquake fault also seen,s 

ignored. The public is lulled by calling it "earthquake proof"', in construction., 
·; 

I t!>en~e a. defeatisn in Suffolk and Uassau--a feeling cf rankest prejudgements.. \'!e .) 

feel pushed around trying to be citizens.. Cne said rebellion in 1776. had less cause.:.·•:·:!, 
COPTES TO: 
AH media. /? O,~ 
~ty Executive Pett;r Cohalan1 and Legislc.tors. ~~ !,:·1 

~ _ookhaven To"-'ll Supervisor Henrietta Acfilr.pora. 
rv:i.ng Like, Esqa, fom.erly LHSG Attye 'I· 

u 
.. 
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Cuomo: 
By Robert· Fresco "make sacrifices" ifthe rate hikes are to teams with officials of the Nuclear Regu- marking funds for tbe national guard to 

and Patrick Brasley be averted. latory Commission and with U.S. Sens. deal with that kind of emergency." 

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 ifthe 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 

Cuomo has repeatedly called for the Daniel P. Moynihan <D-N.Y).and Al- Both Lll,CO and NRC :-fficials were 
federal government to take a greater role fonse M. D'Amato (R-N.Y.). Cuomo said noncommittal last night. Charles Salit, 
in emergency planning for nuclear the state National Guard and Civil De- a LII,CO spokesman, said, "We are hap
plants, but his statement yesterday was fense Office would cooperate wlth the py that he is giving these issues prime 
the first indication that discussions have federal team in implementing the plan. attention and any proposal he has to of-, 
been held involving Shoreham. But he said the federal activity was fer we will certainly study." Joseph Fou

LILCO needs an approved evacuation crucial. "Suffolk County has said it won't chard, an NRC spokesman, said, "We 
plan to get an operating license for the draw an evacuation plan and the state just have to take a look at what the gov
$3.4-billion plant. The county, which nor- doesn't have the capacity or wherewithal ernor has to say and consider it in light 
mally would approve such a plan, has to come up with a plan," he said. "If the of the licensing process . . ." 
refused, contending that evacuation is federal government fails to come up with Cuomo said any plan to combat the 
not feasible. Cuomo has refused to impose a plan . . . . well, then no Shoreham." proposed rate increase, in addition to 
a plan on Suffolk, and LILCO has submit- Gary Lewi, a spokesman for D' Amato, stockholders absorbing some of the costs, 
ted its own plan, using its own employees confirmed that discussions are taking would involve discusssions which he said 
to substitute for county workers. place but could not say how far they had he already has begun with the State 

Yesterday, however, Cuomo said the progressed. He said D'Amato has been Power Authority in connection with 
"encouraging discussions" centered on a "in favor of creating a special rapid de- pooling cheaper power to LILCO; phasing 
plan involving federal nuclear response ployment force for evacuation or ear- --Continued on Page 23 

--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~"'istance Corp. that bailed out New York 
City, to r:ime up with solutions to the rate problem. 

Meanwhile. Suffolk County Executive Peter F. 
Cahalan. 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 ~ohalan's suggestion 
could be one issue r~c;9111mended for greater study. 

• - ,.., r" •. 

.--~- ......... ,.-- -~· 

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 Navarro, 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 finn - Torrey Pines Technology 
-· had not look.ed 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. 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING III~ 

SHOREHAM COMMISSION 

The Gc)vernor' s Fact Finding Panel investigati.ng t.he Sho.r~ha.n ~!uclea.r 

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 accor:::nodate 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 

III ON AUGUST 30, 1983, at the Legislative Board Room, Suffolk County Center, 

Riverhead, from 2:00 to 5:00 p.rn. and 7:00 to 9:00 p.rn. 

Others wishing to testify may register at the Continuation Hearing 

on a first-come, first-serve basis and will not be heard until pre-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 
Stan% Brook, New York 

York at Stony Brook 
11794 

.i."'""'0..n ~-ll111lf10l11!: land whether the $3.5 billion plant op- ous accident - have estimated that 
'Y'V' U "'9v eratesornot. rates would be only 2.2 percent 
~ ~-~ The commission staff's estimates higher if Shoreham does not operate If"![ U 0 GaVQ ,11. I were the first independent calcula- than if it does. The commission staff 

' f?Suff - ty a -{o"bve tions to be produced ~uring the_d~ basically agreed, saying that aban-
. won 8 Significant round last week in! ~te ove~ Shoreham. Ldco has said it doning Shoreham would not be as 
its battle with the Long Island Ught-: w_lll reqwre at least a 60 percent rate costly as Lilco predicts, in part b&
hag company over the Shoreham nu- hike to pay fi!r Shore~m. The com- cause the reactor would be more e.-t
d plant Th real losers pany also estim~ted It would cost at pensive to run than the company now 

· ~ llkeiy toe be Long 1S: least $3 bilUon more to ~othball the estimates. 
land' tepa reactor than to operate 1t. And that, Whatever the outcome, a key ques
' A ':!t, =rt for Governor Lilco contended, would force rates tion is how much of Shoreham's cost 
CUomo's commission on Shoreham I up at least 18 percent more. (Most of will be passed on to ratepayers. In 
determimd tbst it would cost only 6 the extra cost would be for new coal New York, all utility construction 
percent more to abandon the virtu- p~ants.~ the extended us~ of e~- costs are traditionally- paia by con-· 
Ally cOmpleted resctor than to oper- · s1ve oil-fired generators L1Ico said it sumers. However, the commission 
atettfor30ye:irs. Tbedraftreport,a would need to ~mpensate for the staff said that i~ Shore~am is aban
copy or wbieh was obtained by The, loss of Shoreham s 809 megawatts) d~ned, the Public Service Commis
New York Times also concluded. Consultants for Suffolk - which s10n or the Legislature might be 
that electricity O:tes are likely to' contends the plant should not operate· more likely to shift some ~ts frorn 
&.!vble .ul-t.ltin fivf!. ,-ear-son ~ Is- l:>et:aYJe nearity llesl:olelrts co,.ld ~ raltfi$Yet-3 ~ Lllcorstttt:ii:hQlderf. 

tJe.safely cvac:utfed m c-.ase of a sen-
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Arthur McComb 30 Kirby Lane 
Lake: Ronkonkoma, N. Y. 11779 

. August 30, 1983 

Go~ernor' s 3horeham Fact-Finding Panel, 

. S'ittinq et Riverhead County C'enter Boardroan, 

Riverhead, N. Y. 11901J 

PUbliehe8ring in our unique government form was intended to be a vital link between 

citizens and their government, to transl~te their wishes into actions of their 

elected official~. It started in the dire necessity for survival in our old orig

inal New-England town meeting~, and as we say about the science of the nuclear-

~fusion form of producing electric energy, it aeems to be still in stages of develop

ft\9nt, not perfected. Shoreham hearings leave much to be desired. 

rft a few 3hort months, the public has had fired at them, a congression~ hearing, 

(of special sort where seven panels of less than 20 speakers were on th3 agenda and 

the public could only present written addres~) two sessions of the NRC liccensinq 

board' of three jud~~ fran 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

qutirtely publicised, with too much reliance on the vagueries of the media. Even the 

meaqer New York S"tate requirements for their own notifications were not done. 

Each editor, using his or her own 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. I_ have been as 

close to the Shoreham trail ~s probably anyone, and I missed the first of thi$ 

body's session in Hauppauge, but none after that. I determined to correct what I 

could, and this oast week I have given to over two thousand person$ in my county_, ~ 

typed notice with a page of some infonnation on the subject, of past record. I 

talked to them, and found that about one in twenty-five even heard of the hearings. 

A small few were not interested, but most of them were glad to get the message. 

Some promiseq 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 

Ronkonkoma: to Riverhead, from the express.way to the SOund. 

With adequate notice, ~11 of these hea~inqs would have been swamped. I lost my 

voice talking to a lot of people, but I got it back, just for ¥OU. 

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 escaoe, and just quicl:ly abandon all f~:,.nuclear 

enercry? ~A,. 

7H<> ~c ..(.(1to)S'S2 -l.-o loo o · 

llPPt4'rr 1D /Jct-; l'tiJ: Pl/.4/.IC #Olf/AI&- 15 r#r Hr~r 111F lff?v/I i#tP~e-A~r~ 

K~ 1-r .r'llR-ttf?rf).) As wr J(111Dw 1r; 1/t/ r11r' //""1 G'#~AISJ ~wN ~f'rnN'3 

• ,l)/lt> I e~M ~11111) Ro fPa1nc -:J)lf'Yuhru'AJ lN ~-'w. !/UJ.O MrEJf/IAT"IC-, /rl't"M 

eJf'/r PA-~ ,..o ~#()'n/G?'(.; ~fl"M t11~e ,t..F'l'A ~'F c.v~fll/rll~,v,- "1"b t11t11tJYJ..1E"R. 1 -r:.s 
'1tfllV$'/ /J.110 PIZ-IJllJlll}-~ J.1ir UJ "1/r SNb'l'FJ.tr, mr S°Jl"/ttP/JM snt1t-S 

J"/llS S-t/ftf/tl~ warr II- "?'i4-+'&~n;,,F'e:t!1>llJ.Y W.JJ~S''nJO..J> ,lt'Jg-$..;excel'Y-ro !r>l~/NSIDc 

Jf1!;Jd1 1'1'/ rvAYtfY tJ"P ,IYE]lllJ..Y :J.O~o Prl>P>.€ 1/tt'~vMJt.I(, 1'i>JJ> ~~tJrfGj ~J.P Ar NJ.l~r / 

;4_1. llG"'APY fe.t'~.rt:TF:Z>~ ~~11rAt' ,>"µOt.IJJ) Pe cJ,A/E" /)t"'r'i. t7# A-1/J:> 4'N'tr f62f~ 

/1'11> V/f//Y"a-'Yf's,_~ '99tJe~~e. rcr PACrF 6 '2.. • · 
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l~-------- -j195 East Main Street 
:Smithtown, New York 11787 

SHOREHAM UPDATE. 
SEPTEMBER, 1983 

Diesels Crack, Cuomo Slips: Time to Rally 
GOOD NEWS 

! . \(516) 360-3987 
August began with remarkable news about Shoreham: in 

~ ' 

.Executive Committee 
:Pat-Carr 
_Matthew Chachere 
-Scott Fowler 
.Ted Goldfarb 
lsue Heller 
lfahard Johnson 

'.Jeff Kluo?wer 
!warren Liebold 
iAlan Polsky 
'Loma Salzman 
:Mary Swet 

, Executive Coordinator 
: Nora P;~des 

Of Counsel 
; )dmes Dougherty 

:Member Groups 
AME~D 

!concerned Citizens of Montauk 
East l'nd Shoreham Opponents 
·riends of the Earth 

spite of LILCO's past claims to the NRC that the plant's 
diesel generators were trouble-free, serious cracks were 
discovered in all three of the generators' crank shafts. 
The news has forced delays in the plant's fueling (8 months 
to more than a year), delays in the licensing hearings, 
and, re-evaluation of LILCO's cost estimates for the plant. 
Shoreham is up to $3.4 billion and climbing towards $4 billion. 
The company's 56.5% rate hike request has been postponed, 
pending a more 'final' guess on the plant's cost. 

Doesn't it seem like LILCO is its own most dedicated 
Shoreham opponent? 

BAD NEWS 

' ·rienc.s of LI 

t 
_-, Jrnup ior the South Fork 

Unfortunately, the bad news is that this good news has 
another side. A year's delay in Shoreham's completion wiJl 
give the utility's friends in Congress (Sens. Moynihan, 
D'Amato, and Simpson; Reps. Carney, Lent, and Bevill) and 
in NYS time enough to rescue LILCO from its emergency plan 
ning dilemma. 

.. Hampton's Energy Alternatives 
- udson River Sloop 

· 1 learwater. Inc. 
LI Friends of Clearwater 
Marine Environmental 
"'ouncil of LI 
North Fork 
Fnvironmental Council 

!
North Fork Opponents of 
Nuclear Exposure 
North Shore 
Coalition for Safe Energy 
•Nuclear Resource Center 
\Peacesmith House 
:reconic Environmental 
I Resource Center 
isale and Sound 
'Safe Energy Alternatives 
: Science for the People 
Seawanhaka 

:'..;:.~·i.J! \".1-:~rkc:-s .A.n3jr.st Nckes 

!suHolk for Sdfe Energy -
iWnmen's Health Alliance 

'\Women Opposed to 
Nuclear Technology 

Though the lighting company has concocted its own emer -
gency plan; now being litigated before the NRC's licensing 
board, everyone involved realizes LILCO would have a far 
easier time getting a plan approved if only some govern -
ment entity would back up or command LILCO in its effort. 
Pro-LILCO political forces could cook-up a "send in the 
federal troops" scheme, and, with the extra time, push 
legislation through congress. 

GOVERNOR CUOMO IS SLIPPING 

Federal involvement is clearly the wish of our 'friend' 
in Albany. Remember when Cuomo said he would not "impose 

- v 

I 

a state _plan on Suffolk County?" He chose his words carefully. 
Tne- gover-n-or-, s recent stateme-nts--s\1ggest ·11e- does not con .:.. --~ 

sider federal emergency-planning involvement -at the state's 
insistence - an imposition on the people of Suffolk County • 

. Though his_ Sho.reh..am Task Force won't fo:rmally report until 
_e~rly October, his recent comments suggest he's already decided 
that an emergency plan .£fil1 work on LI, if only the state's national 
guard are trained and stationed close by. 

Here's what the LI Association of Industry and Commerce newsletter 
reported about the governor's visit for lunch with business leaders 
on August 17th: 

,,,-----J 
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"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, Yo~_§_,_ No •. 7, 9L~~~_._6 __ _ 
• It's certainly frightening to realize Cuomo believes a plan like 

that would "resolve" the issue. 

The governor may insist ·that he's kept his promise to Lid~rs -
·"-· , aft.al:. alJ.. 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. 

T.IME 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. (The,;:e 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 -
era ts at Colonie Hill in Hauppauge. w"E 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. 

*** *** *** RALLY TO TELL CUOMO NO SHOREHAM *** *** *** 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER STH, 6:30 pm - 8:30 pm 
Colonie Hill, Motor ParKway, Hauppauge, New York 

BRING NEIGHBORS, FRIENDS~i ~ FAMILY! BRING POSTERS AND BANNERS! 

If you would like to help us organize this get-to9ether by 
distributing leaflets or making phone calls, please call our 
office - 360-3987. 
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The liko~ Shoreham story 
Fifteen years ago, Llloo wrote a pres.s 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 oomplet.ed and the oost will soon be 
approaching S4 billion dollars. If the Shoreham plant is ever allowed to operate, ii will increase 
your electric bill by approximately 65 per cent. 

Background 

·,The Atomic Energy Commission (AEC), later replared by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(NRC) conducted oonstruction permit hearings for Lllco's Shoreham facility in 1971. The AEC, 
at the time, told citizen groups that all questions relative to evaruation planning oould not be 
raised during the hearings. The appropriate time, they said, to disruss those issues, would be 
when the Shoreham plant is mmpleted and Lllco 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, Llloo is applying to the NRC for an operating license for the Shoreham 
plant. However, the NRC's own regulations require that a looility have an evaruation plan in 
plare before a license can be given to operate a nuclear power plant. 

1'I 
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During the past two years, in overwhelming numbet-s, the people of Suffolk 
County demanded tbaJ the County l.egislature and the County Jixecuti.ve 
objectively examitw the feasibility of evacuation planning for the county, and 
tWt simply yield to Li/co 's appeal to the county to develop an emergency plan 
for Shoreham. 

Sinre a serious radiologiral aa:ident at Shoreham amid kill and injure thousands of people, the 
citiz£ns of the county were making a simple request to their government; represent the public 
interest on Shoreham, and not the private interests of Lilco. The elected government of Suffolk 
County responded. 

The Decision 

Beginning in the spring of 1982, Suffolk County began one of the most comprehensive 
evaruation plarming studies ever undertaken by a municipality. The county spent $600,000 
dollars to hire the best plarming consultants in the nation to examine the feasibility of 
evaruation plarming in Suffolk. In January 1983, three volumes of material were submitte<;l to 
the county government, and this was followed by 8 days of public hearing> by the County 
Legislature. 

On February 17, 1983, the government of Suffolk County adopted a resolution 
stating tbaJ as a result of our unique island geography and limited road 
capadty, it would be impossible to devise and implement an evacuation plan 
wblcb would protect the pu.blic health and safety i11 the event of a radiological 
a«ldent at Shoreham. On the same da,y, Governor Cuomo released a statement 
supporting Suffolk Colfnty's position. 

Sinre there is no way to protect the public from a radiologiral aa:ident at Shoreham, Suffolk 
County has petitioned the NRC not to grant Lilco an operating lirense for Shoreham. 

Two months ago, 3 of the 5 NRC Commissioners publicly stated that they do not believe a 
nuclear power plant could be lirensed if the local government could not devise an evaruation 
plan. If the NRC resptrts 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 lirensed. 

Shoreham: Economic Impact 
The abandonment of the Shoreham Nuclear Power Plant would mean, of course, that Suffolk 
residents would not have to live with the COll.SfflUenres of a radiologiral aa:ident at Shoreham. 
In addition, Shoreham's abandonment would be an economic blessing to every ratepayer on 
lnng Island. · 

flL 
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As previously stated, an operating Shoreham plant would mean a crippling· 65 per rent electric 

rate increase for every family on Long Island. Such an increase would make Long Island an 

unfavorable plare to looite and sustain businesses, as well as making it difficult to buy and sell 

homes. Thus, a 65 per rent rate increase would result in the loss of thousands of jobs and 

would redure the market value of your home. 

'/be state Public Service Commission guarantees the Lilro monopoly about a 15 

per rent a·ate of return cm all capital investments. Therefore, Li/co will reap an 

enormous pro.fit from tl1dr S4 billion dollar investment at Shoreham. In order 

for Lilro to pay interest _payments to its creditors and dividends to stockholders, 

who hapJ>en to· be the major banks and investment houses in New York, Lilro 

wi-ll have to extract frorll fung Island ratepayers an extra SJ billion dol/a.rs a 

year during Shoreham'~; first 10 years of operation, and an extra S(i()() million 

dol/a.rs a year during Shoreham 's second ten years of operation. 

e ft#l§ *Ef¥¥Wl!f**MNQ ·*5±¥4 WWWWd'M&M *'4*!&59!·##~ . .3 

When the cost of operating Shoreham on a daily basis is added to Lilco's fin;mcial obligation 

to its creditors and stockholders, the total cost to ratepayers for the Shoreham plant over its 

presumed 30 year life will be approximately S;)O billion dollan-if the plant is put on line. 

Shoreham: Do We Need 111e Pou1er? 

Lilco is presently engaged in an all out one million dollar fea mongering a:mpaign that 

attempts to paint a picture of economic gloom and doom if .)horeham does not open. They 

have gone as far as to threaten ''brown outs'' if the Shorehun plant does 11ot go on line. In 

the absence of power from Shoreham, Lilco claims, ratepayE rs would have to finance the 

construction of two coal plants costing S3 billion dollars. However, aaxmling to Attorney 

General Robert Abrams, Lilco's electrical supply system has Lj2 per rent exass Gipadty. In 

addition, Lilco is a member of the New York State power pool, which also has significant 

amounts of excess Gipacity. I 

In the unlikely event that additional sources of power are n.med for Long Island in the 

future, we will have every opportunity to purchase ch~ hydro power from the Canadian 

Province of Quebec. In fact, Con Edison curr~ntly receives 8)() megawatts~- day from Quetxl:. 

Hydro-Quebec has a surplus of 4000-5000 megawatts of hyclroelectric powtr which it is 

prepared to sell to New York State and New England over tl1e next five yeas. The cost of thtS 

power is per,ged to the prevailing price of oil at a discount of 80 per rent. Let's not be 

deceived by Lilco, additional inexpensive power is available--if we really need it. 

:; 
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Sl1orel1a111: Cl1eaper Tl1a1i Foreig11 Oil? 

Lllro is fond of saying that in the long run Shoreham will save us money lxouse it will 
redure our dependenre on foreign oil. First, the Shoreham plant, at best, will be able to 
displace only 15 per rent of the foreign oil Lilro imports. Serondly, for the Shoreham plant to 
be less expensive in generating power than oil fired plants, the prire of a_ barrel of oil, which 
Lilro gets from Venezuela, would have to rise to several hundred dollars a barrel. The rurrent 
prire is about $2 5 dollars a barrel. 

Shoreham 's Aba1ulo;1111e11t: W'l10 Pa)'S? 

If the Shoreham plant is abandoned, Lilro will use its extensive politiral network to make you, 
the ratepayer foot the bill. We must not let Lilro get away with it. Lllro 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 Lllro and 
its creditors; they must be the ones to bear its eronomic burden. 

Let's not be under any illusion, Lllro has declared war against the public. In this war, the 
public has a powerful ally-the New York State Public Servire Law, which states that cit:iz£ns 
are not required to pay for a power plant that is not ''used and useful'' to the public. In other 
words, aanrding 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. 

Co11clusio1i 

If the New York State Public Servire Commission, usually not an ally of ratepayers, renders a 
dOOsion on Shoreham that ignores the "used and useful" principle, Suffolk County must 
immediately appeal such a ruling to the rourts to make sure this principle is strictly enforred 
with respect to Shoreham. I am pleased to have drafted and sponsored a resolution, adopted 
by the County Government, miuiring that Suffolk County intervene before the PSC and, if 
necessary, go to rourt to make sure that the ''used and useful'' principle is enforred and the 
rost of an inoperativ~ Shoreham plant is not passed on to ratepayers. 

I 

SuffoOl County is currently involved in a tiwnic struggle with lilco over the 
Sborehtlm plant. For the most pa,rt, tbls fight bas been waged on the grounds 
of protecting the public's health and safety. Success on Ibis front should not 
distract us from our further obligatkm to ensure that the ratepayers of Suffolk 
County are not called upon to bail out Li/co and tbel.r creditors from financial 
problems resulting from tbel.r imprudent investment at Shoreham. 

County l.egislator Wayne Prospect 
TELEPHONE (516) 499-5886 
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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
tion made the following submis
sion which appears just as he 
wrote it. 

. . Jrllne <Case 
f~l/J.t.-l#/'1J{lii~~/J,~$~~ 

ga 11'ro~1~flr annn 
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 assert.ion of vr.ry low prohahility 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 oi 1n1staKcs or 1a11ures wn1c11 coullt wao ltJ a 
melting of the reactor's core and tht>n 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. I should mention ~ 
that the RSS was not considered to be simply an 

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 dama~e. Thal study was based on relatively 
small reactors. In the mid l 960's the AEC updated 
the 1957 work. concluding that "with the larger reac· 
tors the poi.eni.iai uama~c cuu1<i be even grea1e1. 
From this the AEC and the nuclear industry con
cluded that there was a real need for a study that 
w.ould show that the likelihood of such a calamity 
was exceedingly small. 

The multivolume RSS cond.udt~<I that sl"rious n~a..-.. 

tor accidents were so unprobable as to be virtually 
irrelevant. Release of the study was met with joy by 
electric utilities which began using choice bits of its 
executive summary in their public relations efforts. 
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 l960'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. lhe-bounds.ofuncc;:ta.inty tor !ht• RSS risk 
estimates were really much greater than wnat was 
being suggested in the Rosy proclamations issued in 
t~e mid l 970's. In early I 978, the NRC finally 
disavowed the studies executive summary and own 
ed up to the wider uncertainty bouncls. 

A Grain Of Salt 
These uncertainties became more important as 

tf;nc WCiil on. I;; i 97:>. before iht· RSS had evcu lU".Cll 

released. a large fin~ occurred at the Browns Ferry 
Plant in Alabama.· disabling virtually all of th<' 
plant'!' ~merge11cy cooling systems in what wast hen 
nuclear power·s most serious accident. /\ pump 11tJt 
normally used.for safety purposes was used to prt'· 
vent the core from being uncovered. Recall. that t ht> 
RSS was not VP.ry kren nn firP<.; :.le;. ;.1rci<teiJ•( !n
itiators. 

The Rss·s predicted values tor th<~ Three Milt
lsland (TMll accident was very mixed. TMJ occurred 
after only 500 reactor years of opera ling cxperi1·m·t· 
but since the RSS was classed on human error 
issues, its prediction for the sequence of events of 
TMI comes to well over I in 333.000 reaetor years. 
Likewise. the failure of the automatic shut down 
~i}'"Sl.crn::J ~~ !.h~ S.:;.: ....... " ~"':a .. ~ \ l. ;u;~, O.•H,: dt b1 owu~ 

Ferry ( 1980) were expected to occur only om·r every 
several thousand reactor years. The significance of 
TMI and some of these other accidents. then. is not 
just one of public health issues but as a test of our 
predictive mockls for reactor acddents and for the 

! 

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 l<eactor 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"·.1bility of at'cidcnt ocl'urrenc<'"-

So when LILCO and Newsday claim that a reactOr 
accident has a probability of l 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 thf' Pmf'rffrn

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 
quality assurance proiJiems au<i LiLCO's testing 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 bv 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, -~~~_I:CO <!_l!C.?.· 
that a react.or accident is only a thcorl't kal po,,sibili 
ty instead ol a vc1·y n·al oi1e, you nccct not bt· very 
concerned with effective emergency planning. If an 
accident will hacpc11 only ··once 1·vny five hundn·<I 
thousand years·', why bl' com·crned ~ith whethn or 
not a good portin11 ol Sullolk 1·an hi' CV<H't1at1·<1 or· 
about the East End being l'Ut oil? LI Leo·.., em1-rg·1·i1""''" 
cy plan clearly reflects their attitud1·. It appt'<ll'S to 
be a Dian nor srrio11sly me<ir?! !() !)(· n·~:!:~;tic but 
developed simply to g<'I the plant lin:n,,t·d in full 
knowledge that tht' NRC will probably approv1· 
almost a11y plan. leaving implcmcnt,1tio11 prohlt·ms 
to be workl'd out sometime i11 the lutun·. Lq~islaticm 
currently pending in Washington would allow 
Shoreham and other planh lo operate without an 
evacuation drill and without an 1·111cq.~ency plan 
reviewed by 1 ht· h·dcral Jo:nwr~e1Ky M.111ag1·11w11t 
:\gene}. ld11,,c11i11i.; tile ruin. ,,till turlhn· 

On thc one hand. Lll.CO l'laims to hav1· a n·ali,,ti<
plan to havt· hu11d1·eds of tht·ir c·mployec" 
substituting for County ollicials in th<' 1·vent of an 
accident. At tlw sanw time LILCO note that tlwir 
volunt1·rrs will not hav1· l<'l.!ill "tandi11g. /\...,,ul 1lit y l'R 
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peopll' hav<' 111111·<1. drivns would hav1· 10 mak•· tlwir 
own clcl'isio11 wlwlhl'r or nol lo listnr lo Lil.CO "!rill 
lie cops". Thc11 liow is 1111" pla11 w11rk.1ltll' ii llw 
emcq~t·rn·y stamp has 1111 kg;il sl<1nq1111g .ind I"'"'''' 
of e11forT1"n1<·11I'' 

Convincing The 
County Government 

~any peopl•· .s11gg1·s1 tl-1.it I h1· 1'011n1 y g11v1·rn1111·n1 
is the real culprit. that an •·v:1n1at1on plan wonl<l 11111 
prest'llf serio11>. pr obkn1.-. ii only t hi' <·011111 v w1111ld 
l'OOperat1·. Yet. ii wa>. ch-.11 lo 1iw <·111111tv .,;HI n111'>I 
ol its citizens long ago thctt <·v.i1·ual io11 ul ,1 tl'n n111<" 
much ll'ss than :ltl mil<·"·"'"'·"'·'" ""I pr.11·1 i ... tl fl·" 
ticularly in i1wk1111·111 w1·.11hn 111 111 llw 11111h1 "' 
thousands of s1111111wr f1111ri>.h. Evl'11 LIL('().., 
studil's show thal. in tlw 1·vt·n1 111 an ·'""id< 111. 
thous;111ds of 1w11pl<' 011lsich" 11f 1111" 1·11111·n11·va111.1 
lion zo111· will lh'I' . .,., tl1<1I llw n"il 1·v.1('11.1tion zo111· 
will almost 1·1..-1 ai11ly lw gr.-al n I h.111 I.II.! ·o·-. 1«11 
milt- radius. 

As 0111• lt"gislator put it. wh.11 < iti/.l·n groups h<1v1· 
gotten the county lo do alln y•·ar-. of l'clt1('<1ti11g 1111· 
public and luhbying is t 1 uly r.id11"al. .I h1· <·1111111y ha" 
been telling 1 lH' truth about l"V<J('lf<ll ion I ro111 Long 
Island. Th•· peoph· whose lll1>.i1wss ii is lo deal with 
1.raffit' 1·onlrol a11<l 11<1t11ral ctisasl1·rs are nol runnin1.~ 
away from the reality that i.I w1ll'kahl1· rv;11·11.rtio11 i>. 
impossible. This h<ts 01·1·11rrl'd only hl'l'ause citiz1·11-. 
have held the polit i<"ians f<'<'I lo I he I irl'. 

Disastrous 
!<'aced with a lack of confidem·1· int lieir <ihilitil's to 

safely run a lllll'kar plant or 1·v;inr;1t1· 111111'h of L<111g 
lsla11cl. LILCO n·sorts lo ils lasl <i:·g11111c11t. W1· 11t'l'd 
Shoreham to pn·vent hlackouts and l'ancTlati1111 
would lw tlisasln111s to Lo11g hla11cl'.'> rconomy. 

R1·1111·111lwr I hat in I 1J"/:l Lil.<·< l w;i-. pf,..1di11g wit fl 
the J\EC to hurry tlw 1·1rnslru1·t11111 p1·rmil !waring'> 
to prevent brownouts hy I '17'>. Th1·n tl11· linl' 
IJf'came that Shoreham was ah>.1>lu1 .. 1y n1·1Tssary by 
nJ77. then 1!17!1. In 1'17!1. LIL('O 1'1esidt'l1t Willn·cl 
Uhl held a p1Tss conlcn·111T lo an11ou111·1· thal ii 
LILCO was not pn111itt1·d to build two t I :>o 
megawatt 1111ch'ar plant-. at .Ja1111·,.,p11r1. th1·n· would 
be rotating hrownouts hy th!' mid 1'180''>. """'long 
will we stand for inaccurate lon·l'ash" 

In the 1979 LICLO rnte cast'. tht' Sh11reham op 
ponents coalition (SOC) presented a dctaih·d c·onsn 
vation alternative to Shoreham. ckvrlopcd hy ttw 
Energy System>. Rcst~arch <>niup IESRG) of Boston. 
Without the use of any "erot il'" t cchnologies. ESRG 
dernonstratPd how Long Island coulct do without 
Shoreham. 

In 198:J. before a hea.-ing hdrl hy the Stall' 
Assembly's Energy Commit tee on the Economi(' Im 
pact of Shoreham on Long Island·-. •Tonomv. LILCO 
tried to support its 111.·ecl-for·short'h«rn ;irgt;mcnt by 

..:::lrc.<.enl ing a sl ucly that cone! rukrl I hat <'V\'11 wit tr -

suhst;n1li<tl conservation. bnn"nouts will ht" 
enevit<lble if Shoreham docs nut opera!<". 

, Conservation Could Make 
Shoreham Unnecessary 

_l!ut .. a dose look at LILCO~s stu~y reveals some in
teresting facts. LILCO assumes only ""cost 
effective•· conservation. and LILCO does not find 
most conservation to be cost effective! Co
gcneration is not cost effective. according to LILCO. 
Air conditioners of higher than standard efficiency 
arc not cost effective according to LILCO · even by 
1955! 

Of course. this should not he too surprising corn
ing from a company which is using a state· 
mandated home energy audit program to sell elec· 
tric heat. and whose cn<'rgy audits carefully ignore 
conservation of clectricitv; company which in 1978 
placed a nuclear enginee~ in charge of evaluating a 
wind powered alternative to Jamesport instead of 
searching out a wind power expert: company whose 
solar systems all have electric backup heaters even 
when oil or gas may be more cost effective. 

The bottom line of Shoreharn's economics is that 
if the plant operates well. we will see a bO per cent 
increase in rates and the plant will probably never 
save more than it t'osl s us. II the plant operates 
poorly. then we are n·ally in tn•uhle. 

The questions which w1· should r<'ally be asking 
our f'lt'Cted offi!'ials an·: 

Wlty clo W<' pay for 1..11'.c·o'.-. 111istak1·s? Why do w1· 
l1<1Vl". an <'rwrgy p1dil'y thal emphasizes the 
t1·chnologv whi!'h rlispla<T'> oil at .i t'oSI ol $'.l.'.l:J a 
g;ill<Ht ISh.ord1<1111I wlw11 11il 011lv !'OSI'> LILCO $.7'.'> a 
gallon? Why clo w•· allow LILCU to >.ay it is in favor 
011 conserv:1tio11 and ;ill('r11ate so11n·1·s publicly. hut 
wltil'll pl;11·1·-. ;ill ol ii'> 1t''>t>1111·1·-. into Sltord1<1rn? 

/\1111. fin;illy. why do w1· llt'l'cl LILCO? 

Wan·en Liebold, Executive Committee of 
Shoreham Oponents Coalition: 

• 

WD1He ribbo1ns siglnlDirW 
Shoreham op1>9siticrrn 
'f.~Y, .. ~W~J.K J.1~s-.W~J/h ~ .. Mount Sma1 - b~zens of ~ftOlk Life. "It lias been 

trees and a number of snowballing." 
street signs on· Salisbury Pearlstein !'aid the 
Row here sport white symbolic project is seen by 
ribbons · not as part of an the group as a form of 
effort to control insects, but · ' s i m p I i s ti c c 0 m . 
as a symbolic protest munication" between 
against the controversial people who have concerns 
nuclear plant just five about Shoreham but have 
miles away at Shoreham. reservations or too lilt.le 

The group which con- time to become active in 
ceived the idea, the newly- combatting thereactor. 
organized Parents Against "This is for parents and 
S_horeha":1· is confident the working people to express 
ribbon-tymg will become their views openly," said 
widespread. according to Pearlstein. "They don't 
spokesperson Ann have to speak out. and they 
Pearlstein. "It has already don't have to go to a 
spread Lo areas in Coram, meeting. It is all very 
and we just kicked it off on simple." -Peter Scully 
Wednesda , '' she told 



t~®@~il® ~M® lLO[~«P @)ITT)@ ~~§es~Y.u~cp;If ~~j).~~m9~¥.9., 
!,~Sll~~LK /:.!~r-1!/1/G,J-:_W'!;P ~aili~g to make lower cost part ol the State ot. N~w dama~e to the plaintiffs, 

Suffolk Life F~d1tor and operations to that state. action, each seeking wer available to Long York and the public m- the ~wt charg~~· 
Publisher Da.vid Willmott, Governor Cuomo stepped damages in the sum of $5 istand, PASNY has terest requir~s th~t With the fthng of the 
on behalf of him.self an~ all in and arranged for billion, and a sixth cause of violated its purpose and PAS~~ assist m j_ pa~rs upon the defendants 
other res 1denl1 a I Grumman to receive action which seeks to policies established at the alleviatmg ~u.ch shortage l this week, action has begun 
ratepayers of the Long PASNY power in ref.urn for prevent higher costs for the time of the creation of the by p~ovidm~ .. such to protect the public's 
Island Lighl.ing Company, a promise of expanded public to make up for the Power Authority of the generatmg fac1ltltes as, interest in regard to low 
has filed a $25 billion law facilities here. loss of income to LILCO State of New York. may be necessary or cost PASNY power. 
suit aeainst John Dyson, Th::t act.ion prompted a dues to the sale of PASNY "Pursuant t,0 Articie;, oi' desirable to co;;trib;.;tc ~-- "'We've JUst started to 
chairman of the New York wave of suits by other JX>Wer to Grumman and Title 1 of the Public Utility the maintenance of an fight," Willmott said. 
Power Authority, LILCO, business operations, metal any other business. It is Authorities Law, the adequa-te ·and dependable "This is just the beginning. 
and _Grumman ~or- working firms and this sixth cause of action purpose and policy of supply of electricity for We will continue this battle 
porat1on, charging restaurants, and the that causes Grumman to be PASNY is and was for the public corporations and through every courtroom 
discrimination in the likolihood of others to made a part of the legal creation and development electric companies within of the land, if need be, to 
distribution of l~w-cost follow. all seeking a piece action. of hydroelectric power in the metropolitan area of secure for the people of 
PASNY power which has of the PASNY pie. And "rt is our intent to theinterestofthepeopleof the state ... " the action Longlslandthereliefthey 
caused monetary damage f)vs1111 announcerl a ".JuicP nrevenl Grumman from the •;ta'" c' Ne···"~-:· ::.~-' a!!ege:: i:: ;:::.::-~. ; neeri irom LlLCU rates if 
lo lhe piainiiffs. fo; Johs" el fort which having the availability of f~~ih~;~~r1e " it'" ., w;; ' LILCO, in failing to seek j we are to survive and 

The filing of the suit's would provide PASNY low cost power. We fully I recognized and declared low cost PASNY i)ower to I protect our future here on 
papers, accomplished power for new and ex- realizethefinancial impact that a shortage of depen- ease the burden of high i Long Island." 
early this week, is a panding Long Island firms. the proposed LILCO rates dable power capacit~ rates upon its rate a ers · ---·- ---
product of the Power for But no public official at would have on them and / 
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compe en a orneys an 1 an a 
the People campaign that time spoke out for the upon other businesses as 9/-rs111~I am a owver , decides to take on such a case he soon will 
launched by Suffolk Life need of the public, which well. But the public will Dear David Willmott: -::-cYP~1;,.,-1t-tff find o.vt that it is a waste of his time (his only 
seeking to secure low cost faces a future with elec- also suffer the imoact, and In resoonse to vour editori<1I "lo<:."r" m

11
"t saieable .. Commoditv-fand' .. an expense which 

PASNY poWei •vi '"'" tricity raLes i11Ce1y w much more with the need pay" I am obliged to take a very opp0site neither he nor his client can afford. He also 
pOS·t· Y s I am a law r but eve y might be, along with his client, on the public. double and the burden of for higher taxes and in- ' ion. e ' ye r 

P 
citizen must take exception on a variety of receiving end of a variety of retaliatory The Power for the eople increased taxes needed to creased prices that will lawsuits for damages. be f grounds to the content of your editorial. effort began .cause o pay higher LILCO rates in surely follow. We cannot sit F ff' As to "what's good for lawyers 

1

·s rarely 
irstly, the defendant's or plaint! s ac· 

efforts lo secure low cost school districts and all by and permit the PAS NY tu al out of pocket expenses are in fact paid for good for the public" may I remind you that 
·power for business, without levels of government. power to be doled out to under the New York State Civil Practice law lawyers merely avail their clients of laws and 
mention of the public's Since Suffolk Life an- business without con- and Rules _ depending on who wim

1
. laws are that which keeo society from chaos. 

nl!!!h! and nf>ect f0r !0~'.' CG::~. nuunceu ii.1> i11H:"H• w ;iit u. i:iiderauun uemg give•• w ~ecor.cl, if the suit is purely spurious a It someone through their own lack of care Po~er as well. The rlriw to class act.ion suit on behalf llw public," Willmott said. motion to dismiss the case very early on will for another human being causes that human 
help business started of the public, several state Any ·monetary gains that be granted by the courts and costs will be being to sustain injuries, they should be Shortly '·1fter ( .JL( .. '(.) an- ! · d th be 1. d It imp0sed against the losing party. answerable. If you pander this premise . . - officials Jurnpe on e may rea 1ze as a resu be w N ? 

Third, if a jury or judge feels someone has surely your answer must - And hy ot nounced its request for a bandwagon, as did county of this action would be v t 
1 been injured by someone else's wrongdoing ery ru Y yours, 56.5 per cent rate increase officials. and announced returned to the ratepayers shouldn't that person have a right to redress Jess Marche

511
, Sr. P:ormtngvllle 

lo recoup costs for I.he they too woulrl file suits on in the form of credits and- in our courts? The allernatlve '" orob1'ntv .. °Editor's Note: 
ShorPham nul'lt>ar nowPr •:'.·::::~' .. < 

1

:-:,. ;'::~:''.:· '"" ,.. :;;;·;;, ... :.-"., '.'::;: .... ,".. rriat by combat which plunges us back to the 1: unty tn rare cases. Most judges are 
plant. avoid a duplication of ef- said. "We've been robbed dark ages. reluctant to automatically order restitution. 

Shortly after that an- fort, Suffolk Life's class here on Long Island Our court system dates back almost 1.000 2: How many parties have you sued as a 
nouncement, Grumman action suit look a new turn, because of PASNY's years and was restated by no less lumlnous lawyer who you know would never end up in 
l
'ndi'cated it would not k · t document than the United states Con· court, who then had to retain counsel but see ing actual monetary discrimination agams us, were never reimbursed for this expense? X and as Planne

d here on d be II 1 t t stitution. It is the one place where citizens 
e P amages cause of the se ing ow cos power o J: let them put up bonds covering all ex· L I I d be Use Of the di b can ask fellow citizens (juries) to resolve ..ong s an ca · scrimination by PASNY upstate residents ut penses then sue. If they are right they will be I t · ·t problems and juries are comprised of skyrocketing e ec rtci Y in offering low cost power making none available to reimbursed, if they are wrong there will be h di resp0nsible citizens from every walk of life -rates, and had been ol ng to uostate rPsiriP.nt" ""rl. T ·""" l«l::inrl rPsirlPn~s " iurtu,, ;-

0 
cover expenses they have caused. 

"v• vur touL1 di"' ur 1awyers. My years of 
discussions with ofiit:iai,, oi' local businesses without a Willmott declared. "It's experience have led me to believe that if a Jess, as we have discussed before there are 
Georgia who were at- thought for the public here. lime we strike back. It's party deserves to win, be he defendant or too many laws, too many lawyers and too few 
tempting to entice The Power for the People time for retribution." .. ,,,, plaintiff, he will. people who are willing to fight the system. 
Grumman to move its 't 1· J" 'fhe Po'"er for the People . Silly lawsuits will rarely be handled by The system is drowning all of us and the legal 

su1 1sts 1ve causes of n system is leadinq the way . 

.. 
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HUNTON & WILLIAMS 

707 EAST MAIN STREET P. 0. Box 1535 

RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 23212 

TELEPHONE 804 - 788 - 8200 

September 8, 1983 

Lawrence Brenner, Esq. 
Administrative Judge 
Atomic Safety and Licensing 

Board Panel 

,.--,.,_ 

1919 PENNSYLVANIA AVENU~ N. W. 

P. O. DOX 19230 

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20039 

202-223-9950 

VILE NO. 

DIRECT DIAL NO. eo• 790-

Dr. George A. Ferguson 
Administrative Judge 
School of Engineering 
Howard University 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20555 

2300 5th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20059 

Gentlemen: 

Dr. Peter A. Morris 
Administrative Judge 
Atomic Safety and Licensing 

Board Panel 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 

Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20555 

In the Matter of 
LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY 

(Shoreham Nuclear Power Station Unit 1) 
Docket No. 50-322 

In light of the diesel generator situation, LILCO 
believes that, at best, fuel load can occur during the late 
first quarter or early second quarter of 1984-

cc: All Parties 
EP ASLB 
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Honorable Mario C'uomo, Governor, 
. Executive Chambers, 1350 Avenue of 
New York, ». Y. 10019. 

Arthur McComb, 30Kirby Lane 
Lake Ronkonkoma.~ N. Y. 11779 9/6/8~. 

RE: Your Shoreham Fact-Finding 
the Ame:rica:s, -S:!ue Ribbon• Panel and their . 

Ensuing Counsel on Shoreham. 

OPEtf LE'ITER TO ALl MEDIA. 

'!'he only reason we in SuffoH:, Nassau and tiueens LILCO area can s(?e for further 

•tcrct-findin~ jl'\ fission-nuclear ~s to dull the overwhelming opposition of •pro

V'l n.cial• reside;its, with a strong '"'pro-fission• report from a· •:ti1ue-ribbon• pcmel. 

FE~deral, and th!!· rest of our state, seem sat on this-.. Referendum .is the answer. 

".Ii' I were naive, I might hope for your •bl'..l.es• to counsel you to :;crap Shoreham. 

B:c.t how could t'1ey? The sta~re is set for ~n OK scenario. Of 11 voting seats, 8 

hove history of pro-fission links, some strong ones, and only 3 oppose Shorehai1-i. 

ll vote ,or_ two J11:!Y switch. Influence of 2 NRC non-voting seats need no comment. 

-or the a pro-fission, 2 live locally, as do the 3 anti 's, in the voting seats. 

L1kely• advisors to ~ing Geoi·ge III felt tr.ey did what was best for us; colonials, 

too. 
1 

I can•t help but wonde:v how King George, if here'u would handle your prob] em .. 

'I1ie ""blue-ribbon ... tool relieves electives of decision~-pressure by providing a v.:lip

ping boy. They still decide,. but the pre:: sure is off. Suffolk" s legislature, i.n 

its finest hour~ justified t::ue representative rule speaking for Lt's people, cs 

tlte first procbct of one r..an,, one vote doctrine at local level. '!hey showed guts .. 

You!' Shorehan panel, as does your PSC, ha~. a miserablt- hea.ring-at :endance recor~ 
r.tostly those w};o lived elswli_ffe.. Marks, lhelrod and Kahn did not listen at all .. 

Rr,nan sat in half of N'assau' ,3 hearing. .Burstein made less than f of each of 2. 

W:ilson sat 2 of 4 sessions-. Kouts- and "Cbainnan Marburger, as well a-s the 3 vcting 

a-nti-seats, lhtened four full meetings, and heard us; all the way. 

To pen a panel position papet for you, Governor, 11 rndy vote. Sonehow, .. it shoutci 

match the til'!\e spe~t listenfog to us, in the public h•1aring our N ·?w England toi-.ns; 

started. Reading minutes is not like list.ening. Much is lost. 'ie all knew tbe 

bent of each one before appointed, and you added a Su:~folk person, anti-shorehc1'11 

·after n flood of demands to balance it sorr.e., Then caMe screams from pro, and you 

added one -- tie score -- unbalanced agair.w Marks, K,:ihn, Axelrod and Ronan, should 

not vote. Wilson with 2 sittings and Buntein with l1~ss than f of each of Z. c 

vote weighted at maybe .;,.. The 9 LILCO conferences sht)uld not cou .1t, only hearj ngs. 

In any event, there should be a minority :report, unle5S the panel is unanimous, 

PSC, NRC Licensing, Congressional Overf?ight and your ;)anel met lC times in lesf; 

+.hen 4 months ··- 9 in July and August, and 9 executi v ~ meets whe1 ~ public only · 'f 

listened. 'Th@'public was th:>roughly conkunded. Onlt masterful 3ttention couj d 

sort it all oui. Poorly publicized, people were conf1sed. The I>lhlic saw semi:~ in

·differerrce- sucl. -ci=r.. the Licensing Board did in Riverhe ld; by adjou ming nearly < n 

hour 2arly, and refusing to ttea1r some. It appeared t' me to be c rrogance. 

Your panel set 3 hearings, hut a public dduge in the last of 10 hearings, August 16, 

vi~.1en people fiLally got a ha:idle on it, 51 ;amped it so another ha< to be set foi· the 

30th, but most of the darn~e had been dent:. Time ran out. PeopJ a flooded the last 

cne too. The 1:hoice, to abandon or licen:;e, is too h·nribly serj ous to tr\fle witha 
' 

Two executive :>essions should close it aL -- September 7th and J 4th, at 9 AM 1:ach. 

I hope every n!sident writes to you, Gcve:;:nor, as I hive. 

~w~.·(f/~/.'Fi-J."a.''~~'-~~ 

.... ·: 
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OP!\? LETTER TO GOVERNCR MARIO OJCMO, NE\f YORJC Sl'ATI:. Re:: Unanswered 5HQREHaM lettera. 

My three •open lette~ appeals to you, 7 /19, 8/15 and 9/ 6 11 with copies sent to all of· our 

elected officials, are~unanswered to date. I have no one else to appeal to, short of 

reTolution. I called you 3 timeg in NYC and Albany and got only secretaries of your sec

·' retaries, and vague promi!fes. We are miserable pawns of. NRC, LILCO, PSC, and vested in-

0 terest~. Electives and polititlans: are switching course with blazinq rhetoric to weasel 

out of past posi Hons- on Shoreham. Thank God some hold fast. Ve who want Shoreham aban-

• do11ment before radiation is started, know we must not surrender to those who want us to qgt 

their coal~ out of the fire, their bad investment in the •fission-nuclear" losing cause. 

Heme rule due process has been ignominiously massacred by our own federal bureaucracy, by 

non-resident, non-elective judges, in a licensinq board app&inted by appointees, in turn 

appointed by federal eleetive~. The hearing should be void. This three-judge licensing 

beard of the NRC has made a farce of home rule due process. This rr.ockery made fools of the. 

Kew York State public. We attended. in good faith and were treated in arrogant disrespect. 

! ask you, Governor C"uomo, to defend us. Two hearings enly were held in Suffolk, none in 

LILC'O'S' NS-ss'au-!ueens- area. Previous letters told of the 1983 tangled hearing mess-. 

Suffolk, my home for 65 years1 fa·ces a documented, horrible, gruesome man-made menace, pro

moted by my own go-.e:mmentCnot 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

r~ties, we wonder where the hell to turn - what to do next! We wont let apathy drown us, 

nor let insanity of the hnrnan gamble qo unchecked. Crippling dependence of sick, blind, 

deaf, very young or old, amputees etc, need us. Stupidity of evacuation rule (to where?) 

is damning evidence of a grim danqer facing us, and its source must be reir~~ed by abandon~ I 
ment of all fission-nuclear plants-. Evacuation •sine qua non• is admission of guilt. I' 
Evacuation and mtoreharn must be dumped before radiation. Back us against U. S. goverrunentJ! 

We are also Etllre, fran years of docwaentation, knetmto our gove.rnment and to their appointed i· 

·~me •caretakers•, that the sergency core cooling system (ECCS) cannot work safely. It has r, 

never been test-proven against failure of regular cooling. Simply put, nuclear-fission en-

ergy comes from 30 to 40 thousand pencil-thin {zircaloy metal) hollow rods, bundled into a 

•core•; rods about 12 feet long in upriqht bundles, with pellets of uraniwn dioxide fuel in. 

than, 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. 

· C'en-tTnuous flow or cooling water MUST CCClLthe activated rods of the core, or· we qet incred

ible disaster in MELT 1Xl1N: If reqular flow stops, and it has, temperature quickly tops 

2000 degrees; ductile sircaloy metal rods swell, then crystalize. The ECCS, supposed to 

•eccl with emergency water, cannot flow upward between the tubes because, closely packed and 

now swollen by heat (called blisterinq), they block the flow of water. Heat rises so rap

idly that in even seconds we are in irreversible trouble. If a plwnbinq break causes loss 

of regular pressure, emergency water escapes in the rupture, leavinq the core to runaway 

temperature, whether or not it is blocked by swollen tubes. We still have disaster. 

Y tell you nothing new. I have reed it and heard experts exP<>und. 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 down7. We have ~on stripped of our de

fense~ when the pe-id, appointed •caretakers• of our livos, li~er~tes and pursuits of happi-

·ness, wlen the three judqP.s, the licensinq board, not even New York Stet_ers, and not nec

cessa-rily physicists, dictatorially have the final say in licen)l.inq to start radioactivity, 

,. & ft er violating our due process of la11, and their own trust. · 

"l'O ALL MEDIA EDITOR3 516 588 2020 
TO ALL ELE~ AND APPC!HTED OFFICIALS 
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. cont. from cov11r He charged that the 
computer codes used to · 
predict the likelihood of a 
nuclear miSllap are over'ly 
simplistic and thus 
unrealistic. 

Aft msk. 1fovce rnmeettong . , · ! .::~:~ of nuclear-related 

:; ~©D@lTil~O~~~ ©J@fID©J~@ ~
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P.. l - .SUFFOLK Ll~E- 'I. ?-1/fJ:J-v.JeJ) }j outside the 10-mile 

By PETER SCULLY Sh reham Commission research reactor which same materials. "Let's get emergency planning zone 
"Very little of what you 

said bas been very 
correct," responded Kouts, 
spurring ap ensuing 
argument which ended 
when Kouts declared it 
impossible: to debate ef
fectively during the panel 
meeting. "A little 
knowledge can do a lot of 
damage," he said, looking 
at Kaku. 

I 

Hauppauge - A skeptic speaking in confident killed three Americans, back to the real world," required by the federal 

among the many optimists terms of the benefits of one of whom was impaled said Kouts. government. 

who t111ve ap~red. Michio nuclear energy, and in- to the reactor ceiling by a "Everything I have to "Quite frankly, the wind 

Kaku stands alone as the sisting its potential control rod turned missile. say is related t.o does not stop at 10 miles 

sole physicist to question dangers have been greatly Photographs of the Shoreham," &aid Kaku. "I and the laws of physics do 

current nuclear exaggerated. decomposing hands of an take exception to what you not heed Nuclear 

technology, and Shoreham Kaku, a professor of early nuclear scientist who say." Regulatory Commission 

specifically, in testimony physics at City College of accidentally exposed And so be continued to regulations," he said. 

before Governor Mario New York, was somewhat himself to lethal doses of poke away at what he sees "In a real reactor ac-

Cuomo's fact finding panel. different. His presentation radiation by combining as flaws in modern cident, medical teams will 

Literally dozens of explored what can be piles of enriched uranium reasoning on the issue and not be prepared to handle 

scientists ana engmeen. cuii.i~~; .. .; :.:-.c .;fa:Jbten; an a table tcf. ~uestioned accepted victims," said Kaku. 

have appeared before the history of nuclear power. Chairman John Mar- '"Many victims simply wi.:! 
Cont. on PAg., 4 

•. 

. .4 . 

H. Kouts 

Utilizfug a slide presen- burger questioned whether . not show symptoms im-

tation, Kaku outlined some much of the material could mediately and those who do 

of the major failures of actually be considered will be treated but will die 

nuclear technology and related to the Shoreham anyway." 

displayed graphic evidence issue, and panel member The physicist also faulted 

of the potential · if rarely Herbert Kouts - himself a ' the federal government for 

~"'~"' - .; .. .,,,.,,." of un- nuclear physicist and failing to perform a "crash 

controlie<i radiation: recognized expert mi test" of a nuclear reactcr, 

The January, 1961, ex- reactor safety . said he ' and described how the 

plosion and "total core would have told a much ' funds for the project had, 

destruction" of .!'n Idaho different story using the · j instead, been funneled into 

OPPOSING VIEWPOINTS - Physicist Michie 
i~o:;~. ;-;;:-:~. ::::-::::! !'-!erbe!'"~ Kouts, a reactor 
safety expert and member of Governor Mario 
Cuomo's Shoreham Commission, engage in a 
healthy exchange on the issue of nuclear safety. 

Photos by Pet~r- Sc.!J J Lv. M. Kaku, 

other programs. The 
nuclear industry has 
drastically increased the 
siz.e of the original small 
reactors without per
forming proper analyses, 
Kaku said. 

"It , certainly can," 
retorted Kaku, returning a 
,...t,,_. 
e;u:." ...... 

Shor eh a rn. Kakw 
charged, "will Operate 
illegally, if at all," because 
it does not meet federal 
codes established after 
construction began. Long 
Island Lighting Company 
spnkei;"'~n 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 1 

will be a clear health 
danger to 10 million 

1
1 

people." 

£" "'- V..1 r'l.o...,., n. .. ~.,;.~ -("1 n,91 
VUJ.l .LAU '-.!..,..a... .....,. ,__ ~- _, . ..., __ 

; l~~~3i~~~rva-
'. the other on Staten Island, to coal. The decioiorr:• 
, L~y Er1v~ii\~ur;:1.:;:t~! Cc-~"!!:!i~t'i0n°r Henry n- WP~ 

. Iiams, was hailed by the environmentalists who · 
have been battling the conversion plan. "This de- ; 

. ti_sion is a great victory for clean air in Queens," 

;""ci)Siij" but unnecessary, and said the-requirement' 
t "certainly has raised a serious question" about 

whether Con Ed will pursue the conversion. 

. t1omsts, the state has granted Consolidated Edison's 

longstanding request for permission to .~•.tm coal at 
the Ravenswood and Arthur Kill gen.irator&. but 
only if expensive pollution-control devices known as 
scrun.oers are i11t1uiiit:u •t. uu.i. ";;.., ... 

Con Ed said it might drop its plans to conven , 

the two oil-fuel,,U g••nerat.ur11. one iJ~ A~t.(.,ri_ii .. aruL 

. . 

5di<I, Rep. Geraldine Ferraro (D-Queens). "The , 
. CC'trtntissioner's ruling is a firm statement that : 
! ~he first priority is protecting the health of tht> 
· people of New York City." 

8hortlv after Williams announced his agency's · 
1 conditional approval, Con i!;d spo11.esman 1\lanm 

. Citten called the decision ditmppointing. Gittl!ll said 
that th~ 4tjl!ty _c9!_1_~.i~~!"~. ~\;_l'.\lb.J?ers to ~ not only 

Th~ city's air code now forbids the burning of 
· co;al, 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 
at1 plans providing for disposal of the .solid waste 
that retmlts from burning coal. -Caryn Eve Wiener 
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p,a 'ti:::fiscu~vW)~~~J.l~~~[({ffit , _ SID~W@. . ·· · Y c.a11:on .:VI.Li _ - pay for"'°° , - _ _ _"The alterna i\t~a Jtrf, ·~t"'By consutenhy Hna~pauge - ·!fis _lack. of on the most recent .Pl:8°t very dea_r," , ~Bocb· 1-providiog higher than confidence - in _ · prior p-ice tag of $3.4 billion. .brueckner _ -- told the {leeded voltage .to tbe wall 
estimates apparent, '1bat cost estimate was members of the panel. "To ~kets of Long IsJand, _ 
Assemblyman George based on Shoreham'& open Shoreham and subject, Lil.CO is causing ad- · 
Hochbrueckner {D-Coram> commercial operation by the people of Long Island to dilional, unnecessary 
testified last week that it May 198~. The diesel , the potential of a nuclear ·1Jiower conswnption," aaid 
would cost less to abandon problems have set -the i accidentattheexpenseofa Ho-chbrueckner. Other 
the Shoreham buclear · projected fuel load date [ .CiO per cent to 00 per cent utilities have successfull)' J 
plant than to let it operate, back to early 1984, and ' rate bike or greater, or app1ied this tedim~e 
and offered a four-point could add almost $400 abandon _Shoreham, ! said, while LILCO'-s 
plan he said would offset million to the cost of the ·resultini in no potential for · current "policy is to 
the loss of its generating reactor. About $1.5 million 1· a nuclear accldent at the maximize consumption by 
capacity. is added to the price tag elg>ellSe of a zero to 40 per maximizing voltage." -
"I felt LILCO was each day. cent rate increase. Surely o Conservation and load : 

waving a rea ag, saying it . -HOchtrueckner main- '. logic - and economics inanagement, according to , --woura cos more - o .tains 1hat 1wJl.__J.OO:._;_ demand that the Shoreham Hocbbrueckner, _ ,_could 
abandon Sho am, when . megawa_tt coir plants plant should not open." reduce ·J..ILCO's peak · 
it was clear to me that the LILCO says would be , · The New York State demand by~ MW by 1999. 
difference w~ not that : necessary. to _replace Power POol's capacity. is \ A program of incentives ~to 
great," •'id Hoch- Sho~ are not needed, ~ow 32,000 megawatts, I cus~ers seeking to shift brueckner. - cutting the cost of aban- while peak demand is only electricity demand from · 

speaking _ r be f Q._r e donmer_it by 40 per cent. P2i,ooo MW, Hochbrueckner peak _periods would reduce 
Governor Mario Cuo19o's Scrapping the reactor, he 1 uid and some of the 11,000 the · need f-0r peak 
Shorellam Commission, aaid, would raise electric 1 MW 'excess could be used to generating l:Apacity. 
Hochbrueckner said. Long rates by between zero and off&eJ the loss of Public education, reduced 
Island Lighting Company's 40 per ~ent, as opposed to ··soorebam's 840 MW._ usag~ of electrical beating 
conclusion that aban- -the higher Shoreham- "The -electrical power and increased use of 
donment of the con- ~lated r~te increases now needs of Long Island for the energy efficient appliances 
troversial reactor would ID the off mg. _ ·.remainder of this <:entury r would also reduce demand, 
raise electric rates by 76 ~e actual amount of a can be met through off-the- , be said _ _ -
per cent "must be at- rate ]like related to_ shelf, tried and _ true 0 Inciner~tion of gar· 
f8Clreci:1' abandonment co~d vary, alternatives," said Hoch- bage to energiie ·plants, 

Recent problems with he D?ted, ~pending. u~n brueckner. . . -seen as the solution to Long 
the $3.4 billion reactor's ~bl_1c Se~ce Comm1ss.1on /µDong hlS suggestions, Island's ·future garbage 
emergency diesel fmdmgs m an ongo1~g were: . . problems,_- would ·also 
generators threaten to Sbo~eha!'l prudency u1- ~ 'ftansrruss1on of ad- provide Teplacement 
raise plant c0sts higher, veshg~tJ~n, and Suffolk d 1t1-0 n a I 1 ow-cost electricity, according to 
causing Shoreham-related - ~unty 11 forcing .~f ~e . .hydropower from Canada Hocbbruectner. By 1999, _ 
rate increases to leap as - _used zu:id useful prm- j -and up~tate New Yo~. By Long Island will generate 
well, Hochbrueclmer said. ciple, which says ~ plant 1 ~xpan~n~ the capac~ty_ of 158 MW by· resource 

"There comes a point charges can be shifted ~o / t~ el'lshng transmiss10n recovery, •ccording to the -
when it is- no hmger · ~tepayers unless~ P!ant lS . lmks - across the Long state Energy Master Plan. _ 
reasonable to throw good used ~nd useful 1~ ~e Islan~ Sound rather than -~eoeration, ·_Wind .and 
money after bad," · said product1~n .of electri~1ty. constructing a_ new one,, -~ar power could also 
Hochbrueckner. "If we . The pnn~iple,.contam~ LILCO could obta4t bet- p-ovide usable amounts of_ 
learrt from , past LU.CO- ~ ~ section of Pubhc . ween 840 MW and 1,4()0 MW energy in the l990's, -~c-- . 

_Shoreham history ,,; we Service_ ~w, has never for Long .Wand at lesser. conting to the .re_porl. _- __ 
can conclude that opening been tried 10 such a l~e ~t by 1987· Hocbbrueckner is the 
the Shoreham plant will a~donment case, and is a o Reduction -'Of LILCO sole elected official to •er , 
most likely r:esutt in an : subject of _legal debate. ~ltage to U1e user. LILCO · alternatives to Shoreham 
ultimate increase to the , Suffolk has vowed to go t~ ~uld C?nserve three per · ,as part of testimony befo~ • 
ratepa ers of 60 to 80 per ! . court to a_ttempt to have it cent of its ~~ or 80 to 75 the Shoreham Co~isswt - cent,, Y - · enforced 1f necessary, and MW_ by provtding 117 volts He urged the panel IP 

LILCO bad requested . Hochbrueckner pr~dicted to its customers rather } consider the report"in it& -
, ate,_ creases totaling 56.5 that the battle will end r than 121 volts, Hoch· ' recommendation to the r m there " tru--'---r ""'1"d · · -- 1, · _ __:percent over three years~ j.:-.- · - · .-~- .• =-i"" .... · governor. 
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--t---t t the generator problems have put off fuel-loading for at least six mo~ 

a -as· - added $250 million to the price of the plant. It will be another a.eve~ 
. before LII..CO officials can tell whether the problems will cause even A::K:b 

cost and delay. 
,f,'m;~=f'Mii.T'~'f'l:::-:~:i':::'"l':"'':":l~~-,.-~~ Because of those delays, Suffolk County and other opponents down 

Mineola_ Standing to the side ·rt?,1* . .· .,, .-. played the decision. "We're not overly excited," said Deputy County Ex=i 
behind a podium, LILCO's chair- . ·• ~( '· · tive Frank Jones. "The NRC is in the business of licensing plants, r= 
man, Charles Pierce, smiled broad- · regulating· them. It has never turned one down." 
ly through the press conference Even some LII..CO supporters, while pleased by the NRC's findings, sea 
yesterday as his top staff took the decision's impact was diminished by the generator problem. Vance &ii 
questions and spoke of joy, relief or, treasurer of Citir.ens for an Orderly Energy Policy, said, "It was as i 
and, finally, vindication. they fumbled the ball on the one-yard line." 

After months of headlines But no one was going to put a damper on LILCO officials hungry b 
about new delays, higher eosts, good news. "It's Ii very, very happy day for the company," said Wilfred Uhl 
and every single crack found on LILCO's president. 
the crankshafts of the emergency "I've seen a lot of licensing decisions, but rve never seen one so clean a: 
generators at the Shoreham nu- this ope," said Donald Irwin, one of the attorneys involved in the hearings 
clear. plant, an Atomic Safety Li- "And it's not as if we weren't put under the lens." More than 30,000 pages o 
censmg Board had provided a testimony and 119 witnesses were called in the highly technical hearings 
salv~ for company officials by re- "There's a personal sweetness to it," said Brian McCaffrey, who is r€ 
solvmg the bulk of the safety is- sponsible for managing the Shoreham application through the federal agen 
sues at the plant in LILCO's favor. - cies. For McCaffrey and 20 to 30 others whose personal lives have beer 
It ruled that Shoreham meets all . . Newldar / aw Davia disrupted for the past year during safety hearings, it has meant being awa~ 
federal requirements and should LILCO chairman Charles Pierce at press conference from home 70 per cent of the time, working weekends, making frequen 
be allowed to operate at low power trips out of town, and days ending at 11 PM or midnight. 
once the diesel-generator problem is solved. "There's a lot of psychological popping of cham- Th~ news o~ the decision was picked up late Monday by a L~O em. 

hi a quiet moment later, the normally flinty Pierce, pagne corks around here," said Jan Hickman LILCO ployee m Washmgton and brought bac'k by plane to Long Island dunng th£ 
who has been under stress for months and who has even spokeswoman, alluding to the company rule fori>idding. night. ft:. ~andful of LILCO wor~ers were called in at 4. AM to start copyin1 
offered LILCO's directors his resignation if it would help alcohol on its grounds. She called the decision a "ma- the dec1s1on, and some key officials were awakened wrth the news. McCaf 
the company, volunteered; "I guess you could say there is jor psychological boost" to the company's buffeted mo- frey, for example, was called at 6:30 AM at his hotel suite in New Orleam 
joy in Mudville." rale. where he is attending a conference . 

. c?mpany officials say the decision is the biggest single Originally, the licensing board's decision was to be At 8 AM, a quick summary of the decision was on the desks of to1 
dec1s1on to date toward obtaining an operating license much more. It was originally expected to put LILCO with- LU..CO executives, and Pierce said he had his secretary call each of th1 
and it leaves only the diesels to be corrected before fuel~ in weeks of fuel-load and low-power operation. But now, company's directors. By 4 PM, the news was transmitted to company servict 
loading to test the plant .at low power can begi1,1 _ • . -C~!ltinued on Pqe _g5 _rep~e~,~Uiti~~~ over ~~ir ~~pu~ te_Jnlinals, ~!though only a handful O' 

·: t" u' -d-y ·c-a-·-1-"'1• s' Sh - h, T~e report was.ba~· on a poll of 550 Nassau and Suffolk r~sidents ··-0 re am. 'taken in May and on a computer analysis of property values in communities 

Threat to Horne Values 
By Kobert Fresco P. ~l!nispA "f-'lh ,i113,... w ev, 

Hauppauge -An average hofi~e 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
sulting firm, and Social Data Analysts Inc. of Stony Brook, "points out the 
fallacy in LILCO's argument that when Shoreham'goeson 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 
as of 1967 that a nuclear oower olant was oin to be bu' " 

surrounding three operating nuclear-plant sites in New York State, includ-
ing Indian Point in. Westchester 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 propei:ty 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 
within the 10 miles of Shoreham would drop 7.4 per cent from $55,936 to 
about $51,787 l\°d that the total value of the 173,000 homes within 20 miles 
of the plant w~uld decline by $41Q million, reducing taxes collected by 
school districts lmd 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 !ant. 



,. 

JJ',f f:c~f;j-wfanel Chief Is Optimistic 
sea~e (l\P)W ~ head or a special The commission is expected to issue finish them as long as the supply system moved from state court to federal court," 

commission looking for a solution to thP its report on WPPSS in mid-November. is in default. he said. 
financial problems of' the Washingtcn Luce rc-{l!sf'd ioriisruss :my mmmm.en- A fifth plant is due to start producing Luce said he has talked with represen-
Public Power 8upply System said. vester- dat10m1 tlw committee is working on spe- power next spnng. iat.ive& or Chemicai Ba1IB. ai.Mu.i. fot: µM,,;· 
day that he was optimistic that an out- cifically,butsaidthatanysolutionwould Anumberofcourtsuitshavebeenfiled pects of a settlement and -was 
of-court settlement could be negotiated have to be" comprehensive, looking at all by bondholders and Chemical Bank of encouraged by comments of investors at 
that would be fair to both ratepayers and five plants and all of their problems." New York, trustee for the bonds sold to a recent WPPSS bondholders meeting. 
bondholders. Luce said a settlement ''may not rep- finance construction of the two terminat- "Chemical Bank said they don't have 

"The risk of not doing anything is far resent perfect justice, but it could be ed plants. Luce said it may take fiVR. to 10 the authority [to reach a settlement], but 
greater than the risk of any compromise fair." years to resolve those suits, cost millions the bondholders' advisory committees 
we may find," Chnrles Luce told the P11· In t:he !an'.est bond default in history, of dollars and distract Northwest utilities would have the political authority to rec-
ciiic I~orti1WetiL lJ LiiiLy \._';vn;~:1 tu.l,t.: ~IJh•~ :,u\., ;:1~pr.1i:1 6):steG1 ~du11tted ir_l July thu.t from tho pla.r.ning n.ece::;s~:.:· :,... c~.:.t~.:~ !:?rr...mend ~ settle!J:!~~t>" L12r:~ s~i~. 
mittee. "We have to be optimistic. If the it coula nu longer pay the $2.25 billion future electric demand will be met. Any settlement would have to be ap
region pulls together, we can do it." debt on its two terminated nuclear Luce said in an interview after his proved by the courts and would probably 

Luce, a former chief executive officer plants. The default followed court rul- speech that the utilities of the North· require action by state legislatures or 
of Consolidated Edison of New York and ings freeing the 88 utilities sponsoring west need to realize that "they aren't off Congress. 
administrator of the Bonneville Power the planlH of their obligations to pay. the legal hook yet" and eventually could "Congress will help, provided the 
Administration, heads a three-member Two other WPPSS plants have been be ordered by a court to pay the bond-, rights of the bondholders are protected 
"blue-ribbon" commission appointed by mothballed and Luce said there may be holders. and the taxpayers don't have to pick up 
N~~-th•.•:(:'St :;~1.'i!C'.'.'.o'.' ~":_;~ ~"'':~A•• no"""''" "'"'!'PrP I.hp financing neeop<l to "The lit.igRtion hmm't stooned: it'H _iu8t. the tab," he said. 

Farmine:dHk - A new survey of Nassau-Suffolk"" 
largest businesses, conducted tor the Long Island L1 gh·~ 
ing Co., indicates that more than half of the top officials 
at 100 of the largest companies in the bicounty region· do 
not expect the cost of electricity to rise significantly over 
t.he next three years relative to t.heir other costs. But 
when asked to cite weaknesi:;es in the Long Island econo
my. thP l1tr11P~t. n11mhPr of 1.hP. LILCO survev's resp0i::.
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 gro11p, at the Pine Crest Manor Restaurant. 

The survey, conducted by Decision Research Corp., 
Lexington, Mass., and was based on intt'rviews done 
Aug~ 10-17 - after the company announced plans for a 
phased-in rate increase ot 5h.::i 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 R11rvey. Officials at Rix companies, 
including four manufacturern. snid tlwy expectr·d 
their ont.lavs for electnrit.v lo Pxcr~ed 5 per cenl. of -...-:J. . . 

"~ ......... 
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In mid-$eptember, the NRC's ~tomic Safety and Licensing 
Board (AS~) for Shoreha.m rul,.ed ·that the pla11t meets nearly 
all NRC safety standit.rds arid can:.. once ·the· diesel generators 

·' are fixed ... be licensed for fuel load ·and low power· (to 5%) 
testing. ~ 

.i .1 But;what'does the ruling' really mean? Can we sit back now, 
breathe'' a; sigh of relief·, and trust th~t Shoreham is" a I safe I 
plant? Does 'the board-• s action mean that Shoreham• s 'ful,l 

4~ Citizena oi Montauk 
·• :~ End Sho11!:ham Opponents 

· of th!! E.lrth 
_ oiU 

power- oper.ation- 'is 'inevitable•? ' -. , · 
: L •' ~ f:.,J : .l,4 • .. ~ \, ' ... : • ,- • :,. 

The ruling is neither-proof of safety nor the end-of ,the 
fight. 'The,~C·did· as·expected: ·it carried out its· mission 
to license - not r~gu+a~e ~ ~uclear paver plants. . . .,.. ' . . } -~; ~. ;" . . . ' 

~p fqi: ~h~ Soµ#\ Fqrk 
n~s Energy Altematives · T~e NRC's licensing pro~ess has been criticised again and · River SlPOp · 

Clearw1t,er, Inc. 
U filmds of Clearwater 

t ... : · Marine Env. il'Ornnent.ill . -~Council ol LJ ·-· . 
. Horth f Prlc . ! · Eitvirorunentll Council 

-, again·for its narrowness, bias, and absence of justice. In 
1979, the NRC's own Special Inquiry Group on the TMI accident concluded: - · 

· North Fork Opponenta oi 
-~li"f>99t11W ___ ....._ .. _.....,. ___ c _ -~~~_so~ fa;-_ a~_ th_~_ ±.!C:.~!1-~j.~_g_ prQ_9.e~-~ j,_s .. §>Uppo§~<l. t;Q 

provide a publicly acessible forum for the resolu -
tion of all safety issues relevant to the construe -
tion and operation if a n.uclear plan, it is a sham. 11 

North Shol1!: 
Coal~1orSafeEnergy 
N!!dtai: Re.~~ Center 

• .P~Houte 
Pliconic Envirorune.ntal 
Rel!>iuw Center -
s..fepidSo~ 

. · ~ Energy Ntemativi:e 
.~ for the Peopk! · -
"Seaw~a · .. · 

· Soci-1 Workers Ag;Un~t Nukes 
Suffolk for ~e Energy '- · 
.Women's Helllt'1 All~ 

;-~:~~~~ 

:i: ; 
.-··j L- .. : t:' 

- ... - , ... ' 
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·1n fact, many'major'safety issues are 6ut of int~rvenors' 
reach. The NRC has declared long-standing problems to be 
11 g~n,ri6 11 -~ meaning they can be settled on a whoiesale basis 
only~ not litigated in individual plant hearings~ One of

0

the 
more serious, ATWS (Anticipated Transient Without Scram, or, 
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. ~ach time an ATWS Task Force is formed and 
comes up with a solution, the industry cries hardship and the 
proposed regulation fades from view. The -latest.effort at 
resolutiop was prompted by the Salem, N.J. plant accident 
this February ..; an-'ATWS event. Yet· now~ in October -' nine 
months later - the new ATWS Task Force has yet to suggest 
im)>rovem~n~s;· Shoreham is free from yet. at.'ther critical . 
safety ·requirement-·but ...;·-amazingly·~~- 'safe' enough to' oper~te. --

I :;· 

. ,. 

--------; 

The ASLB's decision must be ke.ot in .oerspecti.vP. The'ludi -
crous s~fety fl-C!.Ws c:lt the Diablo Canyon 9-nd Zim,mer nµqlear 

__ c_·-__ plan~~ si.irfaced onl:y_~t:eJ:'Jp,pse_ QQ_~rs!~._s;er_ifi~d :the-"pla.nts. 

. -

J 
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'l'MI Unit 2 was licensed at full 2ower,. tP,e Acc.:i,p.~nt 9pcurred .. 

Contrary to proponents claims, Shoreham' s . Qpe;-ation .•is far 
from inevitable. Consider these roadblocks: l.· Intervenors 
will appeal-the ASLB. 1.s r.uli{lg, bey9:gd;the NRC -.j.f nec~ssary; 
2. The diesel gener.ators must be rep?li~ed QF replaced - if 

·possible;·· 3. An acc~pt~bl.e, worka.ble eIJle+gency pJ...~n. J;nust be 
. approved and withstand ,co.urt appeal~ ]:;>_efore a ful:J. power 
license can be granted. 

So hqlq,,on ... Reserve;!y.ouJ:, ~t.+~w.rt:b., +be. re.al, fight hasn 1 t 
begun. · ' ·-------- ·-----·---·-·-. ·::·-'· 

·: i :' . 
··:~ ... ... 
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SOC's Cahalan Endorsement 

Th0ugh the Shoreham Opponents Coalition has always recog~i,:ied; the 
value of political and lobbying efforts, we have also taken a middle 
road in election campaigns. We've figureq it's enough to let members 
know how candidates stand on Shoreham. 

This year, however, we couldn't afford to remain diplomatically 
neutrai. On September 26, we endorsed County Executive Peter Cahalan 
.for a second term. We believe his leadership is essential in the 

,, fight to stop Shor~ham. 

.. ~ -:. . '' 

-,,,;l~~.:;'.i..;~ •. : -· . 
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Pat.rick Halpin, the ,Democratic candidate for County Executive, has 
made this election a refer~ndum on Shoreham. He has said the plant; 6 S :. . : ..•. " ·. - .. " ..• :~"l' . ,_;. . - . . • • . r • ~ . 

operation is 11 inevitable•r, apd, in spite of his doubts about 'its 
safety, that we should give up the figh~. 

Tpis position is not only .based on false assumptions, it• s chilling ·~ 
ly irresponsible. Citizens don't have many rights when it comes to 
.nuclear power, but thpse we do have we must use to the fullest • 
Suffolk County's emergency planning fight is no idle argument: if 
we can win a court ruling that supports local government's right 
to approve emergency plans, then communities around the country will' 
paye 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 t~ey are doing - and will con -
tinue to do - the best possible against LILC;O and the NRC. 

Use the enclos.ed bumper sticker as you choose; we• re ready to 
stand - and vote - by the slogan • 

*- * * * * * * * * t * * * * * * * * 
Candidates for County Legislature 

We have polled all 36 legislative candidates on their support of 
Shoreh~!Jl., 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 su~ported 
Shoreham. If you would like to know how the candid~te in your dis 
t+ict responded, call. our office - 360-3987. --"'~ "' 



--------------------------------~~~-~~~ ----·-"-. ·"'·,;;:..-.-· -?, • - ,,~~~~-~i,_ f<~ ~ur C:tober 5th Citizens Rally at the Colonie Hill attracted 300 · .\ r:~pporters _(before the rains) and Governor Cuomo. He spent at least I an hour trying to explain and justify his endo_rsement of Halpin and , ·his call for federal troop involvement for NYS nuclear plants. The Governor maintains: federal i.nvo1•1ernent does not mean he's forsaken his 11 110 NYS imposition" promise: that some corrununities may "feel safer" .with federal troops around; that federal troops are already stationed .at "nuclear facilities" around the country - nuclear weapons facilities; ' . and, he doesn't know yet if an e~ergency plan on LI is wornable, even 
! with the Green Berets. I 
I 
I 

WRITE CUOMO. 

Representative Torn Downeye 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 DOWD.1EY ~ 661-67770 

I . 

* * * *Your support and contributions keep us going. * 
'l'"H1' NK YOU t 

I'' .. -· 

Illinois Power Cancels 
Nuclear Unit, Plans 
To Take Write-Off 
"'4J'- l1NfT J/11.o &,. "PB/8'.J-fW,, 

By a WALL STREET JoL'RSAL Slaff Reporter 
DECATUR. Ill.-Illinois Power Co. offic· ially canceled its nuclear-generating unit No. 2 at Clinton, Ill., where construction has been halted since 1977. 
The utility said it will write off its invest· n:ient in the plant over an undetermined penod of years. The amount. between S16 million and 522 million after taxes, includes charges for canceling fuel-supply and equipment-purchase contracts, a spokesman said. · 
Illinois Power suspended construction of unit No. 2 in 1977, after laying the foundation. The company decided that the need for electricity "wasn't occurring the way we an· ticipated it would," the spokesman said. Work continues on Clinton unit No. I, which is 81'.7o complete and scheduled to 

u olk Supervisors 
J.J~ctJJtili!~,Plans z~ -~~Count~ town supervisors agreed yesterday to support the New York Power Authority's plans to build two 345-kilovolt power transmission lines across the center of the state, and also voted to support an application of the telephone company to make phone calls from western Suffolk to New York City local rather than long distance. The power authority is seeking support for a plan, now before the State Public Service Commiss~on, to tr~t Canadian hydropower downstate vta a 200-IDlle-lohg transmission line. The twin transmission line is expected to cost $473 million when completed in 1986. 

An a!-lthority spokesman told the supervisors that the hne could save the state's electric customers $186 million a year for the next 10 years. He said ~e a~thority is negotiating with the umg Island Lighting Company to build a second submarine cable across Long Island _Sound, to help bring some of the hydropower her.e directly, rather than routing it through New York City. 
County Executive Peter F. Cohalan also asked for the supervisors' support in his efforts to lobby before the State Public Service Commission for a telephone company proposal to expand downstate local call areas and expand the "bands" where customers can now make local calls. 
Cohalan's spokeswoman at the meeting said the changes would save Suffolk residents an estimated $00 million a year. -Mitchell Freedman 
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Wll'/, WHY, w>-1'1 New study finds . ~~~;:.~ ··- Written prior to the com- pointed out that the draft .tricity. ' ~~-.::n.:..'..~i "r'\.O W c- CO /llt'INfl~ mission's last meeting. it commission report was LILCO disagrea with 
Y ._ Sh M m '(t does not take into account developed using Shoreham many or the auwnptions ~~ J..oct<AY/11Jd( .·' ·" ·@8'~_- · · .·.m Blf!8~©·· :::~e'!t~=~~ ;:~t~r:::t~:=1ei::~; ~ce~~~:!:~ 
A .S 

1
,r 1 r 8~£Afl({'j B Oppenheim and Assem- resulting from diesel I Consumer Protection '~ ·• ~IR\~6 6fl~:va\ ~~rn;ml'S'\ 1· bJyman George Hoch- generator problems will I board staffs in compiling· 

(.QJ ti U LI~ Us lblJ U\.Q:; ~LI El U\SO brueckner <D-Port Jef- raise that number to over the report, Salit said. . · JI/JP 'PAWS ~NP feraon Station> who spoke 60 per cent. . . The report, Salit noted, 
l'7 , 1 ~--r · IA\ · · · ~ ~ at that meeting. __ . •'The bottom .line is, .,.. tloeG not project tax ln-o /..£' o/) !, llf'1/)&11i.;, · ~~@[ffi @If~'~ o · Oppenheim said that · there is no economic 1 creaseswhichwouldresult Nv · ".,/• .· ~~1K1 rdr!::'.:. Jil!I ,42_ . _ .· under state Public Service 1 justification for putting. from Jost Shoreham flN.D /,./) Yf'$ A- [" . rrll',. Nrr-J 7 ~~ - .Law, the PSC could force · Shoreham en line," said revenues in the event of a ptfi< ByPETERSCULLY and remain solvent. Lil.CO investors tb absorb 1 Jones. "To do sow~ btH abandonment. But it did SA/(J~~ • r',,.. Even if Long Island Members of the all of the plant costs unless to foster higher taxes, . not project tax increases 

Lighting Company Shoreham Commission it becomes "used and higher rates, and related to Shoreham /! PtA-f>-///A/JI• customers were forced to cautionedthat-thereportis useful"inthegenerationof depressed economic ac- operation, either. In ad-··' bedf·: its full cost - now only a draft, and is not an electricity. tivity on Long Island." dition to footing increased· u fl. 1'~. Cl.IA. (),..,Ly estimated at $3.6 billion - endorsed conclusion by any Hochbrueckner argued LILCO bas insisted energy costs at home, 
1 r• abandonment of the of .the 13 members al the that Shoreham could be abandonment would mean LlLCO ratepayers would ~• -7!11J $}/ptJJ,._)) ~m nucleat .plant panel~ted by Cµomo to scrapped without adding economic disaster, an pay mcreased taxes due to-CPtvCr: I\ woUld raise electric rates s~te fact from fiction two new, 400 megawatt argument that is now increased electric costs in 

8 1111" A ~'f'cl:J Jll/#ti oiily six per cent more than in ~. pngoing · struggle coal plants to replace its wiped out. Suffolk has schools and all other fJt- r 1'1 its operation, according .to avei' ShOreham. Tbe draft power, because existing argued that electric rates publicly owned buildings 
ii' #O'"f £i<. a draft report by the staff report predicted LILCO's transmission lines could be would not rise above ex- and streetlights. j.J ,:'£ /-;> "" of Governor Mario rates will double by 1988, modified to carry twice the pected Shoreham related While Assemblyman 
~ f'l/!AD. ,/ ·Cuomo's Shoreham regardlessofwhathappens energytheydonow.Those levels if LILCO investors Hochbrueckner belie\.'eS f o SE"/) , 0 l'I !l 7 Commission. to the troubled Shoreham modifications, he said, absorb nine per cent of the coal plants would oot be 
~ () u~ C'W . But the report, the project. would make more upstate plant costs, and that needed to replace f'CIV /... ~ subject of widespread Many of the conclusions hydropower available than ratepayers should pay no Shoreham's power, and the 

-:"l~·'f C.e-1.f p1.AtJ media attention last week, in the draft report are the comm1ss1on has part of Shoreham's price commission staff said they 
ye V 1 was written before an based on predictions - such assumed. tag if the plant does not would be needed by 19!MI,. ~ "~ ,,..1 r~ ION-!/tlcLU assistant State Attorney~ . as the future growth of Reached Friday, Hoch- operate. SafftsaidLILCOthinksone v r r' General told the com- electrical demand and the brueckner said he plans to LILCO officials, who _5_?81 plall! would be_ needed ' ~, 'I ~e:. If/ Jt' K'Aft>UJ mission that LILCO • price of oil - which are said wTite the commission to predicted rates would rise by 1993. r c;; • customers could be held to be impossible to verify. "take out those 18 per cent higher with • LILC •' "0 ha I f f. . I P t f th 1 " Shoreham off line than with 1•. O also disagrees I. 

111
1'1....,, I r'(,#-rv .,, • rm ess rom 1nanc1a roponen s o e replacement pants, . with the report's future ""Vnnl responsibility if the reactor decade-long nuclear which would add $1.5 it in operation, never- ! p-ojections of the cost of 

were to be abandoned project have argued it billion to the abandonment theless saw the com-.Al() A~' .r!"'""f'\ l"'. l\JS Publ. h · I th · mission staff's six per cent 1 oil, said Salit. I" , ;:::,:_t;; ~ 1 · An ongoing state 1c would cost t e region as sc~nario. .. suspect e six . A full report by the - .. , e A JS O Service Commission in- much as $25 billion not to per cent differential would projection as supportive of 1 Shoreham Commission is -ruAJ: we; Hr vestigation of LILCO's use the controversial be substantially reduced," their position. 1 
' 1 rrlf r management of the project reactor. The draft report, so.id Hochbrueckner. "We are gratified the e:tedTwhithina matter of -;::;::() t...J N () W 1i/A rould result in utility in- however, found the rate Both LILCO and Suffolk staff did find abandonment w ted f~ panel is ex-f' 11 vestors being held liable penalty would be only $780 County, which says the would be more costly than pee too er findings, but 

..,. AO 11 . for a portion of Shoreham miilion - the amount of controversial reactor operation," said utility no recommendations to ~RVAJ 11-~ flf'j{ll ts If th t · S"' "' · .... Jd perate spokesman Ch"rles Salit. Cuomo on the safety and /P .; rL. cos _ e ra eoayers s:n1ngs ••. ore .. am :s ex- s,,::;u . never o " - . financial aspects of the 

~ 
r'l#aA/ ilJAs/&$ r~ y were forced to pay for the peeled to generate through because it would not be "We still feel the dif- Shoreham situation. Y•r'J ,.,,,,.,... reactor, such a finding displacement of oil burned possible to protect the ferential would be closer to. / j'/T/.£ /COllPIAI would reduce the financial at other plants .. That public in the event of a 18 per cent." Without 

~
~, ...-r::~ ~.ilcE:;. tJ>H obligation of the number decreases by Sl serious accident. claimed Shoreham in operation. 

, rr e '"' &#. /'f' customers. One fmancial ·. million each day the plant the report's findings as a Salit noted, LILCO would ~ W. (l.J~ .f'f'JJ,.). expert wld tut! commission does not operate. victory. remain 100 per cent, f 
LILCO could absorb up to Since the report was Suffolk's Deputy County dependent on foreign oil for i!l(.~'A~N=--'"~E!':~~lt!Sit.•~ Sl billion of th• ;ir-ice tag con·t. on P~11" s Executive Frank Jones the generation of ~· -

- - . .. ·- _ _,,,....._ -.:-··· .... -·-· --
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fiDance committee yest.erday . approved spending. 
$25-0,000 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, st.ockholders and government 
to lessen the fiscal impact of the $3.4-billion 
plant. It will attempt to determine how t.o 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 Tuesday. The study was first 
announced by County Exeeutive Peter Cohalan on 
Oct. 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 hU requested a 56.5 per cent rate hike 
over three years, inost of which would pay for Shore-ham. -
, The Suffolk study is · not ·connect.eel With a 
·state study commissioned by Gov. Mario Cuomo. 
A working draft of the economic action of that 
report said the coat of abii.ndoning the plant 1would be about 6 IM!l' cont higher than letting it 
go on line. · 

. "'We feel that apeuding additional taxpayem' 
ntney . for yet another [financial] atudy OD $~ 
ham when at least 10 or 11 have been done in th! 
~six months is outrageous," LILCO apokeswom- · 
an Judith Brabham uaid yesterday. -rbe audbn 

@®w~~ CQXillEf E©(J~ 'P.&f-~/P)lU3f.~-#.-~~"· - . - . ···---- .. · By LOU GRASSO '· ue spent more uWln mi 1:fiur r SfiOrebam problenl and of mind up ~t the future of · "Governor Cwmo Jet 118 • with those out in the rain, I how N.Y. State and Suffolk · Shoreham and bis &ta3C3 · ; plan an orderly ~eeting ·1 while the ~embers of the ; County can b2Gt coo;mate on the~ why doesn't he • where we can bear each De~ocrallc Part! and . to serve_~ ~e." . take the acie to come t.o · other talk! ... We have ' thell' supporters waited for Governor Cuomo bH 1 Long Is~ to listen to the .: waitecffor~inontbs-boping -; the governor inside. foundihe time t.o come to I pleas of the public · you would attend a public ·:in our exlemlJ!>~· Long Island on sewral i reprdin(J an issue that hearing of your Shoreham , ram-soaked diocuss1on occasions in recent mon- threatens> ftleir future, and Commission! ... Governor, 1 with you out on the rood, ths, but outsid8 of~ brief · -the future of our county? do not force us· to Jay in l.~e c~~-~d barely. 1 stops to chat with Governw Cuomo bas it wait for you in this ~ upon and express ~ protest.on at Democratic within hit %1"&Sp to become desperate kind of con- their manr concerns, let affairs, .be hasn't f~d known 8$ a man who frontation! ... Please Jet us . alone go mt.o any depth, time to listen to the pubbc. respond!ld to the pleas of meet to discuss the issues and but few we:e ev~ ab_le He attended no public the pubJic-t. be heard, or he fully and understand each I . to hear ~e discussion ~t- hearings held by his own can become known as a other!.. · ·- ... ·- - · ·- ·· self. That IS why ~pie in Shoreham Commission, governor wbo listened only Those pleas were voiced the crowd rep~~tedly but did find time to speak to the "ices of big recently · by a group of called out ~ you, Fred with_ the ~den of the Long bucsineas, ~sting aside the Suffolk residents opposed Adler, chairman of the Island Aslociation, who are views of tb people. He can • to the opening of the North Fork Opponent.a of strong proponents of become no-people, a Shoreham nuclear plant. ~~~Exposure <NONE> LILCO and the Shoreham defender ot their welfare. They were expressed while ; flld ma recent Jetter t.o the plant. He found the time t.o 1 Or be caQ j/)e the voice of standing in the rain outside 1 governor. .. speak. to daily DeW$paper big bucks. the Colonie Hill, catering . Adler a~: Because publisbsD at Montault, and He strikqs us as a man hall in Hauppauge where. o! t~e gravity of our limo to visit Long Island t.o who is bonOI~ decent, and the governor was siated t.o situation, the people of ' participate in political carina. OllQ.MM> will surely appear at a Democratic Suffolk County do.· ~t ; functions. But, un- . take a littJ~e. as he did fund-raising dinner. To his . regard your Sbor~m fortmmtely, no time for the with the b::m:)ess leaders, credit, the governor did · Task Force as 8 mb:)tlblte verypublicwbo:selives~ to bear fins~ the very t:'·. stop and talk to the f~r ~ P"ll~ ~ be 1D03t impocted by bus · real ~ of all tho protest.ors who awaited his Time~ ~t = ultimate decinion on . people, UR naen, wome8 .; arrival, discussing with :, yo! :d at!. county Sbwebom. . • and cbildro:o, of SuffoUt I these very concerned in- . . Why not a public 1onun, County. !, dividuals this most im- gov~rnment meet an a as Hr. A.dler ban U be ill ~t we hope ho ·:, l portant issue. To his credit, iu1~hcd~=sf:n L.!r f°:-b: cusge:stedT ~~ .. Befobis~ is, b9 will ~ly bear our , the aovernor lllG&es o.lea. . lurry of activity by the county shortly before elec
ti9na points to the political nature of their (~ 
offic:ials'l concern.• llbe added... · t-. ·- · .. 
~~' 8'.;'W~c FA/~S ~ /fln,,,oPN..o ~ tiov." cvewt:J'..S ~£'J?-e1( 1: r;rr::- 4>ert:>fi01f. rJ:!I_, r#r J)t!Jyf(I~ · 

y '1'/:10 ,i/£) nne T"o rAlr~Ve<t'Kc?te /Al T?ltr ~AIN -4~ C&>M:?/V/G' NI J./.. Ir' ,tUKl!"j) V1&0"~ ~ ~Alf"WFl/.S 17:J 'U'l, J>'/.rb#I> ~ {Re1613 ~~f'bfl'?~ 'A~ o,:' ~°/:A-'; Uo Rt:~~)' yr/, c. ~ wr>" ~ ~/. /S' f 4.ow.£'{ r;Jf ~N T#r Pb Ny £;t/J~as,, W£" lf;t~t:r nJ<f .f'HAff c1'1~ sJPJ1ra~ .. >I . ;;;., ~~:::~~ .A/~'r F/VIJfll et/al'I 0. we '" Tlie" .J"~J.J(, KA.ss,1 ti Atl.t> t;VEJG").15 ,l.IJ. c 0 /MCA- ear 711JC i ~~~~~~-~~~·'l(;~'£~~~, 'l/i~'l.~~~~~,sr.~~!~~'~r:._:~~~:AAf:_::~:~::~~J.::'e.::'d'i~i'/..:'$.:'""=~~, ll.:·~}l:f'l'JJ::..:..:"'~~'.J_:t:.~M..:...:"P:....:.."f'H~d~l/i~L0-£i_'f'/11_~_e_lh._~_",,;,~,~~-~N.111J)~FR~sdril.. '!!!ft:.~'_~ .... ~ 
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Greenvale - Declaring the Long Island panel's report is due by Nov. 1, h~ said. 
Lighting Co.'s proposed 56.5 per cent rate However, Cuomo did oppose t&e three
hike request intolerable, Gov. Mario year, 56.5 per cent rate increase l..ong Is
Cuomo promised yesterday that state ac- land Lighting Co. says it needs tc pay for 
tion would hold the increase, mostly to the nearly completed plant, whose cost 
pay for the Shoreham nuclear power was most recently estimated at $.3,4 bil
plant, "to a 1ot less than 50 per cent." lion. He suggested that company ·share-

Cuomo, appearing at a "town meeting" holders might pay for a portion of the 
9'.· Long Island University's C. W. Post plant, that less-expensive power frem oth
C~ter yesterday, repeated his concerns er regions be brought to Long lsl<1nd and 
a~ut the nuclear plant, reaffirmed his that, if the state Public Service C@mmis
pl~e to close a state prison facility at sion finds mismanagment to blan,e for the 
Pil~ Psychiatric Center and promoted plant's escalating cost, the utilit'y bear 
his $1.25-billion bond issue for repairing more of the burden. 
New York's transportation networks. · While the PSC is still inv~igating 

While the questions from the press and whether there was mismanatement, 
:. an audience of more than 200 covered a Cuomo said, "I would have to blin11t at re

wide range of issues, Shoreham dominat- ality not to see there is a serious 't IAeS!ion 
eel the 90-minute forum. The governor re- of how the [LILCO] managemen{ has be
fused to outline his plan for the haved." And, Cuomo told the p~lic fo. 
controversial plant, whose opening Suf- - rum, which was sponsored by the 

1 Nenday/K&ttnwuea folkCountyofficialsoppose,insistingthat university and Newsday, "A 50 per cent 
Gov. M

1

~rio Cuomo at "town meeting" held at C.W. Post in Greenvale he should wait for the findings of a com- -Continued on Ptge 15 

s~oJremam J[J><tim11mi-aite& tin 6T~wll1l. Meetimig9 

-Co. :in~ from Page 9. . . 1· 1 ~t ~either.· . That'l·w~y-:it's & .· ~:=~ !h:1h:11j~~·~~~ ~--ra~ tbf ~l state pris&ns aiid . ~ JB\juat out of the question. It l8 • ~ m,:: three years. ~ut ~ 18 hap- . the Brentwood prison. He said, a8 his . cou::Zrs to use the Pilgril'Wl site. 
· utterl~ ~t4e1'9:ble." ,, : ~~co= ~re 18 8 lll8JOl' plant ! aides .have sai~ before~ that court.-or- On other iaues, the governer opposed . "This 18 nJ>thing new, ~O ~- , The emor ~ .- h . I dered mcreaseun the pnson population, I 8 Board of Regents proposal tm lengthen woman Jan\. Hickman 88ld last rught, ·any e~ to obtaizi8!11~ e_'!Ould ~ J. and opposition to his prison construction echool days and the school year: He· said meting to Cuomo's statement ... No au- . . 8 mporary, OW· 1 program, mean he won't meet the June, thejdea is too costly and prefeni 'that we ,lit has, thus\far, turned up evidence of, po~er operating license for. the plan~ '. 1984, deadline he set earlier for cl08ing I try to use the time in achoo.I we have ;'11 impruden't investment. Mario has "~~e: federal ~el has 8ald LILCO 1.8 ! the .facility. While several. citizens I better." Cuomo called for more. ~e~ :aort of said ~t before. We don't want to . e~ . . to once it ~ up problems --~ the governor on the issue, ~.~ : aid to education and he prCllt'lieed m· ~1'1ng ~ratepayers pay a 56 per with it.a emergency dieeel gen~ton. .!·laid he is confounded by a 117 per cent creased state funding for college loan& 

' 
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B~/bin~l>'J. -~~PAY gation will affect ita diecelo. "From our ~ve, it'11 view that '"it'o otill an open question" "CJhether tbs~ N~J EDTironlmnt Writer · · getting more and more into a national anma,• u·Jan ·can oparate adequately. · .·. . JWenal nuditom baftl cent to U.S. nuc1eu inYesti- Hiclanan, ll ~ a:pobomnnon. 'Ills utility baa CJl'o . 'Ibe problems mth Delaval diesalo at Shorebmn o;:· g1lt6\fJI evicbmeofpot.entialcriminahmmgdoingoroth- derecl tlm9e Dt"1 cliesalo from. another mnnufedurer, other nucle:ir plantu include b_roken ~ pumpl nnd ermllful matinooffed9ralcodmbythemakeroftbe Colt lndustrieo, but t!ua unfto mo not a:htduh4 to· oil line:>, ucecoi:te vibration, c:mcbd cylinder~ Sh#eham nudear planfo clical generatora, top Nucle- arrive for u:uiy 10 months.! oil lc:mo, And mlCber and bearing problemo. ar ~tory Commiaion officiala aaid yesterday. The utility has been commended by NRC officials A top Delaval official ban admitted that improper; 'rb8 offic:iala cl9elin9d to deWl the eridence againat for finding and roporting itiJ ~~emo. manufocture amssd COID9 of tbs pn#ama. AIJ of June, Transamerica DelaYOI, the manufacturer. But tndio 'Ibe NRc'o lieencing bmndi, · • boo in- DelaYal bed be&2i cited 59 tilllfl3 f'OtViolaticma of federnl Pot&ipcm, the NRC'a chief auditor of reactor equipment formed the·fi" NRC commjraionen of the many prob- codm, more than tmce ao many u the cac:oml-IUghat ve'"'°18, aaid the potential violationo include "iilconsia- lema with DelaYal diesell at U.S. react.om°"" the past 'fiolntor ~ Fairbanb Mone, which ban uupplied dies8la tendes in documentation" in manufacturing and qual- few yearn. Thoee problems have "reduced the atafl's lev- to slightly more U.S. reactors. ity <0ntrol at Delaval's Oakland, Calif., plant. el of confidence in the reliability of all [Del.awl) die- Potapcm said the evidence given inveatignt.on waa "If 11e find knowing and willful violAtiona . . . or eels.• NRC licensing director Dorrell G. Eicenhut aaid found during thre8 inop8ctiono at Delavnl's Oakland 8(1111.ething indicating potential criminal misconduct, in a memo dated Oct. 21. plant since July. 'Ibe first, from July 13-15, found anwe refer it to the Office of Investigations," Potapoya Delaval has made about 30 die=ela - nesd9d to other 12 violationo, although most were minor. They sald. The investigations office can suggest that the . safely shut react.on when oftiite pmrer ia loot - for included failure to document that incoming parto met COGtpany be fined or that the case be referred to the U.S. nuclear plants. Only tvo hue been installed in requiremento and to notify the NRC of problema at Justice Department for prmecution. operable plants - Southern Calif'ornia :Eclison'o &m Shoreham And ebwbere. The inapection report, ob-Ofticials of Delaval yest.erday declined to comment, Onofre 1, currently Shut for other repain, and Mic::liD- taiMd by Nem:fi..~Y· aim criticiad Delaval u ibey have since the main engine abafta of Long Ia- sippi Power & Light's G~ Gulf 1, which atmted up for apparently · • to correct engineering and aslaitd Lighting Co.'a three back-up diesel generators at last month and is now in low-pomr teat.ing. Both hllTe sembly problema on three mat.er pumps that Wied on Shoreham were found crackecl in August. LILCO ia.ex- had various minor problems aimilar to Shoreham'a, but the Shoreham diesels. teosl-.ely investigating the failures, which "Crill delay not failures of the engine crankshaft.a. "While there ia no single thing we have found tbnt the opening of the practically completed, $3.4-billion A Grand Gulf spokesman yesterday said that the would lead us to eeriously question the equipment.,• rea~r at least six months and add at least $250 mil- utility has "reuonable confidence" .the Delaval dieeela Potapova said, "when you have a cumulative 88t of lion in interest charges to the plant's cost. will work correctly. But Tbomaa Nofti.k, the NRC'a .. many problems, it points to ineft'ective quality control; ULCO was unsure yesterday how the new investi- aistant director for licensing, said in a separate inter- you then have a generic concern about the product.•· 

$(gJ«l>Ullc0J~<O>°{Gj([J)Wa tCM~rrrro@11$ D~fill@~ 
J~~~~~~',J,l.~~~~~-~~~~~~~~-~~-: .... __ .... ~ ~ __ .- . mean something. We are B:yf>ETER SCULLY- "t.· 1c e termed -question e legality o a ; ler eagerly. In Jum_!he follow~ up o~ the matter, hopeful he will not The"'uclear ReguJatory "unrealistic" and absucd. ~tility-controlled and! governor ·~rote to the and his views never di~sapoint ~· that there ~nltSSion has t:l y~t He vowed to fight to 1~plemented pl.an ~nd I a~ency_ urgmg that con-; beca~e part of_the record, will be act!?n to follow rep! 1ed fa Governor ~ano · prevent federal approval of . cited 34 defects, mcluding 1 s.1derat1on of a low-power· desp!te the media play they those words._ . Cuomo!$ October 5 Jetter. the plan for Shoreham. , the fact that the Long 

1 
licens(: for Shoreham be

1 received. . Suffolk officials, who are ashing the federal agency i NRC spokesperson I' Island Expressway - a key I suspended until emergency• . "The governor bas m· also fighting the LU.CO to rtject ?utright Long Claire Miles said the evacuation route • bise:cts planning issues were <f!cated ~e has very strong plan, ~ave vow.eel to get~ Island i.1ghtmg Company's Cuomo letter "will be 1 the emergency planrung i re:oolved. He garnered Vie~ ~th respect to not state involved m upcorruns emertency plan for responded to, in time." l zone. , considerable media at- wanting to see fuel loaded! hearings on the plan, no~ ~rel\~m. a Cuomo aide The Federal Emergency · Cuomo has called for the tention. at Shore~am ~ntll th et slated for December s. said f"rriday. Management Agency establishment of a Federal. But the NRC wrote back ~mergenc) p~~nn~g issues; Cuomo . spokesperson The cfovernor, in his first <FEMA), meanwhile, Radiological Emergency [that a letter to the agency is resolved. said Leon; Betsy 'Yf'.e1ss said any public. statement on the continues its full-scale Team to implement I was not the iroper .fonu_n Campo of Mount Sma1, ,a future action by the state in issue, hGd called upon the. review of the LILCO plan, emergency plans at all of! for Cuomo to expr~ his member of C~o~o s the matter will depend on NRC -to discard LILCO's l having been directed to do the state's nuclear plants. •. concerns and urged~ t ~horeham Comm1ss1on. the ~RC response to plan to have 1,300 em- . 50 by the NRC. Anti-Shoreham groups send a re~~tative. He now owes the people of Cuomo s letter, which is ployet$ implement .· .~ : An earlier, less stringent are watching for th~~~- Shoreham s licensing Long lsl~nd some action to. expected sometime in ut1lity-cdntrolled effort,: review of the plan response to Cuomo'1 ~.... hearings. But Cuomo never make his strong words November. 
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SMH@~~·©~©JDIITrn~ l~!nR~~.~mruo~~~®Cd1u ri«@w ff®®~ \ f'. ?t!-Sfl~J../< /,.JPlr -111fo.'llft1-~P~Y, · . . · · . . . . ·. . · . . . ·By P~RSCUU.Y. C..~ •. 110 attorney staff m~"bers joinM · . Suffolk 6ffki6fa and nuinagftnent ottJtudll'd,y .~. ~ chahgM: ~I( With dte ftl;,.g of an 89- ••eaentinl Suffolh in the Conran, 'Oho ttlti~ the · '. Go_wt'Al>r Matio Cuomo LILCO With respect to · ·dffd61$. armed with fe-t ,Pal~ "9oter, ;ttoroeyu for Smr*-.~ . . ; .NRc~. Well fer,faOing_to baYe ·~ ~ Quality Auslumntit." ··: · ,,,·--·;~ thct roMpMn} ~folk Cou11ty last.-~ ··: J.Jt.(Xrc .Qwkl. 8alit tesoJ~: ctety .· tssuet. ~Uohof1bepw;t until ·In naothet ·of the 150 · · .. ~fell uenormed the l:'nn< ·.~atfd nn 1'~ of a ioid be had not read 'the ·eo!'18int!d in a posM'hree eidergency · pinning · charges, Suffolk ettorneyg · tof. I.iJ.co, charged the ~llciu;'., J\egu11tory manly c:btlrgt!I$. but baaed Mile Island atctlon plan. : . problems are reuorvea, cnargea UM panel "erred atilit~ had been t!SltUredf" :Commli:s1on licel'lslng cm lnpUt .from utmty at· .. LILCO witneues~argued ;tlfl1dntt that rlic:lioartlve ·'In fDUing to find tbat there ·a pootttve fmding .. • ! :board's partiol declsian iD ·~.'termed tbetfttin& theydklnot understand the"·, . cootamlnatlotlOf the·plont .Medi to be 11 fulJ'pb)'llica! 'J\w' montha aftet thf> favor of liecmsing the •'rabbish.0
.. ,, · tertft, but insisted the plant .•ouJd needleeoly add SZ50 inspection and design report· wes ·re1ea!M!d, a.r1 .. Shoreham ny:.ifear .. plant. ~ otba- pointa in mutd be nm safely \\ithout millic>n to ttg C!03t if it were re\liew of the Shoreham NRC lbspecUon team clk>d In lite brief · basically a . tM papen. Saffolk'a al· the list. . abandoned. plant." the utility ror numerous . tist of !aults the county .. &orneys notecL.tho :NRC The Suffolk papen also Citing repeated flbdinp Recently, mahy elected ~ Of"'cmstruction alleges are confained in the . panei ·bi:d .. ,ruled · LILCO'o faulted the NRC · for of poor housekt!t!ptDg and , officials have renewed the code riolAtions nnd gene"" decision - attorney~ for . . lack of~ with NRC "failing to . order ... a (lene.ral sloppine;;s by lt.1t C6u iu; an inOepencient l!lioppinms at ihe job sit~. Suffolk charaCP the licen- otaff on the me of the term detailetk objective .cost . NRC, the ~ty papers inspection of the reactor. The inspection Also fount' aingboardi~oredportion5 . "importaat-.to safety" benefit'hnlllncing" of the diarge that the licensing ln1982,LlLCOpaidforn an.abundance'OfitemsttMc' df the record mi.Sstatt-d · -lbc>uld not otand in the way economic,. impact of panel "erred in fAiliDB to $2 million ·•independent beer! rejt!cted at the limt! tit fectt, ond m~*' mulUple , of Ucenolng, ~te one allowing ... Shoreham to find" that the problems \'erificaUon" of the plant llnol inspection, f!Wr) eitrots in rceihing their ltDff member'o testimony operate at Jow power and "constituted a p:ittenl of... which gave it "a clean bill · ~they bad pttvious1v decision. that the utility. "does not then abandoning, the .tolatlons and were in- of health," despite the bet!b ~ed as propcdry NRC spoktsman John understand what is reactor. dicative of poof finding of about SJ million ULCO uispectors. Kopeck said tfie document reauired minimally for-

· wtill be revi•w(!(I by the saf~et~y~~·~~ •----~--;r~:-1"-:::0:~-~ :£·.?:~;~.:~ J.;!'!C.:!~. ~be.ri . ~ a}ni:q Qh,iec~SJo Debate--Teammate · j"We think itt.t licensing parties in the licensing . :We~m~ntla~ /o%till-J~th~Lc~1nt Wilfred Uhl of a man whose resignation he has de-. t»ard ref~ate"ly bent over hearings last April when he , County executive chose not to attend a and a pro-nuclear scientis~. Vance . manded. . ~ckward to achieve a ursred Shoreham not be panel debate taoed for television yester- Sailor. Josc:ph Novarro, assistant to Cohalan has said Shoreham ~not, f'uiding in Lil.CO'!\ favor, licensed until a list of the day on the Shoreh;un nuclear po~er ~ILCO Chairman Charles. Pierce, stood open. safely ~d .s~~u!d. be mothballed., : despite the emtence o( a "important to safety". plant, rather than sit on the same_ side m ~or Uhl, and he and Sailor faced the Halpin _says 1t 1s mevttable that th~: :.fticord full of ~tious on items had been compiled_ with a high-ranking umg Island Light- anti-Shoreham team: Cohala~; H;rb plant will_ ope!l and the county _s~uM, • ~M.fety which M~ not been On the day before the end , , ing Co. official. Bro~, ~he attorney representing Suf- stop fighting 1t. But he also cnt1ctze~ --·~~-~said La~nce .. o{ the hearings, other NRC _- .A'!Semb. Patrick G. ~alpin <p-Li~d- folk m its legal battl~ to keep Shore· LILCO management and Mys the pl8.11t ,,_;;;;;.;;.;.;;.;;;;_ __ ..;..._-.:~-.----....,----"t bvnhurst), \~ho i8 runrung against m- ham closed; and Nora Bredes, shou_ld be run by the State Power Au-.1.ll::~A,A ~~ ;;r:;, f'?J~'Y"J!? L2 ~ /'I QMa cumbent Reoublican l1eter F. Cohalan, · executive director of the Shoreham Op- thonty ~ _ . IY r Y"7 / &: ·:,_ ;_ .;.,. - ' r-;::,,&!11 .e:.,:'""£ ~ - r?.f • Mi~ he turned down the invitation ponents Coaht1on. The 1..,haJUl~I 21 program will not he ~ Channel 21 when he diSC(lveroo Halpin said he decided not to ntt.e_nd · broadcast until after the f'l.~t1on. W/5 ffi ~·, A //'1 t!J' I/~ 78 f' foe format would have ~im on a panel . because he did not want to sit on the s1d~ -Minam Paw~I 
p,FF"oA-rs ~r AH>' /?l/S£° Tb /1-Hy Ad~ /NTEI{- ll~J>Afe 77:' Ot:7'JJIJO(. !'fB'f: /lt?l-PIJV •/'*!a-1>1'4~ o~ r&:r;v~ ?owe"/{ ,1..1&F,#S'G; P,4'<!e //V'As ;?/../Jr cP' us, I ff"W '4/J!i" ht/..S'T #'o-r .to>Jr ~1G11/ C'r T/-15'.~e t>P-.>~Vi: 7Af'Ar )11,s P//(E ~!<.£:.. H'~r (),lf/Cp M.DIAA17i IJe;- II/I //5 /} mw ./)IC7?01ol I/AS /Y1.?r' 1er {J,g/1~_7?1 f. -~ 7P(-.iA/3'1 1;V oPI"{ llANP.S1 'lf..SS·., /15 ri'JR /fJr., 1r .SH-t?Al. Af,/~.-" . 
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§e!)~t$.-~i»._k~Ilinc~ Rive:r lBir~e<dieir 1Re21cto11 
. rv.:.ugWn ,JH_,_ ~ ~ut~~t.m rill the _, Sen. ruro...., D'Amato IR-N.Y.) voted """"have gained._.., coch ,_.. II "'""ved l=On· 
River.Breeder Rea~r yesterday, votwg fm:40 aga~allt against killing it. ey Wt year only w~ BaJ..er muatered a ~-vote 
spe!1dmg $1.5 b1lhon to ~mpl~t.e L~~ nuc;ti~ power Supporters took the $1.5 billion spending proposaJ margiA in the Senate. . · . 
proJe<:t th~1t proponcn~ clam~e~ nc!J the pronui:1e of an ~the ~OO!_as ~_g!l!llble to C?mPt~~~t:!Jt! ~j~ ~~ ~ven , Su~po~rs c.laiin that breede~ Na~ra, already m 

" .~uoxhaueti.>_le i:t1pply uf e~·~.Y· . . y~ars. COigr~ ha~ re~ f.o p<ov;de e :;ma:Icr, cne- operation m France and the SoVlet. Uruon and ~~e: 
The project., 6>n the Clrnc~ R1vr:r near Oak Rid~e, · year appr~pnation ma routme 1984 spending hilt The construction in Japan and Weat Germany, prewuse a 

'_l'enn., has already cost $17 bil!ton in tax dollars. C~1t- overall pnce tag for the br<>.eder reactor, including pri- limitless supply of energy. They produce more fuelthan 
ics have rl1arg~ for Y""' that the .reactor, wh1~h vate money, was put at ~.2 billion. Preaident Reagan' they consume, using nuclear wute to-produce pl ~ioni
wou!d 'breed" more nucle-ar fuel t),sn 1t consumea, is also supported the project. · 1 um 239. T'nat keepa the reactor goi.iig and i'Pcan Qiso De 

'.dangerous, a waste, of money_ and <lbsolct.e. Sena. Gordon Humphrey (R-N.H.) and Dale Bump-; Wied to make nuclear weapona. ;•· 
L ... After the v~>t.e, &nat.e M~1mty ~~der_ljo_w~r'l.!_fl er~ _CD-Ark.) led the fight against the measure. The Aa the project'a'estimated cost roee.from:HOO mil
Bak.er Jr. (R-1 ~nu.) one of .~he. proJect s moi;t aroent c~tical vote came on a motion to I.able, the com- lion in 1970 to $4.2 billion', the induat..y"a ,ahare re
IUPJ>c;>Ttera, adm1ttcd defl'.'1t: I :>rn~rely regret ~he lotl8 uuttee recommendation to include the money. mained fiw.en at about $300 million. COngreeo -,oted 
-~f this amend.rpent, bu~ it is l~t, he told the t:l~mate. The vote apparently ends a battle that has raged · earlier this year to cut off funding unleaaprivatt indus-
One ~f th~se days, I think we will regret not haYl_ng an more ~ a decade. Preaident Jimmy Carter tried to try picked up more of the tab, but. industry wanted 

entry m th~s field. B~t the Senate has ispoken. I will not scut~e Clmch Ri.ver .with W. fu:st veto, but succeeded guarantees of continued financing, leading to /tl>ter-
prolong th18 debate. . . . . only m mothballing 1t temporarily. Opponents in Con· d&v'i: b:t!. . · · · • ~n. L)Aii"it>I Patnl'l; Mnyn1hAn (l).N Y \ vnts>il fo . · -- · _ 

. . ~~!~~,9~~~~'2~ro1.~?3~®~~~~-~!~~~~@[f d 
By PETER SClJLLY OPEC,·_· ~e _ll)l_d tifr:~ decision on the applicati°'1- .-:oho~t!I1am ~ aban 1H:U..j !' the power ~uworit~ mus property o'fV'ners an ~Y ; 

Patcbog11e - As pa.rt of a.. · Clisplacing oil-=Tirei:I eJee: 1 by the fall of 1984. Con- J F1wnarelli said PASNY show .sla~de public need all f_uture nixes while • 
widespread effort to garner tricily with hydropower, ~ slruction could be com- j has offered to under~e for the pro)eCL allowing tile owners to 
~u~rt for the pro_)ect. ""irl Mit·h~~I l''ium.arelli, a I p!eted by 1986, !-,iumarelli !he~2.:_~n!!__upgra!!!~g_ Support from ~~te retain~ ol lb Pf'OPel".ly. 
:NewYorkPowerAuthority .PASNY spokesman. I said. i-estimatedat$174million- and Long bland officials The sbde presentation 
. representallves last week "Canada Is a far morf7 ... , On the Qther hand, the I ~ well, but he disagret;d could _be seen as .a c~ riewed _by ~e Supervu1on 
briefed the Su.Holk rclia~J~ partner __ _l_h~n i PASNY spokesman said, 1 wttb · ffoeb,,rueckner s terwe1ght to objections As.soc1atie.n . showed 
SuperW;ors AsiociaUon on supervjS-Ol'S. modifications to an projeetion that the work from upstate Canners and children playing and 

· tbt pro~ :MS-kilovolt The Marcy South l~ne, i existing. line beneath the could. be ':Ompleted before e.ivir1>nm.entalist1 who fai:m~ ~ar111in1' beneath .. 
M•rcy South trarwnl.saion termed "the Canadian wng Island &Jund, which 1990.. ... .·'· ·amoae .the project on ea- eusling lines and ~$Ufed 

. bne, touted aa a means of cOMection" in PASNY's wouJ1' make lar1rer .. " But even_ a 1990 com- YJ~.Qround$. viewers no ~ve~ health 
obtaining .increased campaign for support, i'"am~t.lofupstate power""l pletiondatewouldalleviate · .. ~·.~op tin~ wou1d effectsordec.reasesioreal_ 
amount• of cheap and would stretch 199 miles, availabie to the Naasau-

1 
·~ the need for replacement requ~ QJe ~W. of 42 mtate yal~ would r~~ ... 

ab.undant Canadian · connecting. l_ower New. Suffolk regioo,-couldnot be coal. plaota,. zna.king ·a .. mi~~~ ne,. .. · ... ri~.-... ·· .. ~way, · from~ Ii~. . . 
by~ropower Cot Long York Slate with nortb~n completed until 1990. "I Shor~i,~!'~~meol I while US~..J.-:~.'o(.160 · Tbe~f1~elh~1d, 
Island. areas and Canada: The line don't think they could be ~· mof4' atffa~tll,e. Uocb- , miles ol exi&Qn4 rl!ibts-of- would di&pl~t 11 m1lhon 

Following a five-min~te would al.low for increased completed coocurrenll.y," I.~ ~Jd. • · I ·way. . barrels of oil a ye~r. and 
&Jide show and after ulung distribution oC some 11~ he said. · . ... J · Hochbrueckner, . -.100, In an effort to" Qliµpte · ·would "bu.Y us time to 
a , few queation1, lhe 1>11110~ _iuiowan nuurs "' t ... Assembl'/AMP\ · . ~- en~ the ~)' ~lb I objections to. u.e·o.plan, . . . ~ide whel'f, we wanl_ to ~r~n Jgreed to : electr1c1ty PASNY is to j Hoc~.dci,ter .... · (~. .· ....... · _F.O.JeCt, as ,/'f : necessary PASNY has.offered to:buy •" build -.~.new generalanJ!· 

. actively .... pport tbe pJan, receive from Hy. drtr · j ha• : eitiled. ttti_ . ~ 10. g~ient .JD Long any condemned laodJ~n . plala_ .. :. :. 
as have the Long Island . Queb_ec between 1984 and upgradias Qf:~the .. ,~ Island~ energy future. 
Anocia ti on and the . 1997. · . crosa-Swod ,~,., .dtiC4 Al part of the effort to get 

. .Riverhead •Mi blip t(M'n · The state Public Service huayl coulc:f~H.~ permllwiion for the Marcy 
boardl." .. , · ' · Com!'lission. bas been lsl&nd with u·· addilliHSal ,South line fro1t1 the PSC, 

The $37.4 millluQ. Crag. hearing teStlffiOny frOffi I 840 mesawatta • 1987, 
, $mission line project w.:?:! ~!h :;i;py.;::~;-:; uod c~ l ehminating -~ ~ .Jt{~i 
save New York ~nsumers ponents of the plan and 1s '.replacement ~l p.l~"'tr; 

. _ £186 million a y~r by expec,:ted lo rend~r a · 
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-· Arthur McComb, le- X:irby Lane, 
-~ ' ·. ::.;:;.t 

L&ke Ronkonkcma, N. Y. 11779 12/12/ 83. 
OPEN LE'M'ER TO UL HEDIA EDITORS 

Honorable ¥arlo Cuomo, Governor, State of Mew York, 
Executive Chambers-, 1~50 Avenue of the Americas, 
New York, New York 10019. 

RE: ABANDONMENT, f:liCREP.filI NUKE. 
My letters 7/19, 8/lS, 9/6, 
9 /30, 10/11 unonswereti. ami. 
not ackncwledq~d, either" 

Truth may be borinq, reneti tious evfl!r eterni_ty..L_but to avoici rehash is bi> av_~iA _t.t .. ~th0 

Fi~sion-nucl~r power plants- are inherently dangerous. Radio~nuclide& in the order of 
10 billion may release from one plant in one entirely possible accident. They kill. , 

They mdm. They are incident to cftncer et al, over many ye.a>rs:. They render all con

stri1ction, buildings-, homes-, roads, to all stages of danger from forever useless to 
maybe retrievablti!. 't-'!ost plant and insect life could die, as well as ~ild and tame 

animals- and birds, and the human race, no matter how helpless or vigorouB: one may be. 

Tnnocent youth, the aqed and oth~r helpless adults is the most horrible slau~t_e_r_. __ 

! em not B Physicist nt!lr any other lettered person, just high school physics and chemis

trv, but fo rny .. hiqhly -a.ctive 65 years in Suffolk (Brookhaven Town) as a family man in 

civics an~ politics, I gle~ned the above from a: plethora of articles and literatures 

lmd tl-·ous-An~s of· hours· listening at sess-ions, hearings of all kinds, over ninety on the .

1
, 

$horeharn subject, where e~erts:, some worldwide, spoke under oath, and are now on record 

as- 'I am. Why must we continue this charade when our libraries are new choked with truth? •· 

r havP dedicated myself to the Shoreham nuclear plant subject for the past fifteen years. 
~ ST!:>C'~r~ PRnm FACIB EVIDENCE OF THE ABOVE .TRUTH IS THE INSISTANCE BY THE NRC THAT . 

~ "10RlC~BL"E ~JACfJATION PU8 BE IN PLACE BEFORE LICENsnrn: v?E MUSI' ABJ!JJDON SHCREP".AH~ 

Fearinos we have had too man}•. Facts we have ienough - more than enough. I cannot bring 

my~el f to believe that fellow humans- can let our people~ government inflict su..::h horrible 

risk. on t~ose who live near to the plant site. NRC knows! Hence, evacuation insidance. 

?.em en active voluntary fireman, and have ~een for forty yearso I have three gra~d

daughter3 and ii legally blind wife. I have a daughter, son in law and many relatives. 

K'nowinq what I know of the intrinsic terror within nuclear fission power productior'., 

I would quickly try to take cF!re of my own before running around on a LIJ...CO wild gc.ose 

cha~e. I truly believe fission proponents are blinded by some self interest. Governor, 

brfnq the people to their senses. PCWER IS Nar WORTH THE PRICE 'WE HUST .PAY: 

This- story needs much more space. An accident, as Milton Levenson _said in the November 

Sci~nce Dicrest, must be expected. "We've had hundreds of accidentsw and •r•m not saying 

that accid~nts wont .hnnnen .. or that thev wont destroy., power plant:;;'~. He is the president 

of the Ar11~rican nucleFlr Society. While admitting the above, he leans to optimism. But, 

Robfl'rl Bll"rn~ro, an NRG engineer directing r~evaluation of NRC' source tenns, believes he 

uno~rstates-; "'I aqree that the risks have been exaggerated. But not the 1000 times, only 

lo•. ! too~ thi~ from Pacre 44, ~eltdowns Acknowledged"', November 198~ Science Digest_.___ 

PL~~, OO'IT~!WCR, A"1~·1ER MY L"E"l"T'ERS. I HAVE CHARGED THAT WE IN NEW YORr. Sl'ATE, ESPECIALLY 
ON LONG ISLAND,· HAVE B!:EN SNOOKERED BY DENIAL OF DUE PR~, RANK PREJUDGEEENT, AND !\. 

COITT'USION OF ~C5'!.'LY UNNE~ARY SO-CALLED -m:ARINcs•_, PCOR ATI'ENDf""NCE OF PAfiELISTS, POCR 

Rl<".P~~~A'l'IC'N OF SHPFOIX AND N!\ .. qf;AU HEAVILY WEIGHTED -mo· SHCREI-l.AM: LAST BUT Nor LEASI' I 

It BA~.".t;E CF W.AVTLY ~UU!TED NEWS R_E:PORTING, NE!1SDAY, NU~ AND TillES. GIVE US A BREAK: 

~o-niea to Elected Officials. 

tl~PA"TT 78 ~~/P.dtff 191t.Y.," sa;E'" /,4&~ /O"-~E"/n-/( /lt:e;;.11/ ASKIA/? r.HC

!;!oWlf'Nt7~ ..,,,.o R~/?PNJ>, / Jf7fi1$ ~ T#G:"" S'./Uf/CJL/..S t!?t/£ZT/OA/ 

t:'r" £~Yii"??/v'/\1eAlmA JJ/J/(~~@ >iS/( f/1 o~T?i7> :z>l/£ P!ftJCC3S 01&= '8'J 
~..8' i IC .h'~ '/q/A/dS-
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Doc. 15th, 1983. . . ; 

1 

-- ·JoifFA1·4en-ct +o 11Ju~LN""1U. 
: Honorable M.1rio C'uorr.o, Go-Yernor, State of Ncrw York, Public Heerinq, Islip Arts BlGiq. -- -- .,; 

Suffolk CCwlty C'cmmunity Collec;ie. -' 
RE:: Abanamment Shoreham Plant •. __ -",-:t _Dear Governor Cuomo, 

. ; .\~: .U. i \ ; ?ram ·uateninq all this week to d4ily seasions of LILCO - Suffolk C-cunty croSD eumininc;i 
Mch <>thtt' s witnesses,. it secnur that -tthet proposod advisories of LERO, the LILCO mot'ley ·, ii."' 
nuclear-fission disaster crew, now only on pcpe-r, in an inciC!nt seems to assume that,- in,"'·· 
nary_. CBOQ-, they are sma-rt ~r than all residents. In other words, that everyone else- ... ' · 
knows,;less.. That no one- else kno11s what to do, better Uran LILCO'S ILRO. I don't buy itt 

'J , 

!i'ltJu _i& whot thl!IY tell the threo-judr;Je' DC Licensinq Board. Certainly we cannot give to 
LERO, a cammercial squad. police- power_ constitutionally in Town anc:i County handa, to·pre.o.· ·r 
verit reaidents frob pr~servinq l'lnd protecting their own far.ilies, homes, land values and. .. 
b_~l.~'.'gings. This big-brother rule usurping constituted au.thority looks to me as the way 
RuSttia .or other dictatorship would take- over. Certainly not eYery re-sident can be- charac--: 

- -·~ - -tt?ri~ &i0· otupid,. -Ct& ·ti' thO""and\a1e<t11Gitl af Ul1:P \bij)ett 'tJttrtaw-Testtm:my;;;·anlf"tM'r ___ _ 

' 
t 

LILCC'S LERO must restritin their actions by unconstitutional police- power • .:"1' .• H 

h:c··,,~~: 
'?"~"~°" need· ~ecutiv& action of elective- officials. I tall:: of a. happening so. terrible 
and' so possible- that NRC demands a workable- evacuation plan in place for licensing. 
t'i!-st~rrl0y, Dr. D. s. Mcrleti, a LIIL"O expe-rt witness said,.. under oath, ·---- hard. to con
vince people who are old that some-thinq terrible is happening"'",. on warning the public •. .. 

'~ 

"'hit a terrible thing we in EPZ must ck>, and for what? To have a- nucli,a;r-tission plant; ..... 
not'- nti!~ed~-~d not wanted? To qather what we- can find of our families and run, leaving ' 
~f horilt!-s and belonqinqs, our lifetime -earnings, to the mercy of pillagers, and. upset 
qovf!rnment, to a !')()lice riddled with the same disunity of homes and families as. we are1 
to l~ave homes at the mercy of no fire protection with firl!lllen also upset as we and.pol-
ice ari!?· ''To· leave and go to another area ·just· as upset 6 unless we are ·:onvinced to so-.· _ 
c.:~nea• •tak~ shelter"'. py a business finn sqiiad? What of warehouse and store mercharidiset"""'.: 

_ ,,.) , • ~. ~ ... · ; ' , t ·- ·~ ·, rr ~ 

'l'o iqnore freezinq, raining, snowing, s1eet, ice storms, windstorms, earthquake, floods~ · ·;: 
niqht or, daytime? We are <Hs~ed to take'. this Russian Roulette risk with babie~, elderly~-· .. 
in.~.i~ •. ill, __ halt,· hliricl,- 4,eaf, pr'egnarit, or on life- 'sustaining apparatus. What if 10 . --: ·_~.'~. 
or more inches of snow is, 'in the ground? (or less?) We are asked to sacrifice also other _ .. , 
life,,·than human, wild and "tlilne, anir.ial knd vegetable and fish and iiirds and insects ·and. ' ~:' .i 
oth~rdn the food chain. We are asked to destroy our' values, real estate etc, for indefi• ~";'::~ 
nite:,:.perio;fls,-- or forever -- all_ of which -can ha'pp·en, dependinq on the chamber of the ! ~i/.:'.i· 
~Oft.'·~t....,.-iot-ol whocft..cc;:;ooo-Qr -!J&--ctpe~-~ll-ooy-tha~h .d.i•a.to.s: -cant\-C't- ·-' : __ ~"' 
foll~w2a \m;c,lear incident. None can escape that monster C"..itely called ••the agent .. _in , \ - ;:, 
pt;fJ.f_01HJ.f,~na,l 0disCOUrBOS, but which is, in lay terms, ""the• plwne,. • It can happen. I. _, 

&t>PJfi-·70,4.t.~ c1.&c~-~e/AJ.£. :""L 
·:..· L ./".~! ··1\:~ t ":·~ 1 
r-""'7~:--=--~---------_.;.___;;.__ __ -:--_____ --=------ -.: 
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• 1t9rs §rtallll · TJ\Yno®ooig r!® ·®J1D<l1!00 §llOOpwe&"lmam 
(j?l/6" ~ &.~ _ tomeni of LILCO, and·to do"' in a way that Ueats the 

£mY . JLlke ~ ratepayers preferentially. . 
· .Of course, it would be sensible for LILCO to avoid 

Newsday's recent editorials recommending against 
the scrapping of Shoreham are based on serious mis
eonceptions regarding: 

o utility and bankruptcy law, 
• the financial and economic costs of opening or 

abandoning Shoreham, and 
e 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 pru<Aent at 
the time it was C:onceived and-constructed. 

The "used and useful" principle, which is recog-
. nized by most public utility commissions and is consis

unt with Supreme Court precedent, allows share
holders to recoup their investmehts in a plant and earn 
a specified return only if it i8 operated. It is sheer specu
lation to assume that New York would depart from the 
"used and useful" principle and allow LILCO to recover 
all or even part of Shoreham's $4.1-billion cost plus a. 
return if the plant is abandoned. 

Second, Newsday errs in stating that Shoreham 
was co~cted with the state's blessing and encour
agement and was granted all the necessary stau per
mits. The state had no jurisdiction over Shoreham, and 
LILCO needed no stllte permit to build Shoreham. The 
Public Service Commission belatedly instituted the 
rate base prudency inve~igation in respolise to News
day's aeries on Shoreham's construction mismanage
ment and its ballooning costs. Unfortunately, until 
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 relief to 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 tb pfck up the cost ofShoreham's abandonment. 

bankruptcy. It can do so by agreeing to abandon Shore
ham and to immediately negotiate a financial reorgani
zation with all interested parties. However, if~O is 
intransigent in cli~g to Shoreham and is forced into 
bankruptcy, ratiotmtly 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 ofLIL
CO's customers, spread over iU-entire service area, as 
part of their electric bills reimburse LII,CO for its pay
ment of local property taxes to particular achoo! dis
tricts and local sovernmenta. Thus, LILCO's payment 
of local taxes is simply a transfer from and redistribu
tion of revenues paid by aIJ of its customets. 

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 alternatives to Shoreham. 

Fifth, Newsday is completely off the mark in claim
ing that the scrapping of Shoreham forecloses relief 
from heavy oil dependency and from the options of refi· 
nancing with tax-exempt bonds and I or financial aid 
from the State Power Authq,rity or the federal govern
ment. The ccintrary is true. Shoreham abandonment 
would enable LlLCO 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 LlLCO 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 catastrophic nuclear accident, whose 
cost would be incalculable and which would perma
nently cripple Long Island's economy. 

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 unreasonab1e rate escalation. Thi
1 

· s ~ 
means it is possible to equitably allocate the oss 
among the stockholders, investors, creditors and cus-

Irving Like, a Babylon attorney, represented Suf
folk in opposing the opening of the Shoreham nu
clear plant and helped found the Shoreham 
Opponents Coalition. 
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Suff'olk County Leqialature 
Hauppauqe, N. Y. 

.Arthur McCemb, . 30 Citby Lano, Lake RonkonkQJna MY. 
Juno 12, 1984. li779 • 

Y havo not quit tho fiqht to abanden fisad.en nucl&'tr energy end tho horrible 

throat which ·it reprcu:ronto;. Mankind owes a forever dobt to you for your knou

ledqo&ble, qutcy defense of public health and wolfcro. You austainod yeur oath 

of offico aanirobly, in atubborn defonse of Clllmllllon senso. 

Four months aqo, whilo waiting the promised answer to my letters to Governor 

eu.mo, •· freok:: accidont in the dark, a turned anklo and a fall with o thick 

book under my ,.-tQh,t am, acted u a pry to wrench my riqht aheuldor badly. 

With a useless right •rm, I retrained from further typinq, waitinq for it to 

heQl. After two months of ever-using my left, that shoulder becamo soro. 

In D'eccmber at the public hearing in S'u.f folk C-olleqe, I addressed the Governer 

with the letter that· you got eopies of, and ho promised te anawer my five 

prwioua; letters, porsenally, befere 300 residents. I called llii:J. office once 

befoi:o my freak accident, but no response to date. I. could not pursue it. 

The following paragraph in my 9/30/83 lettor to him, copies of whi I au lied 

to each of you was m lea whieh CDbvieusl I wanted an answer tot °Home rule 

e -process ha:s been ignemi:ftioualy massacred by our own federal bureaucracy, by 

non-resident, nen.elective juc:tJes, in a licensing board appointed by appointees,_ 

in turn appointed by federal electives. The hearing sheuld be void. This three

judqo licensing board of the NRC has made a farce·ef home rule due process. 

is mocl:ory made fools of the New York State public,, We attended in good faith 

and woro troeted in arrGgant disrespect. I ask you, Governor Cu.omo, to defend us • 

. wo hearinqs only were held in Suffolk, none in LILCO~ s; Nassau-Queens area. l>reve-

ous letters told of the 1983 tan led hearin mess."' (SE£ .P,4(;€' 7s) 

My aupplement to that letter detailed my outrage when the hearing was closed cilmost 

an hour bofore tho scheduled time, and one who came ~n after closing, but befoJre · , 

tho beard had left, was donied to talk. Four others, including myself, were denied 

during the session. C'learly, state goverrunent should be our refuge. 

Worldwide, grateful people, thinking people, look to you, our county-executive of

fice and New York State, for guidance out of this mess. They a:re fiqhtinq te>o. 

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 TorontG>, or W.ind-scalen 

or any of the long list of cata-strophios and almost catastrophies. 

A 198! cartoon copyrighited by s. Harris, page 60 of -Nuclear Powe:ir, Both Sides• 

edited by Michio J::aku and Jennifer Trainer, shows a nuclear power company board 

meeting, with the chairmcm saying; "'First we have to convince the people that 

good he&lth isn't everything.~ 

r highly praise the consistant majority of this board. 

U,?P~'Tl& 'TO. tJ~~~r~ 198~: /r- /S C¥?J~ re /7C

Ot/l-r d~ eoVHTY ,i.E:ll/Sk4TU~r #A$ /$"?/ 

OV'/f ~pp;;:> AA/ ye;-- ~//# 4 ri'~ /# 7?/Z:--

P~A'. P~S/~#~J:J tl/f/PFA ~~~ d/t"r~nrJJpc~J~ 
/'r /'?DST ~ r~cr-.s ~ PF7HirJ?OP~ 
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"I wouldn't waht lo 
have to s?y to "omeorie 

'You see that green 
cloud over there? It's 

.. aoing. to}.~!.!l ou< ". 
Based on initial findings of the NRC's 

source-term studies, Bernero d~ not 

foresee a dramatic change in planning re
quirements. The NRC will still requite: 

. that utilities and local governments drav• 
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$3.4 Binion . ..;,;._, ·;;;;' ... -- ~T'1~~F~ 
. . . .. . .• tl«J. oDOther $1. 7 bllllon, the uecu- fired unlta opmLtd In 0 end c.::l "T . c· . . uwa·omcs. ' . . Virginia by Amerlam ··~. 

. . · . Zlmmer"snucle:irportlan-lnclucl- Power. 0 on vert l.D8:th9 oingle_reclCtOr, its atec1m DUP- Mr. White said lt -aould tnJm C':::> 
• ~-. end. tm bulldlng that years and 1'0Uld cO::Jt $3.1 blllla:lt2C::> 

Ohl Pl t the mctoll' - cannot be med utilities were to construct a comp:::;;> ' 0 . an Ip tm cmnertecl facllity, tbeJ. said. ble coal-fired plant from acratch. 
· · ~ tbe.mmi.c:cmf~~. A consultant's study done for the 

f1:f."fll'IE'!>·8fo/B~ -·TH V. tives of the three utilities - C.G.AE-.; · Public Utilities Commtmtgn of Ohio, 
CINCINNATI, Aug. 1 (AP) _ the Dayton Power and Light Com- .In 1111 effort to determine vb9tlm' the 

E:rea Ohio utilities, which last Janu- , pany and the Columbus and Southern 'utllltie::J mt!l!MDO£l9d tb9 Zimmer IC>. 
~ halted construction of the Zim- , Ohio Electric Company - new to cl«lr project, b:lo Cmtc1udsd tbot OJ) 
c:ir nuclear po-Rer plant and an- 'New York City to give financial ana- blllloli o( th9 am:b:lr project'D a::l 
c:::mced plans to convert it to coal lysta details of their plan. mmt for :CC mid ~ 
~ uald today that they would com-, B~ce Sfoeclrltn, a spcmsman for umnattllbb th9Wnvmalml tocod. •. 
r;.'::::te the conversion at o. total cost of I Clnciilnati Gu llDd Electric, said th9 Aftertodo:fa N'D""""'M", Brwr
OA bllllan. . . . .. - , utilities bad not decided flZ.llctly ho'1 .ster R1=da of*> Olds> Public ~ 
· the top eXeCuttws of the three ·cnm.. to raise the money for th9 coaverslon. '"eat C•nnydgn, o. dtmm', lubb)f::J 
d of tbe Zimmer. plant told " nen' w. s. White Jr •• cblllrmaD of Co1um- 1 lfOllP, o.tt.oc:lmd th9 utllltlc d!chd:'> 
c::nference that the. converted plant Wiii o.od Southern, Ohio o.nd its ~ . 
C:Duld be ·opero.ting· ln.1991 with a ro.te p:mmt, the Amedam Electric . .,.. Cl Cc:Jt Eaf:tC::::e! . 
1,tOO-mepwatt c:oaf..ftred generating Pwer Company, DG!d it 1'0Uld UIJre ''lbla may b3 tb" mmt ~ 
Unl~.'Jbat 11o.82% percent lncreue In mo and c IKalf ye:m to obtain all th9 cool plant In*-~" Hr. ~ 
gener&tirig' . capacity from the ·· 80o- requirecl eDYiromnentcl permitD for ( oaid. "Wo h:lw cmm Cftllll'O doubtD. 
megawntt capadty the Zimmer nu- tm coal plant. Mcm of the c:anvenkm .about tm otcdmn of completlnl ztm
cleu,:.reactor would have bad the '~1"8 l7lll not bealD UDtil mkl- mer aa c CMt•tcc c=1 plant rutlm 
utllltj Uecut!vea said. • • .. : • b9 l8ld. . . tbml bulJdlng from ccmtcb. .. 
J··~~"'plmltiultuatedon'the Po.J11to fm' C.....vutcd Ualt .Tm tbm ut1lltlm jo!ntly an-
()liio 1UWt •tMo\:x:ow. Ohio, aboUt 25 AGked 11llflther m apec:ts the utW- oounced cm Jen. 21 that tb9Y "91'9 im
mlles llOUtheQst of Cinchinati. · um• CUlltomera to PY for the ~ medlAtelJ b:lltlna ccmatr11Ctkm of the 

..\.b(mt .f.5 percent of the $1. 7 billion unit, Mr. Dlckbaner aakl, "We cea no · ZlmmClr DUCleor plmlt. 'lb9J dted lta 
spent Oil tJut,lncomplete Zimmer nu- nocon vby this Dbould not go Into the ecca1AtlD6 cost and lianor-apmlhe 
~ plant went for equipment that nrto b:ule." He lllld m miu1d apact ·delAya In ghh!tntna ~edero.l opprcMll 
~be used In 't:::J c::::ut:J ~ i;::::, b f::1 e::> ~ 11 c am-, for a licem:a to opemte c_ nucl«lr 

plan_t. DCid Vi::::::l D. ~ - "==> ~ c::Y:=1 i;!::=t c:::::l i:=i. . .. -· .. . . 

PATRICK J. HEANEY 
LEGISLATOR, 16TH DISTRICT 

CHAIRMAN: 
HEAL TH 8i ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 
SENIOR CITIZENS COMMITTEE 

MEMBER: 

COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 
' 

424-C MONTAUK HIGHWAY 

P.O. DRAWER B 
E,1.STQUOGUE.NEWYORK 11942-2002 

(!5 1 61 6!53-6090 

COUNTY LEGISLATURE 
-.. ~-. -. ... ·: ...• ~..-.. ,...._ ... 

August 10, 1984 LEGISLATIVE a PERSONNEL COMMITTEE 

PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE 
SUFFOLK COUNTY BOARD OF HEAL TH 

·Mr·:~--r~ArthU·r·~--MCCOmti~~~-~-~--.. ·-~,··-~·- -··-:.~·-·-·¥···· ·- v·----,.--.. ·.~·~-- - ···---· --- ---- ·-~ 

30 Kirby Lane 
T.Jake 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. 

I totally agree with you on this. matter and will continue to fight 
against the Shoreham facility as I have always done. I have been 
against the construction of this plant from it 1 s inception, main
taining that we didn't n~ed Shoreham because we can get less ex
pensive electricity frorn upstate: hydroelectric power. 

You can be assured of my continued fight against Shoreham-; 

I 9b 
Sincerely, 

1:~~ 
p,JH :p Patrick ,J. 

Legislator 
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Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Licensing Board 
Suffolk County Center, Leqislature Room. 

August 4th, 1984 •. 

RE: Radio-activation -0f any fission-nuclear 

energY plant anvf1here; NO: 

Attoehed i~ a chronology of public, limited and executive hearinqs, 86 of them, whicch 

I listened at from January 1970 to October 1983. I spoke at and delivered written 

texts whonover permitted, and spent many hundreds of hours listening, to many hunf!I, 

droda of Egraonpi. '-~lr1prefossionalu f ram all fields of science. 

Damn few things scare me. Fissd.on energy does. r am far from being alone. NRC re

quire~ th&t an evacuation operation be in place; one that will work right. THIS IS 

EVIDENCE TH.RI' THERE Mtm BE REAL DANGER. IF THE D.ANGER IS BAD ENOUGH TO EVAaJATE, 

THEN.THERE SHOULD BE NO FISSION NUCLEAR PI.ANT: .AEC denied us consideration of evacua

tion in 1970. They said to wait until licensing. It is their fault that humpty

dmnpty mismanagement lost us over 4 billion and 14 years, 

Suffolk, my home for 66 yea-rs, faces a documented, horrible, qruesome man-made menace" 

promoted by my own government, (not Russda1'. I survived free enterprize, (l(]e 8 to 11, 

and with my wife, for 40 years. Earning years now gone, as with contempor&ries, where 

the hell to turn next? We defy apathy, and the insanity of an unchecked human gamble. 

Crippling dependence of doaf, blind, very young or old, amputees, ill and other handi

capped ones, need us all. Stupidity of evacuation rule (to where?.) is damning evi~' 

dence of qrim dmlqer facing use Fission nuclear plants must be abandoned. C:On;v.ersion 

to fossil plants with forced adequate use of •scrubber""' equipnent, is the way to go as 

Zimmer in Cincinnate is doing. Money replaces - lives do not. Economy of enerqy use 

.-mu-.=s;..;t_..di.-.-c_.t..,a..,t.-.e=-· _T.;.;h;.;.;e;:;;;n~,i....;;an;;;;.;;d;;...;;o-.n;;:;l..,Y_..t_h.:e.:.:n._, ...:m=a;:;;;k:;..e;:;.....;o:;.:n.:.:l:.;Y~w:.:.h:.::a:
.:t:.-:i-=s~n.=:;e.:ed=ed=•=-------------,""', 

Evacuation •sine qua non• is admission of guilt. We are also sure, from years Gf doc

umentation, kncnm to government and you, the NRC •caretakers•, that ECC> gives no safe 

assurance. It has never been test..proven against f&ilure of regular cooling. I know 

that f isaion energy needs 30 to 40 thousand pencil-thin ( zircaloy metaU ·rods bundled 

in a core; rods about 12 feet long in upright bundles, pellets of uranium dioside fuel 

bt~-tha, 12 to 15 feet in core diameter. The core only produces: heat, which must be 

limited by coolinq, making steam for turbo-qenerator~·....::f~o~r....:::e~n~e~rgy~·1----------~ 

C'ontinuou~ flow of cool water must limit hea:t of am activated core, or MELT-~. If 

it stops, and it has, heat can quickly go to 6000 degrees. Ductile zircaloy rods 

swell (called blistering), then crystali ze, and crumble. IC!XB,· liOant to cool with 

emergency water, cannot flow upward between the pencil-thin tubes because, closely 

packed and now swollen, water flow is blocked. Heat rises to an irreversible disaster 

level ~ rapidly that time to melt-down is only seconds. In ~ plumbing brea~ ef regu~ 

lar ceoling water, emergency water escapes in the break, causing runaway heat whether 

or not it is blocked by swollen °blisterecr"' tubes. We still have disaster. 

I' recite nothing new. Experts have written and expoinded it under oath. For this bad 

gamble, NRC demandrt 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 a li

censi nq board, not even New York Staters, not necessarily nuclear physicists, do have 

final say-sm, in licensing to start radioactivity, -- whether low-power or regul&r. We 

even lose due-proces3'w August 10th, 1983, a licensing board closed sh~p almost an. 

hour early, and refused to hear one a half hour before scheduled close time. 

Even if all goes well, nuclear waste disposal remains a grisly nightmare for our 

. fi#.ttkon .. 

( 516), 588 2020. 97 
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JJBy ~ •. ~ Sol@mmua"M·----M~jNairasaki di1t111UltiAllll. :)l)Qn tboitre was-·a-oo~nSU3 1-iJl-~minar,-th.-e chronic plob.---lem WU~.,,,_ .. 

aJlllGfl A\da §an«,lnt'Z _¥1e>JJ>fill am_oug many re~eiu·che~8 thtlt "dose est11~1ate~ pt.ysi:ian Irwin Bro&softhe Roswell.Park Memprial - . . ·. , , . . I which have _bc!en 1n ll841 smce. W65 [an u1>datmg. of Institute for Cnncer Reaearch in Butralo. He contrast. Thir.1.y-mn1, ye_ are after. at_om-c bo.xibs cl1:1va$t11ted _t,pe earl. y 1''150s figw:-e:1} can no l()nger be roruud- 00 h t b lled b' . · --.1 , • .,.,_ · • ... ,.;.,..; ,_ Hir08himjl, the cornerstone for. oflicial radiation ered accura·:e and shi>uld t.e r~vise4l in the light cf · :...._a e ~ . ;g8 ac:1ei:d~do~1"""" =:.:;::':_, 
standards id crumbling. Authoritatlve studies ofl re~arch done at Li.\•ernore two otl1er nat.ional lal:- .l--l~ube qb~s on 18, . doroas • ._,,_.:_YOUb ut1·tt1· u~! H- -L · • ..:i N k' h · d · to L. · • l.llU'Ub y tg t.clence or you set wwm y l e &4:l8U• iro,_una !Uw agasa l, t. e sec<•n city ~i. oratC1rim;, and two pri.·atE1 coruiulting firms," Sci· ' . ? ·N b '1. 1 · · [ . · 

1 
· ·1 k·_. · atom·bombed ~ financed by the U.S. govc rnment enct~ ma a.imi·~ lateJ· r.e >0rled. ; tllits. ow Y !tt e 11C1ence &cl.entia!-IJ )'()U °'?. at. 

with_· mo~e ·:JlB.n $100 million -- ham become dis- ·r-r.Uiia~tW-reriaei~r'iiosOieti'~;tJi& ~-Natiom what the b.aza~ are, what the .eXJ>O,!'~, ~' 1J1¥J, 
credited.1µ ·;he 1980~. · . . . Academ:, of Science·s 1:180 edition t.f .. Biological Ef what is happemng_to h~ bei~. . ·' 

9ffi.rn~l\-l as11.e.ssmcnt.s of the. Hiros~-1ma ~nd feet.a of Ionizing RacJ.etion." The new infunnatio But ~ o~rattQ_nal. e~c '>( b~g llC14l.'-.• _ ~'·.~~ •. -~~asaki .bar.ahm~s, used for 1W1ttm1: rad1at1on hm- made tl;.e academy'a gc.vernment-t\J.nded study loo went on, l8 d.ifff'~nt. . . . . .. '. . :, ; _ . .- • 
its .m: e~ecyday hfe, have ~n~ SE1rvad ~- t}fe foun- lik~~Jirtl:;st in iU«[~s pf official whit;e'W.{!shes. What that ethic bolda, he ~d, ~that,~~ qi!J, dat1on :,o,- aaaurancea that it ~· safo·t.o hve .near a 

1 
uchar ma.nageru ~·outinely contend there.rs-· . do the best Wt! ~ ~er the a~. \f. ~l 

nuclear wwer. plant, ~nde~go repes.ted medical X-.· ''thi~sh.:.ld" for radiiltion levels, below which 110 baz 1 can ma:oage, which IJ>:&Y not be poaa1ble .. Or we will 
rays, or wol'k. 11>; a- mdioact.1ve ~arhead fact.ory. . exist. Among repi;.table scientJ.sts, that conten I sot standards by getting a ~up of ~nit ~geU\•, 

Bur r:ecen~ disclosures ~f bainc flaws in t!1e hal- · tion .!w~~~- ~t.!~Ji~~~.:----------- _; e:~. all of _whom have a corwderab~ ~~rest .m. ~lowed Hirofill~ma-N~1g~aki studies ~re topphng the "l'he i:rndibiltty or' i:o· IEimment radiation atandarc . perpetuation of some form of radit.~on- ~b~ology 
longeat .. stan<ilng scumt1fic usawnptwns of ~he nu- . fell to a new low in W82 when Briuun's foremost nu , or . another, and who come from ~genc1es that. 
clear age. · · . , ·· ; lear epidemiologUit, Alice M. Stewart, published evi i would be out of exiateµce if~ Yf~reP'~ -~lion ~E1n t;he U!1ited States lnunched a nuclear attack: ence that the traditional estimates give on!. ~ology. . . . · . . ·- · · '• . '.· agamst Hiroah.ima. on Aug. 6, 1945, and three ~ays -~ne·tcnth of the actual numoor of radiation~~ . And th~ individuals want to a.it aro~imd ~·· lat.or: follo~ up witJ1 an atom bomb en Nagns.a~1,_no deaths Jl Hiroshima and Nagasaki. _ _! • ent1flcally' d1acusa standards .. No"V that 13 bow Big 
monitors were m place to meaHure actual radiation 'TliTsyea.r·st.ewartiii.<Iacolleaguehaveoeiioun~ld i Ecience·aets sr.andarda, by. ge~ng aro~ a~~~ 
doses from the blai?ts. _._ .. . .. - : . : tht! Inwr1mtional Commi&sion on Radiation Protec~ : everybody ~rade8 a.~~Wl.!~J><]~~ qrt.;wp._ B~ saiA.~ 
· So.1{0v~rrunent a~~nc1es lu!:~~· ~e~nnmg m the j tic!J.J_i;ir.,P.~~tWitiJ!f· f~-~'.l.. co~~sion~. ___ ~-·r:-We~tem:·scien~istS are n<at Uie only. on~ii tzw,-1950s,. reht~ on con,pu~r miKu;;• e.it1.matei:; for the f. Wntrng m the Bi'.llletm olt.he Atomic ScientlstS'~I bled b} the san"'tioned _research. Takaahi Mi&J,mo, a, . key Hlrosluraa-Nagnsaki rt:portti, wluch w•ml then ,l:~e BritiHh resean:hers complained that the influ- · 33-year-old Tokyo res~dent, exp,l'e&flef1 a. (.Q~ 
, used to clownp.la>: the harmflll ~ffocts _of various' ential c:om:mission sJ.il: fails to recognize that radi- con~em among JapaneJie. , . . · : 
amounts of rad1at1or1. . . lation's delayed inq::ai:ts are ofte·1 "the result o. . Many people m Japan have ~ ~·~- f'e91· In_ tact, the .U.S. _government mc!u~s t:he ato0?-1c damagt to bone rnnn'Ow and otter blood-formin(: 

1 
ings of doubt about the role of tbe Ul8~tut~ ~, 

~m~ings .. c·f H1rosh1ma ~d N~1gasaki m its :>flic1a1~ tissue~· __ which aro? "'-"Xceptionally sensitive to ; up ~Y _the U.S. government - W)dereatU:na~ the; 
hst ~1tled A.nnounced Um~'d l.;JtateEi Nuclear rests, ~ell-kill' l . , l tati l ffr--"'-- f 1 ... radiation effocts on the Ja~ P8Qple _for tqany, · pubhshed this vear bv the D1~partment oflfoergy. Al- 1 

,, u g as . weJ as mu on.a .e ""'""' o ra. l~ yeam.'.'.__h@ _ _i!).td._WI....._ ~ 
though American policymakers have repeak.dly fund- ation m~c. w~ch l«ia·i tc• a •wst of_cancerou.s and, ..JTheimpli1;ation is that the United StatQs is~ 

. , ·-------· ot~!e_r_~·~r~~,U.:~.!ll~~~~e. : '. .. -----: !~not falsi(yini: the data, at Iuin putting tbe ,Yf 

~
~-!J'~J)A'Y $"/~-~ /l?DH.J:llY ThE! msuttrClierE- ii.di(iC!;1t was, m fact, this sens1-1 <:OIU'tmction on it. 

1; .._j rm?r: Solomon is cl$'.,~!t'hor c•I "Killu1ll bur ti.vitv which cause<l .th1o11.sa~da ofpe rso~ who:h.ad. sur- i ~And fou.r decades ~ter, ~ple ·_who were 'm Hi 
w11: The Disaster of America's E:icperi<~11ce:• with · viv:_l ~nc'.r'~ ..mmedi,n~'. ef~.ects of tl~e l-J'.1~1ma .and 1 ·~.una ElJld ~agasalp an: .wl~ dJ?-Dg fro~ the f Atomic .~adiatio1r' (De/,1r:or1e~· Pm~s anc-J Delta Nti . .,asa~t ~><imbs t:> _d·:· ft om ~lmmatmg mfectic:?~ 1 1~t1!~·..!~~·:~·e _they~~~. ~o said.__:_ ·: Books). Ada Sanchez was national wordio<it.or for . and ob&<.i.u e blood dtsu1.aes du mg the fall of 194 >. .i l..:i tl: e v11 . .r .. a enters its 40tli year Qf'1iVlng wtth 

the Supj>c•rters of K.artm Sil!iwoo·~ organiz.Hwn. Whats r~ore, ent·enc:hed authorities h.ave ig: 'rhc _Ekm1b, the scientifi~ edifice which !"as built.on 
- · · nored what :Stewrut tt:cmu thf' "he.1lthy survivor" el· :1tu<l1es of U1ose atomic holoca.w¢8 w t~bhnK 

............------~·---------. --- · fEH!t. Po.st-bomb :itu1lieE. began aftE~r the urba:(l doy,n, T1e kgac.y of radiati91' .~if! ~1n9rging 
~ t~e scientific investigations of such rnatte:ra as ra-; Hfroshiul8. and ~s~asuk~ pop .1la~bns "had probal~>: ~ ~·~ver bef~\J'e. . . · . · ·. -. . . . 

. diation ~oi;e respo~ c:urveu, tl.ey ~a·ve ~E:n •~ager ti>_! lc~_~_!!.l?.~t ~~-!~~~-~aj':.:11~~!!.:si~L_Sl~'.'l!:.-~e'.ni~rs." !Byl lo pn~pai.e for t~1~ the eptire p~i ~nto -~ .. , . put.b<ihmd us the hon·1fic hltm•m dimensions .of w~t /~1 1.:ital:erif:r·. v1ewmE: ·;he moi.t dueaae-re~i.stanf A- m0t~crn ve~s1on of Hiroshima ~d Nagasaki, .it waa happe::'.led t.o hundr~is oftlwusauds of peopl•i m H1ro-1 bJrnb survivors wi tl:ough tl1E'y were typical ot aa 1 firs. n~esaary to .be ~!{-deceptive ~ui ~em~· 
shima and Nagasak. '. -·their Sl1.tfori:n.g u.nd t.he r.noral - . en. tim pop. u1 ace, anal: r11ts ha\ •e understated radioac:-1 mg,1 ol tJ 1oati l>ombmgs m human &n:d scientific terma .. ity of the boiubing. · · ivitv'i; harmful irr11>a~~-s.l;----·---·-----·------·-------'1 ·rhosu tons of thousands who were llts.!tled by 

· Sh•>ek waves w1mt thr\1ugh, the health physics : ·-r);;;;r: 'tli'i.,- year:1 scme raditttio'.l specialiuts have 1 an aton..ic fla.ih in the br~d daylight of l~ug. 6" 
profession t~ree _years ago whe:1 the L;nvrence grc>Wn bit1;e1· aboi.l'; wlw.l they r:ec .lS manipulatior. of! 1945, w-ere !lui firs~ casualties of the nu~J~ era: 
Livermore ~1ude.ar. weapom1 kb in Ca.~ifomia recul- ar.i~n~ifii," inquiry b:~ i•est.ed .. ntt!n&ts. At a Capi~/ '~ocl~y, 1 JI of humanity tooters on the ~ec1e1~ of_" culated tl'..e radiat~on level.a of th·e Hiruuhnna and mm1lar ·;atf:. .. .. ""' -'·~- - · ·_ ... - . .. , ·', '· "·-- I. · 
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Arthur McC'anb 30 Kirby L~ne Lake Ronkonkoma, N. Y. 
Augus-t 28th, 1984. 11779 

To sll who care to listen1 Eled:ives, and Edi tor of. ____________ _ 

I enclose thre• items of obvious interest to me, for your perusal. We ruay 

be too late already, but after fifteen years, I shall not quit • 

I have P.Orly on become ccnvinced that both the AEC and the NRC are much 

more nromotional than reaulatory. Our own New York State Public Service Com-

mission ~eems to have cduqht the same virus. They just gave the store away to 

LILCO, who refuites to nay their taxes. Last year, they held three •public 

hearinqs•, one in Nassau, one in Patchogue and one in Riverhead. Only one of 
.. 

the seven-member board flttended only one of the three sessions, in Patchoguea 

Adninistrative Judqe, Frank Robinson chaired all three. I prot;ested, as did 

AssemblymMl Sa~icki in Riverhead, and alno others, but to no avaii. 

~ disturbed public turned out in droves, waiting outside for turns. 

Adininietrati ve Judge Lnurensrn of the '11RC follo'l'ed suit, in a fashion. 

His threeejudge panel all attended thP-ir two meetings, but ir Riverr.ead on Aug-

ust 10th, he closed up shop almost an hour early, and refus;ed to hear anyone 

el~. My protest also availed nothing. I asked our Governor to intercede, but 

even after prom1 sing at his December 15th hea·ring at Suffolk. Community College 
I 

to 'Poraonelly anawer my letter, I hnve heard nothing. Our due process suffers .. 

Our evacuation hearings are farces, inane and asinine; right of local gov-

er.nmcmt to protect the public is usurped. NRC insists that a viable plan must 

bo in olaco, 'Whiah ovidancoa that the plant is much too threatening. Only mon-

strou~ costs can eomo from evacuation and licensing hearings, all for nothing. 

I senire prejudgement in the hundreds of hours I attended, ofton alone tr~ ths 

public, 81ld the meaninqless repitition continues. lt in hard te b@li@v@. 

Our Governor also promised another hearing for about 150 who signed to be 

heard, and were not. That promise also 

Otherwise, our Governor is ex~mplary. 

Conies to all media and elected officials 
in the Shoreham affected area. 

Arthur McComb (516) 588 2020. 

i 



~~ur Uc'!!::lb, 30' X:irby Lano, Lolto ftoAkoakc!o. It. f. 
:. flq:lat 39, 1904. 11770· 

AdmbiotratiTo Jucf6o Jacoo Lav.ronoon, 
Huoloor Regulatory e«:cdomon (Lie. BoardJ 1m1 BvawaUoa HOGrinq, LILOO Qheroha 
Hotccie Building, 1717 B St. U. t1e Ilueloar P01tor Station Unit {}l. 
't7bchington, D. e. 20555. 

I havo liatc:nod at AFl!'/IRC hoarinqa for 15 yoaro Cl ofton OID I could afford to 

( nfm m th inf lotod Social Security 1:0rth)' almeat voicolooa by ruloo. I am impollod 

to oxproo~ fury and anqor at LILCX>'o too obvious 'trlloo, oa ohcnm i. tod!ly'a laat-

Jtly troonsrU>t whorn Mr. <;brig+men orquod paqo-Umitationo. lxerpt followa;PA&£1f(1f 

PP. "You can count on it. I oan't imagine why I would arQUe in favor Gf impesinq -
paqo limito on myaolf, bocauao I propose to uoo aolf-disciplino in that reqard. I 

propooo that wo Hvo by tho oriqinol paqo limito that lforo oot doim, which I bo-

ltovo lo 500 ~o por parson, end that thoro ho no limit on ou.r roply au far ao 

tho P9aoa. PP. I 1'111 aura try to oxoreiso aolf-diociplino, but tho roaaon for -
cy propoaol is that lfe have the burdon of proof and wo have the multi-billion faci'~' 

lity out there io; a- risk, and that is the short of i ~. (letter-writer' a underX;,t.no) 

It CIOCll.D te mo an obTiouo acorn of co::nparative County-State pains to retain, 

th~ir innate duty-cuatedy of hoe.1th, safety andlfelfare boforo you, by crasa; infor

onoo that cbllar-Taluo ia primary. It seems tho typical LILCX) effort to alip in 

toctiool odqo for their dollar eauae, by bol~ aroued iE::plication that tho 0 :multi-

•( ·, 
!l : 

• 

billion° ia of grcotor woi<Jht than public safety, health, lfolfaro, hemoo, livootock, ~l 

buildinqa, oc:olo(JY, f••~-c::hain, futuro hoalth (or early death) etc. . . 
'fhia 1'88 odioua to me. I restrained ui th effort. It was so cleverly put, it ·. -' 

OOGDlod ovoryeno misaod his distasteful point. However, to your board's credit, 

paqo allocation for LILCX>'s roply, not unlimited as they sought, was fair. 

Thoao ccao corporate tactics have, for 15 yeani, inspired me to.monitor the 

proqrosc (or retrogreosion) of fiaaion nuclear energy, qui to of1:en alone. I look 

now to ploasinq pursui ta liko grandchildren, 

eopioo to Eloetod Officials and Modi& 
in Shorehan Affected Area. 

2020. 
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JOHN L. BEHAN 

Z!i? ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 

THE PLAZA 

P.O. DRAWER R.R. R. 

MONTAUK, N. Y. 11954 

(516) 668-5656 

THE ASSEMBLY 

STAT,E OF NEW YORK 

ALBANY 

COMt..-:ITTEES 

VETCRANS AF"FAIRS 

t;A.NKING MINORITY MEMSEr.~ 

GOV~~RNMEl!TAL... OPERATIONS 

RAt·!KING MINCRiTY MEMBER 

ROOM 719 

LllQISL.ATIVI: 0,.,.ICI: DUI LOIMr.o 

ENVIRONME,..'TA!... CONSERVATIO'·; 

LOC!.L GC·VSF1NMEP'r:s 

-ALDANY. N. Y. lllZ-413 ~ 

(tsl8i ••S-f!.9•? 

Arthur Mc>::o\~~) 

3 o KirJ.)y J;,p.ne 
Lak.:' Ronk•r,~:(Xtm, NX 11779 

September 7; 1984 

CONTA T 

0 AL2~NY OFFIC<. 

CJX!.i•"-·: "'·C" O,..i?:Ct:. 

'l'h~nk .. you f:\:'.i:i;' sencl~ 1;1j.- m~ a cop' of the letter in w!lich you detail 
your r-rustra·tions with ref erenc'e to th~ current LI1CO-Shor.eham. 
fiasco.? · : · 

I. tind your. c--~'"mment.s right 0~1 target, and concur with all ·~hree 
k'>oi1~ ts }'Gu ;i;na"~ in· you'::: let..ter. In~. my experience, , I have Jound 
both the Public ;;;1;:.r\11,.:.~ Con.mission a.nd the hJu"(;;:lear ~egulati..ory"~ 
Commission to be al:.ou'.;, 'the most. U£trespo,r1siye ·~ove'rrunerttEµ botj:'ies 
I have been in contact with ... I t'houg~;t' y'ou might .. li:ke. to, know that 
I have written to the Governor asking :him. tLit he jo,in me i~ r• 

pressuring the entire Public Service CoTiii11.ission· to resign, ~1n.d <t.11-at 
New York State initiate legislation to create an e-leeted · Pu..td ic 
Service Commission. I feel that this would ma.ke the PSC '·µo.c~c 
sensi ti v·e to consumers and release them from merely being a capti~<JE> 
to the utility industry. ·· · 

\. I hope you will continue making your views know"TI on this subject, 
~· and if you have any further questioris please feel free to contact 
. \• me. 

JLB:msm 

' ! ~ 

tl'W"E· oF .. THE·--·---p. E·o-p ...... L_ .. a::; A''.i?~~· .. -too..!.; r:e-nem· .• : .-. s :·,~•• .. .· 
______ ......; 

,., ~ . .. E . ~ ~'f_.;. jit .WGW.S-- ~ ~"I( .... H6..P~ · ... 
hat.an: The· bllc s~ . e lllmllffi>n Decision ranttng 

UPPlt'fE C0/'11"11f"/'ll "dJ 1Jc108D.i 
I fl'I~ ~,; ;;w";.y JIFCFJV'r~ 
J..£r.,- YIA "u"' A'l'~1#nvE 
F?£e...? I //Ft..tJF YG; f $ n> 
(tE.51,N ·1511&r It/A'/ 
rot( j.FGIJ/.1Jr1<'# 1"~ 
/I/I ,µ-~T1Y£"" R~~, ;r }1i 
t.1EV£ //o-pt:JA~P /.11llJP 
{,!/YF 8e'rre/(. R£.>V1' r;s, 

LILCO a .$245 millk>n":rateJn~rease demonstrates .a callous 
iSisregard .~or both Long Island ~tepayers,and well;~~blished 
raternaking principles. While Ole PSC acknowledged that -less 
than· half -of its award ts foi:...the coSt of providing service, it 
charged :.ratepayers for huge:~Wiits 'of so-called '_cash flow. 
relief; that ts. money ULCO n~sUecause its own monumental 
errors have put it in financial '1ifficulty. . 

And there is no reason to assµ me tbat this relief will make any 
difference; 'LILCO has ccmcedeCl that even the full amount of its 
req1;1est might not gain lt ~sumtient a~cess to capital markets to 

avo;~ebaJ>°s'Ci~t;;quired ~y~a~\o"bea~ .independent agency and 
safeguard the public intere5t ;by limiting rates for_ regulatec:I 
utilities to amounts which are just and reasonable. But once 
again the PSC has shown itself to be a captive of the utilities 
rather than a protector of residential and business consumers. 

- · Bobert Abrams, Attomey General 

, 

/()I·· 
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. (fate of 1975. Thus, the cost of Shoreham as nse J..E)"t:Zll>_-#c!'A.~P§A-Y-8/,,.1./8,:r ~4'?'V*64Y from the original estimate of$269 million to over $4 §DnoreDnam Dnoull'11 1-.;i@1t <LDpen ·billion. Several state studies clearly show that the . Newsday's editorial of Aug. 13 entitled "Past i prime reason for this cost overrun was company misRate Increases Argue for Shoreham" indicates that, 'management. Yet, the company wants to place the because of oil-related rate increases during the cost of this plant into customer rates, something 1970s, the Shoreham nuclear power plant should be that would surely trigger rate shock on Long Island. allowed to open. Unfortunately, Newsday ignores The fact is that today's economics show that openeeveral pertinent points in its arguinent. . ing Shoreham is not beneficial to the LILCO rate-. There is no question that a major factor in r~te payer. This nuclear plant has become so expensive increases for the Long Island Lighting Co. durmg that, if it were opened and placed in the rate base, the 1970s was the ever-nsing cost of oil. However, customers would immediately experience increases this was not the only reason for the ;307 percent rate that would far exceed the increases that were caused increase experienced by LILCO ratepayers between by oil. Ironically, the price of oil has now dropped to a 1972 and 1981. level where it is more economieal than operating LILCO's recent austerity program, which elimi- Shoreham, due to the plant's exorbitant cost. nated close to 1,000 positions witho~t affecting ser- Shoreham should not open today. If anything,. vice, is clear proof that the utility was overstaffed. It the rate increases of yesterday argue for all con-I is obvious that ratepayers of Long Island were pay- cemed to prevent the $4 billion Shoreham plant ing more than they should have for electric service from entering customer rates. \ on Long Island for many years. · Richard M. Kessel, Executive Director Furthermore, LILCO was una.ble to complete State Consumer Protection Board ~nstruction of.Shoreham anywhere near the target Albany 

Arthi.ir Mccomb 

it
.·,····~·-

. . 

I i ..... 
~. ~J°i:LO!!"' 
STATE~ NEW YORK 

l:XECUTIVE DEPARTMENT 

' ST Al E CONSUMER PROTECTION BOARD \ 

L. ~if:HARD M. •:ESSEL 
C+i.t.IR .t.NO EXE Cl'TI VE O!~E.Q".Qfl . ..• .i... _.,,;;._. 

Lake R'.)nkonkoma, NY 11779 

,,t.• .. 

U-1'1EPLY. 0: 
.•. 250l!'l0AOW.t.Y. nrH FLOOR 

(212) 587-44 l<' 

Th=!!k Y'='') '7-:":ry rr.:;;:h for sendina me a :::opy of 'VC ur letter dated August 28 to all elected a:1d appoint:d-off~c-~cl.s~ 
I share your frustrations w.Lth the pr)blems that you have experienced with LILCO. I was deeply disa:?pointed that the PSC granted LlLCO a ~245 rnil~~on electric rate increase. 
I can assure you that Governor Cuomo .5hare:s our .concerns. In fact, he has direc tea rne to SiH~ th~ PSC and. try 2.~d cv~rtL.t;c,·, U-,is -.m~ust rc:ts increase. The CPB hopes to file this suit within ihe next three weeks. 

Ple:se be -3.:;sure•) t:.hat the Cuomo ac1.--ni11istration will c1o everything possible to oppose fut~ure rate :~ncreases for LILCO. 
--·--.--"--0 U_!-'l-''-•..!.. !-
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8 THE WALL STRUT JOURNAL 
'fuesday, August 28, 1984 

Northeast Utilities 

THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
ThurSday, August JO, 1984 ~ ~ 

Suspends Refueling To Cancel 4 Units 

Aher Spill at Plant At 2 Nuclear Plants 
0 

By a WALL STREET JOURNAL Slaff Reporier 
HADDAM, Conn. _ Northeast Utilities By a WALL STREET JouRNAL Staff Reporter 

said it suspended refueling of the Connecti- KNOXVILLE, Tenn.-TheTennesseeVal· 

cut Yankee nuclear plant here after a seal ley Authority board voted to abandon four 

gave way and 200.000 gallons of mildly ra· partly completed units at tw? n~c~ea~ power 

dioactive water spilled in the main reac- plants in Tennessee and M1ss1ss1pp1. 

tor building. The board, as expected, also accepted a 

No one was injured and no radioactivity TV A staff recommendation to write off the 

was released because the nuclear fuel $2.71 billion invested in the units, beginning 

hadn't yet been removed from the reactor, a with the write-off of $800 million during the 

spokesman for the Berlin, Conn.-basedu~il- fiscal year ending Sept. 30. A TVA spokes

ity said. The Nucle<ir Regulatory Comm1s-; man said the remaining $1.9 billion would be 

sion is investigating, but so far hasn't found1 written off over the next 11 years. 

any similar seal ~ailures else~here, Paul[ The write-off would require a 2% to 4% 

Swetlan~. the resident_ NRC inspector at revenue increase each year, but the spokes· . 

Connecticut Yankee said. . man said rates wouldn't necessarily rise by 

The leak occurred last Tuesday wh1l~ a the same percentage. The board voted yes· i 

normally di}' a~ea kn?wn as th~ refuehng terday to raise rates for fiscal 1985 Jess than : 

pool was being_f1lled with water in prepara- l'7,. because of a $150 million surplus for j 
tion for removing nuclear fuel. O~e of two 1984, he said. The increase would add 19 

gas~ets that helps keep the water in t~~ ~e- cents per l,000 kilowatt hours to customers' 

fueling pool g~ve way, a Northeast Ut1ht1es monthly bills beginning Oct. 2, he said. 

spoke~man said. About 200.000 gallon~ of wa- The staff of the nation's largest utilicy 

ter spilled onto the floor of the containn:ent e ommended scrapping the nuclear proj· 
building and was contaminated. It has since r c ..... i . ___ . __ _ . 

been pumped out and cleansed. ects oeca~e estimates of en~rgy aemp.nu:.: 

if the leak had occurred after the fuel in the TVA s_ seven-state .service area .have 
1 

had been lifted from the reactor, and no one dropped, while construction costs have In-. 

had intervened, the fuel "could have been crea~ed. . - . . ' 

exposed to air and that could have caused Wit~ the vo~e. TVA _1s aband?nmg the 

fuel damages, which could have released ra- two-umt Harts"'.llle A pro1ect, 40 mlles no~

dioactivity," Northeast Utilities spokesman west of Nashville, Tenn., and ~he tw?"lllllt 

Anthony Castagna said. Yellow_Cree~ pro1ect at Iuka, M1~. Un~t 1 ?f 
Further, if the gates that keep water in Hartsville A 1s 44% complete. while U~1t 2 1s 

the spent fuel pool had been open, Mr. Cas· 34% complete. At yellow. Cree_k, Umt 1. i~ 

tagno said, the leak could have allowed wa· 35% complete, while Umt 2 is 3% com 

ter to drain from that pool, exposing some of · plete. . 

the fuel and releasing some radioactivity. The TVA estimates it would cost $5 b~l

The spent fuel pool is where used fuel rods lion tci complete Hartsville A and S9.6 ~11-

are stored. But the gates were closed at the lion to complete Yellow Creek. Hartsville 

time of the leak. was expected to cost $800 million when api 

Northeast Utilities said it considers the· proved in 1974. In 1975, the TVA estimated 

incident "an unresolved safety issue" and Yellow Creek would cost n.9 billion. I 

halted refueling pending investigation by the The TV A board approved construction of 

company and the NRC. Other planned mam· 17 nuclear units between 1966 and 1975. 

tainence is C?ntinuing. Eight units have been canceled, four 11:re un· 

The refuehng began Aug. 1 and was to der construction and five are operatmg. 

continue 10 weeks. Because work was ahead The agency estimates the construction of 

of schedule, the leak isn't expected to make the two-unit watts Bar nudear plant near 

a significant del~y in restarting the plant, 
1 

Spring City, Tenn., and the two-unit Belle· 

Mr. Castagna said. . ~ font'" nuclear project near Holl~. Ala., 

_Connectic~t Yankee, a 582,000-kilowatt~ will take care of energy demands in its re· 

umt, uses a Westmghouse Electric Corp. re-; gion until 1996. 

actor. The plant operated for 417 days be· i The TVA is an independent corporate 

fore closing for refueling, an industry re~- agency of the federal government created 

ord, accordin~ to the companv. by Congress tn 1933. 

wide cloud of radioactive trit
ium oxide gas released by an 
accident at the Energy De
partment's top-secret Savan-. 
nah River plant dissipated 
harmlessly "into the atmos-. 
phete yesterday, plant offi-' 
"ials said. - -

OffiCials declined tO ·dis
cuss the cause· M'"lli~ ecci~ 
dent, saying it is classified 
infonnatiQn. . . ·. · 
~-.rnemtrum oxide -gas-,a. 
key ingredient of hy<trogeri 
bombs-escaped · .· ·Sunday· 
n!ght and drifted northw~rd 
over :·the South , Carolina 
PiedmoBt. 

Neither ihe 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. 

- Plant officials $aid the 
ndiation dose near the facil
ity that produces tritium and 
J>lutonium for America's nu
clear ars~nal was .estimated 
at 'Seven millirems-about a 
:third the dose in a chest 
~-.~ay. . . ," .. 
,,.,." Jn terms of 1t bemg a i 
)hreat, it was not a threat ; 

I
m. the beginning,"- Webb ( 
. "But in terms of what i 
been released previous-1· 

twas significant." 
~'tPltmt officials said the 
~udioactive cloud was re-
1eased when a liquid by-pro
lluct of the tritium oxide pro
:auction process accidentally 
spilled ·and evapo!ated in a 
.plant building. 

· luchard Tait, tritium 
.iOperations 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 protectiye suit$. 
~tiMl a'from absorbing 
, aange~twels of tritium:~. 

/o3 
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Arthur McComb, 30 Kirby Lane, Lake Ronkonl::ana, N. Y. 

• Soptetl'.ber 19th, 1984. 11779. 

Honorable ~rio CU.omo, Govornor, State of, New York, 

State '&lpitel, ExewtivG Chamber,, - - ,, · .'RE: Series of letters. to you in 

Albany, New York 12224. · 1983-84, unanswered except 

for the first one. 

You hesve already done mo1·e than most electives in our Shoreham difficulties. 

If you tell me your's arn too great to respond, I' 11 try to understand. I am 

only one of you1· SO-million p:lus New York Staters - but I was not too busy to listen 

many 'hundrods of hours: at hea:~ings, to many hundreds of experts on sworn testimony, 

ner to write hundreds of lett13rs and to speak whon allowod to. I fipoke as chairman 

of cr council of a greup of ci'.ric elubs, and ran for Brookhaven Towr, Supervisgr lll71 •. 

Better, I spoke for my family, and I think, for yeurs. All this ft..ir almost 15 y~rs. 

If you cannot tell NRC that their boards have violated our public hearing dJ.e 

process (as did our own PSC}, so usurping our constitutional right and duty te s alf-

dufend, I' 11 l::n~w you' re onlJ ono poraon like mo, and van "t do eve::yth*nq.. Just tel1 

me. Most electives- just seen. to flail about - you havo acted. Gr.1cias, senQr. 

I have net heard anyone else say NRe provod our case for ua 111 their dem&nc, that 

ovaeuation plan bo viable. l harvo said it, and heard you say it in llecembor. 'Yeu 

said NRe' thus: proved fisc:tion energy is too horrible a threat .. I fjay, an·.ineseapable 
J 

danger and better quickly dead in the main plume core11 than millimed. in its peripl.ery 

with burns and erqan destruction from alpha, beta and iJ&mna rays <md future cancer. 

I shall not be too busy and quit exttnsion of my 15 year war" Too bad it'i> a 

• 

.• 

revolt. Join us with backs to the wall - I think you are there nciw. Right alw.1ys 
. . 

wa1s the driest amnuni tion in the long run, and second wind wins in this ma.rathoa. 

Last D'eeember :ln our Conununi ty College, yc.u did prombe to a pack1~d hall that y.)u 

would personally answer my letters, and that the 150 :tot heard wo1ld have another 

public hearing. Wo got noi ther. People usk me how c )Jile. At the Bianchi breakfast 

April ft\th. in Patchbgue, yot• asked me tg qet a list o E names - ye11 already h&vE, a 

list from December. Why qe1: another? I ·ievote muah time to a la qally blind wife. 

~~~ 

• 
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' , ~o lU.vo~head oeaaion, Jtuqust 10th, was adjourned nl.J!loot an hour early of tho set 
•!' . · .. ,: : · t:ituo~ .and. f01,1r who had spoken nt .tho Hauppauqe meeting, were denied. to· talk at · ., 

•· ·~ 1
' RivorhO(ld, bec&use of that •. I wented to r~d .a letter for throe senior citizens. 

··. ;. 'unoblo t~ ccmo. I asl::od to, after a Jl1IUl wo.S'·pormittecl to ta.lk for an out of state 
l · 918'P ~1'? H<?ald.nqtqn, •Toti.· tho l:lo toq hf1~ sp&ken ct Hauppauqe, and tho board kn.W 
( ho :hocl. 'i'o dony my lottor · .--/ resident. seniors from Suffolk was rank disorimina• 
':tlon~ > l tolcl them that tho oonioro \"Oro Phyoically unable to, and one of them 'ht• 

; ,. 
' 

.·.' • 

' '. 

--·---rr 

• 

j 

. Q.iGSO SI® hoapitallz94 for surgery,· '.l'hcr othe:rsmffer; f.rom incontinence. '· · · 
:. ·~,,.: · · · r : .. · ·· .'. >. · · · · · · · ·tho lieonainq7"bollrd ·. · · ·· 
.O..~er aa;)1,'como l>eforo as !O,but Ofter thoyJhod ·~djournod, but was denied hio tilne 

. to a;c,tress the board. He was "troll pgf.ore t!e ~= Q01 aphoduleg alos'i11g· Umo. . · . 
•. ·- .• ·~ .' • ;1 . . ' - . . . - , ' ' . . - ' . . . .· ' . . ., 

' .... 
l Cl ncm offcamcl, erutroqect. -uory .ilncl inconsod. Projudqament is painfully clcclr. 

1 Your ·.-m ,fact .. finding J)llnol of 13, '1ltl\ two ( 1 aoat) from NRC' a; FIMA and. ono NRC · Di*'~.tor f>f Oporotiona, ·sot 3 publio hoarinqs, · noodinq a fourth to hoar tha opil~·
oyor 'from tho owomped 3rcl aession, ·1f<ID hoev6ly ono-sidet.l. (Also 11 oxooutivo ON
riono' worQ s:otJ ;01\lY S voting mc:mborp; :omt fit to U.aton to tho P\lblio at tho 4 , . · 

; moettnqG., · Ono sat thru bto hoodnqa; eDd 2 oat in i·aoaaionn, · ono at Htk>MU and · 
· Rh·.orheed;· ancl the othor only at Nassou. Three- did no Tublic listening;,. Atten-
.· cl!llle..,.1M£J"-Wr at· tho 11 osoou.tivo moota,4fii tho II vot nq rnero,on your panel •. 
, .(Pli~~.;·: :fii',Petchoguo ond Rivorhoad, hod ono mcmbor et Patchovuo and nono ot Riv~. 

orti..¢:1d; with :an administrativo judqo runninq tho show for tho Q:bscmtooa, and the ·· 
e'onsv;essiona.l _ Overd.qht in April had absentees. too• Fi vg werg prgunt. 

·1 . , f~; .::·/(.·; ';'.~~:~ ;··;·, . : ~ :, . : ,:f.' · . .- ::( .i . . I 

'rhis''w}:iet~o aorioo·, mostly July and Au;uat, wovo a tanqlod mooo, qoin; four di.t"oo..;. · 
tiQll(l-dat onc:e, poorly notUiad, soniotimos in error end always conf\lsin9, aeomttcl 
fQo· rnueh .. like public snoo;kerinq by and for vested interests. When the· public. 
finall qot a handle on it the last two blic hearin s were swa ed. · If ~ll 
facts were delivered right wi h due process, heari s would still be 

r· ;, .. 

;HAftfterrm 'Il'<D>~<S IEc61~ft@n-. . -~naur~-1s. minlmum-~eoceu Ln.00 aeta llll th~ 
=:..;::;..:::.;..;::;.::;~_..;;~:;;..._~;;;;;;;;;~-..;;;;-;;...-"""!.=-=~---- res of aid It bu aAhed ten-. bacluding: 
tn\ fmnf'nT Tm 41!'\ (!I tf"\ll""t!ll!b<61 l\1ilmmcfil 1. n~ewal of a permit tc>'bum high sulphur fuel. 
'-YIU'"'" L.!:t&\1- Ull~IV ~ WJ!!J.\fi# I 2. Waiver of NYS gross ~pts tax · 
To the editor: f/!/(lM,.f',l)'/(r~[lfff9'1-S/fl"J'fmDA'J 3. Reduction of Sho~.-~~pCrty tax assessment by 

1n your 1ast'dilon c.A'Ugust 4)~ a iJier from Mary--i:&'u ,50% · · · ... _., 0 ... 
Abata responds to George Hochbrueclmer's llrticle from a .·. 4. AUowingLILCOtoabaorb9nly0250millionofthep~ 
previous edition. She states that "It was his 4th question 'posed 01.9 billion hnprudency costs. . 
that be didn't get a chance to ask Dr. Catacoslnos, not his 5. PASNY construction of power lines under the Sound 
let, 2nd or 3rd." lbis is not entirely correct. While Mr. ,and purchase of LILCO's lnterconnection. 
Hochbrueclmer did ask his question, it was not answered 6. Increase In LILCO's share of PASNY hydro-power. 
by Dr. Catacosinos, and only by restating the same ques- 7. hicrease in LILCO's benefit from Canadian hydro-
tlondid begetareply. Dr.Catacosinos' reply was that rates power. · . \ · 
would go up only 1 % per year for five years. aand 0% after LILCO and Dr. Catacosinos are asking for everything and 
tha.t, wtth the exclusion of inflation in those figures. When they apparently don't care who they step on to get it, in
Mr. Hochbrueclmer tried to get a clarification on that inf or- eluding and especially the ratepayer. One questioner said 
piation,bewasrudelysbouteddownbythepcoplewh~.Ms. to Dr. Catacosinos at the Open meeting: "LILC9 bas 
Abata says "oat mth their ba,Dds courteously raised. cotinually lied to us over the past 15 years· why should we 

Before faulting Mr. Hochbrueckner for not telling all of .believe you Dow'?"-Dr. catacc:>Sinos replied, "There's DO 

the truth, Ms. Abata should have crltidud Dr. Catacosinos :reason to believe us." Ti 

.' : ,' 
~: ,. .. 

.... , '..': 

. ··'.'' '' 
.'• 

" ... ' . ;~ ' 

fornotansweringthequestion. It was Mr. Hochbrueclmer ( Certalrily. as Ms. Abltia says. "I_t's_~e th_~!J>O~titjans 
who was cut off, not Dr. Catacoslnos. Also, one must be told us the wlllole truth mid nll<tjUst wllaflhey want us to 
aware that George Hochbrueckner has tried to arrange to bear." If we want them to tell us the truth, we should be J 
meet with the Open, Inc. group, and they bave not agreed to willing to gtv.e them llle opportunity to speak.. and not cut Jr; ;J 
do 90• Why wouldn't they allow him to speak? Are they them off or n:tuse them the opportunity to address us and 
.. rotecting" their membership from bearing another side be questioned. Ms. Abata nnd Open. while asking for 

0
f the Shoreham issue? Are they afraid that if more of the : "truth", refuse to bear _the Gide& of the. issue that do not 

truth is told, some of their members will change their I coincide with-their own vlems. Hay be It s time for them to 
minds on the issue? As for Hocbbrueekner's claim that ;0 open" their JDlnds. 
rates will go up 70%, that is actually LILCO'S claim - and Sincerely, Jane Alcorn 

·.,. 
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WAYNE PROSPECT 
LEGIHLATO». 15T/"I OIS1°RICT 

~ep~emoer 17, 1984 

Arthur McComb 
30 Kirby La. 

COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 

COUNTY LEGISLATURE 

Lake Ronkonkoma,NY l.L779 

Dear Arthur, 

1 789 EAST JERICHO TURNPIKE 
HUNTINGTON. NEW YORK 11743 
OFFICE (51 61 499-5886 
HOME (5161 499-6744 

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"°!30 
am. 

The funding resolution, submitted to the legislature by Mr. 
Cahalan, 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 cost.s. 
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, 

\U~ 
Wayne Pre~ 
County Le=~~~tor 

l 

'·· 
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• 

• 

·I 
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GARY HART 
COLORADO 

S111ff)l'IJ f]J>Jl!Jl~'s~- f'Jest · .. our 
8fle .:t~ '"'S~Cost Ove~ ·~ut ~.'la desperate attempt t.o holp 

Fighting. Shoreham" [Sept. 6) is the most dis- LILCO, ~ arbitrarily fori:ed the Shoreham & 

ingenuous edit.orial Newsday has written on·. • eue int.o extra innings in -the hope that mom 

the subject of Shoreham. For Newsday t.o cite . -'time · Wi11 provide the NRC with the elixir it 

increased 1.egaLfees as a reason for .. Suffolk -·'needs to license :the plant. ·· 

County t.o give ·up its figbt against the Long · :' · So the NRC deliberations and he&.rings go•_ 

kilond .Lighting Co. -and its $4-billion -Shore-. ·and oJt.:1lnd consequently, the county's legal n

bom nuclear plant belies Newsday's implaca- penses mount. · . . ~ · . .. . 

1,;lo 9upport for Shoreham. ·· Newsday would . Furthermore, in ·a cynical attemP.t t.o wealt

have preferred t.o see the county not spend one · /en the county's resolve by ,forcing it t.o inCur 

clime in opposition t.o LILCO's Shoreham plant additio¥1 costs, LILCO has initiated several 

GDci, t.oday, Newsday would like nothing more · lawsuits- (with ratepayers' ~oney, of course) 

thAn t.o see the county executive, 1.he Stift'olk . against the county. As frivolous as these suits 

County Legislature and the_govemor get out are, the county must be in court to respond. 

cf LILCO's way so the Shoreham plant can be ·1t should also be point.eel out that during the 

licensed by the Nuclear Regulat.ory Commis- ·past three.· years LILCO has outspent the 

cion. ~No chance! . . . · county by a rate of at least --4 to 1 on Shore-

The .centerpieee of the county's opposition is . ham legal fees, a fact that NeWlkiay c:Onve-

)ao&ed. on the .firm conviction that Shoreham -niently ignores. . ,- · · 

cminot be opera'ted safely, since our unique is- .· ·Notwithstanding the pre-eminent safety i&

kuid geography precludes the successful imple- sues surrounding the Shoreham fight, most 

mentation of an evacuation plan in the event of people would agree that a $10-million t.o $15-

c nuclear accident. The county and Gov. Mario million county investment that eeeka t.o pre

Cuomo have comm:unicat.ed this t.o the ·NRC, · vent the doubling of ~lectric bills on Long 

whose regulations require an evacuation plan t.o ·Island is· money well spent. . 

bo in place before they can issue an operating Suffolk .County's . .fight against LILCO has 

license t.o LILCO for Shoreham. · · been the county'.s finest hour in -representiDg 

· Indeed, the county's original cost estimate of and ·defending the citizen interest. It is deeply 

03 million for legal and technical consultants t.o regrettable· that Long Island'~ only daily 

fight the licensing of Shoreham was accurate. newspaper ha.S chosen t.o become an ally cl 

By any reasonable standard, given the position the LILCO monopoly. The pe0ple of Long i. 

-of the county arid state. on emergency prepared- -,land deserve better. 

·t=::l, tbJ ~ lid" cbould bo lo-a ow1'. Loaia- Wayoo Pnqi=t (D-16t.h District). 

~ • '•Vi bo A • 

WASHINGTON. C.C. 20510 

September 17, 1984 

COMMITTEES: 

ARMED SERVICES 

ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC WORKS 

BUDGET 

Mr. Arthur McComb 
30 Kirby Ln. 
Lake Ronkonkoma, New York 11779 

Dear Mr. McComb: 

Just a sh?rt note to thank you for sending me a copy of your 

letter.concerning the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. I 

appreciate your thinking of me . 

Again, thanks for keeping me informed • 
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Arthur McComb, 3b Kirby Lane, Lake Ronkonkoma, N. Y. 11779. 

Suffolk County Legislature, 
Hauppauge, N. Y. 11788. 

September 25th, 19;84. 

RE: Continued funding of legal fight .. 
Shoreham Nuclear Fission Plant fl. 

When Suffolk County and New York State responded to the federal pressure for the openinq 
of Shoreham, and intervened in their evacuation adversary proceedings, I bitterly com
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 •hearinqsa in 1970, 71, 
72 and 73. After 14 years I finally sickened and called enough. 

My friends talked rne into resuming my presence 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. nucl'9ir 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 judqes came 
back from recess with long lists of their own questions - ending with the same one about 
mel t •. down possibility. To every time it was asked, nuclear expert witnesses could give 
no assurance that melt-down would not eccur 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 LIUX has been 
estimated as outspending Suffolk by 4 to 1. This money could have built plant& for fos
sil fuel with the finest 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 a The state's bill, from my stHte 
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 - wi thou·,: due
process public hearings - but with what money? It's me again, not only as taxpaye:r, but 
ratepayer too. I pay Brookhaven taxes, but LIL.CC declines to. My non-elective PSC 
takes it from my pockets and puts it into Catacasinos' saddle-.baqs. My bill qoes up for 
electricity, but so do profits for stock and bond holders of LILCO's. 

Why does Artie M~omb 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 liqht at the end of a 
tunnel, and my best judgement is that we have a case, and cannot quit. We alvays had a 
ease, but federal usurped us. When you punch back, you cannot quit. Now give 'en: hello 
I have always sensed federal prejudqement, 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 2020 ~~ 
r VP.:PA'r£ 70 OC/8.$E'/e /98JI~ 7oi/s- AN.1.'11'f?~ eir ~~..£ 
tfCCtJ~P #A-5 .P$CN C~E/9~.,, //./ 771'C-~r- /$" YE'JIA.S. 
I~ /SAA~ f>/(J/'f£- />l,,4~ll!JJ... p:;,li i3t:J<'K$ /..IKF/¥/,E: 

108 
I /l.4Y& .5'AYt::P E.iJilt? "#I re>-f /'1/Yftf l' PJPI('!"; a 11'/ m ,s 
tJftr If )f'Ef:Jf£'Si'lV7/-J7iV~ A/'IP _7 />ZIJY ,11/o/ ft/AKC-
,,/J?CJJ!fs/£ WK /'1#/Elf~A .57'eAOJltl.S 7& BF t/.f~~ 111!ot1c/I.. 
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OFFICE OF THE COUNTY LEGISLATURE 
COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 

' 

'WILLIAM H. ROGERS 
CLERK 

JOYCE F. ROSKO 
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK 

JOHN CHARUK 
DEPUTY CLERK 

September 10, 1984 

TO: The Public 

FROM: William H. Rogers, 
Clerk of the legislature 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a special meeting of the 

Finance and Insurance CofllTlittee of ~he Suffolk County Legis

lature, will take place on Tuesday, September 11, 1984, in 

Conference Room B, at 9:00 A.M. The Legislative and 

Personnel CofllTlittee 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. 

/~/.s· A/olt cc N.45 'rb/X rJIF TNO C'EA,.YfFIC4~ 

C'v /V£Ce:>..srry Ahltc)f W~E rA:Ll.1.FJJ ~ , 

we- 3;b/~" .. ...s-E.ss/av P,?D/1-J w111cij .EXc-tl{'PE 
C'/IM e sH/dNA/ tP/t/ /Vt£-xT PA,~£ 77;1:~y Jv'~C 
4P/7-('ovc-P _.,,Agrr~ tfJ/11~ /t/4.5 ,,,._1/o/£,11/PF.J) .. 

COUNTY CENTElt 

LltOISLATURE •UILDING • 
• ' "IVEltHEAD. NEW YOltK 11901 • 

VETl!:lt~•NS MEMOltlAL HIGHWAY .. HAUP'P'AUOE, NEW YOltK I 1788 • 

/(), 

1151 tll 11"'8-3300 

Cllltll 3tl04073 



p-~r/V'r ~ 1Jll~ Mo/'? ,111wvrs-;F:1,IJ'~NC'£" a>H~~., '~-~3, 11,~ ~'Atf.Y~~ce ~a . 
~r. Arthur McC'Om1:5 interposed anastatea that he is opening 't:liis discussion oy requestin~ 
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 if . 
the meetings. He advised t..'lat he wished all would have been present Wednesday to hear 
t.'le cross examinations of expert witnesses who explained how minimal the chance is for 
anyth~ng dangerous or bad to happen from the Plant to t.'1e public, and then when they all 
were questioned by all parties and including the three judges that sat there, and they 
were ask if_ they as_§Yre~~at ther::..._~elt ~own ai:1d the ~xp:rts res
ponded they cannot assure t..'1at - there may be a melt ao~ He advised this nas never 
changE~d for fifteen years since he has been fol:IO'wing these hearings. He advised no 
one ca.n be sure that they will be able to cool that core which must be cool in order for 
it to operate and if something happens to that cooling, you go into a melt down and the 
heat CJOes up. When it gets to 2000 degrees it t.1-ien blisters, swells and crystalizes 
the metal which cannot stand it, and within seconds it goes up to 6000 degrees with a 
compl(=te meltdown. He stated t.1-iis 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 is no way to protect us against a melt down. He wanted to make sure t..'1j_s was on 
the r1=cord. 

residing Officer Howard interjected that no expert would ever say that there ~s not a 
ossibility of a melt down. He pointed out that one can drop dead thirty seconds from • ....,,,_ ____ ==-==---------~~-----
0 W too. (they argued back and forth - not decipherable) and ~. :1cComb outshouted the 

i Presiding Officer and stated t.."lat no one in their right mind wouid have a nuclear plant· 
l 1anywhere on the face of t..'1e earth. He stated that no one in their right mind would • 

f
1 

~:;:~.1'1'wv.=r..P~ °"""''mns-o,o'/,,w ~1A1W-PA4£1tf. 
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 

i Public Service Commission. He stated he made several hundred mailings to the media and 
1 all the elected officials. He advised he gave the same thing to the members present. 
! In one parag~aph he notes that he is convinced that both AEC and NRC are much more pro

motional thah regulatory and our own New York State Public Service Corrunission seems to 
have caught the same virus - they just gave the store away to LILCO who refuses to pay 
their taxes. Last year they held three public hearings - One in Nassau, one in River
head and one in J!l.a.tchogue. Only one of their seven member board attended only one 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 fc·2ls \·:hen thc:z" ~:1i.l.l n<:t li.::tcn tc -t:l-4.~m. A 1"1earir.Lg is 
there is no sense going into a hearing unless you are heard. 
in the record before they went on to the next item. 

sst up t.o bt: i...._...., .. _..:J 
.u.C:UJ...\..A. p 

He stated he wanted this 

Chairman Rosso stated that everyone shares his concern a.s well as Mr. McComb's thoughts 
on the Public Service Commission. Mr. McComb question:=d 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 

ll~laces. and got zilch. The Chairman advised that they joined Mr. McCo~ in that same 
complaint. 

• 
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PETER F. COHALA~ 
SUFFOLK COUNTY EXECUTIVE 

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE JOHN C. GALLAGHER 

Mr. Arthur McComb 
30 Kirby Lane .i 

Lake Ronkonkoma, New York 11779 

Dear Mr. McComb:: 
' 

CHIEF DEPUTY 

October 11, 1984 

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 ugon the health and safety of our population. I. 
share your con~erns. 

' .. 
In that r~gard, 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 
and the fact th.at 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 satisfactorily 
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, 
the County has contended for some time that the cost of 
abandoning the Shoreham plant would be less than the cost of 
operating it •. The Governor's Marburger Commission also studied 
this matter and determined there would be little economic 
difference bet~een opening and closing the Shoreham facility. 
Considering the dangers posed by the pl•nt and its ever-rising 
:ost, no good reason exists to allow it to open •@"NTA/hl:'x'r'/HG:E) /// 



~"rr>c) 
· ;; -: . ·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 • 

..._ __ . - ·· .... Further, both businesses and consumers will suffer as they 
ar~ forced to pay for LILCO's past mistakes, since the Public 
Service Commission recently voted to assist the financially 
unstable LILCO py 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 
t!t_~.-~onom.ic consequences • 

I am firmly supporting the Consumer Protection Board's 
decision to file suit against the Public Service Commission for 
granting the ra~e increase to LILCO. Be assured that·I will do 
all I can to insure that LILCO is not enriched for the 
_misma~agement of the Shoreham Nuclear Power Station. 

As you kno~, LiLCO blatantly disregarded its respon!?ibility 
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 9·92 of the Real Property Tax Law states that, when 

~ petitioned by a1county, the State Attorney General may seize a C") 
CD corporation's property for nonpayment of taxes. At the County's g ~ request, Attorney General Robert Abrams filed a suit to seize a 

~~CD portion of LILCO's assets equal to their .overdue taxes: however, 
~ ~ unfortunately, this suit was rejected by the State Supreme Court. 
~ o 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 

M,upheld. Second, the County has passed legislation.authorizing 
the sale of LILCO's tax lien this fall to expedite collection of 

llJ 

these overdue funds. ' 
Also, the Governor of th~ State of New iork has indic~ted t~ 

the management 6f LILCO his willingness to sit down and work out 
a solution in wnich all parties would share in the economic 
consequences of "the abandonment of Shoreham. To date, the 
management of L~LCO, 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 th~ Shoreham.Nuclear P~wer Statiofl. 

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 
safe~y by preventing the Shoreham plant from opening. 

Once again,· thank you for conveying your thoughts to me on 
this important issue. 

Sincerely yours, . 
• , j 

PETER F. COHALAN 
PFC/ps SUFFOLK COUNTY EXECUTIVE 
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\rthur McCor1b 
30 Ki rby La11e 
C.ake Ronkonl.oma, NY ll 7 7 9 

JearMr~~;-

September 26, j98 4 

This w Lll acknowl c dge your i·ecent cor :e spondence con
cerning Sho:eham . 

Those •) f us who oppose the •>pening of the Shoreh, m 
Nuclear Pla1t will need all of t ;1e local Slpport that we can 
get. My felr is that t he NRC is on the threshold of ,;hoving 
Shoreham upon us . 

I am writing you this note to indicate that your time
less efforts are appreciated and should be continued •1ith 
the same commitment , vigor and enthusiasm . I sense t .iat 
many people who have l ong fought the fight against Sh·>reham 
will gradually loose their zeal and enthusiasm . 

KPL:tas 

y yours , 

P. Lavalle 
Senator 
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l~i»IE IS bdOMf hthv 'M<Cmib, 30 J:irby lAne, Lake Ronkonl:-, rr 11779. 

eeTerye!le nerywhere 
befere it is t .. late. 

Auquet 15th, 1984, 

Bi White Silent Walking Death, 

:l'he radie, end your LERO quidanee qroup, mid your teachers, end miniaten, encl eiTie lead

.nr, Mid Be,. ~eeut and Red C'ress and Sah ation Army leaders - all the one• you trust moat, 

tell .,.u ROI' TO PAllIC, te do ae they PY - to qo to your decontainetion center• tor fur

ther inetructientr - do it quickly. Time rune out, 

'll'rltere i,.dly n-d a word -r•• than cahetrophe, Unde1icr ibable is nearHt. 

Phsion enerqy plants irprinq up trll OTer t he \ 'Orld' e landscape -itinq to epreed en ines

orable, inddious dirty-white ma ntle of fallout death oTer ell in it& path, Worn - fer 

-ree then death - tor the .. n:inq deed in the periphery of the plume' a path, not knovinq 

that they are hit - not l::novinq that piereinq qaJ!llla rays have damoqad internal orqane un

til they puke their qute out to t he t 1111e of r a dio instructions not to panic. Radio that 

aiTe11 instructions of what to de; •qo to the decontaminat ion centers lf you can, tc- qet 

111enitored before you die - or t c help t he dyl nq b efore you become more of the livirq <lea~ 

These are our liTi"lq dead. 

Ile): ffiroeh im• how It feels. Put t h e pro-nuclea r army wil .t aoy a steam explosion is not 

li'l::e the 'bonb - l'e~t assured - • believe me, Herb•, even t Lo none have experienced either 

tliaas ter. But l<Wllrma of expert~ ere on sworn record t hat death ie the S4llle, 

!tut vou l!!Usn't use the Nld words t hat cause p •nie when va-.: chinq babeg, and elderly, and 

mute , a nt! sie'I::, ani par,.nl .,qic11 end t h e rest of t h e army >f helpless, writhe in on exper

iene~ of t hev 'l::now not whet . Scme ere sure t o be your ow.1 f&mily and nei(lhbors wh< have 

trust<"d vou, 'Ma}'Ve they ha lf l::rew wha t happened, to enlarqe the t error. Heaven fcrbid, 

don' t anycne rlilre to mention the word cancer: Too dread. 

SOlfte "'av h e h eard l= l orlnq th ei r ver s ion of God - but do1't repeat it - t oo alarminq. 

Who can you believe anYl"ore? 611 b ecause everyone everywhere, or most everyone, wculd 

initi~te or condone, for money or power or wha tever, thei r UQlY fiel ds of fi s sion nuclear 

•UshroOlft ~lantft , r eady t o spread dirty-white deAth , and w•lki nQ dead, like puffs of dande

lion seetls i n aentle or roarinq winds , sunny er snowy wea ther, rd le-hiqh skies or inver

sions, hurricanes or eart~guakes. Hearings g row i nane anj asinine . 

T forqot th~ pr o jecticns. I forgot the l earned comput at ions of proba bili t i ns , I forqot 

the solemn assurances f rom on h iqh - f r om Washi nqton D. C. - that all the aDc>ve is surely 

not li'l::ely. All we need ie aboundi nQ fa ith that it miQht not happen in one of a thousand, 

or one in s million, or maybe a b i llion tirrPs . I f orqot wh i ch, for larqe numbers become 

eonfusinq. Rut wl'lat if t he one i n a b i ll i on is t he next one up? 

Tf ell vent well. Tf t he worst did not happen. The qri s lv disposal of wast e remains. 

T Roeal:: as one m .. n, one vote, end invite an yone to.,.joi n me. Fn:EI0N NUCLEAR PLANTS WILL 

BE mm:r OVER 'KY D!AD roJ)V. llE'l"!'ER DEAD nK'M Fil':H'f!NG THAN FRG! MA11.l'J.DE TD!E.BCtlllS. If 

T must ff allt al one, so be it. I doubt t hat anyone hos listened t o more spurious reason

fna for l'!Ore tim<", coming f r om more eduC""ted mouths, t han I have, 

limmer nlsnt in <""incinna t i i s t he way t o go - conversion if needed. EVERY FCSSIL FUEL 
PLAJrl' 'H119'I' RA\11! GOOD ~. DD Mll!l'l" UBE TREK. Ahandon convert Shoreham, 

l10WrY RZPLACES - BU!' LIVES DO JiC1l' ! 

C07'!ss to ell •odie and elec ted off icials 
in t'lie ~or@ham affected area. 

' 

Arthur McComb (516) 588 2020. 
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