
 
 

July 25, 2008 
 
 
 
 
 
G. Paul Bollwerk, III, Chair    Dr. Anthony J. Baratta 
Administrative Judge     Administrative Judge 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board   Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission  U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D.C.  20555-0001   Washington, D.C. 20555-0001 
 
Dr. William W. Sager 
Administrative Judge 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D.C.  20555-0001 
 
 

In the Matter of 
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 

(Bellefonte Nuclear Power Plant, Units 3 and 4) 
Docket Nos. 52-014 and 52-015 

 
Dear Administrative Judges: 
 
The NRC Staff has determined that two pages (iii and iv) of the table of contents were not 
included in the “NRC STAFF ANSWER TO “PETITION FOR INTERVENTION AND REQUEST 
FOR HEARING BY THE BELLEFONTE EFFICIENCY AND SUSTAINABILITY TEAM, THE 
BLUE RIDGE ENVIRONMENTAL DEFENSE LEAGUE AND THE SOUTHERN ALLIANCE FOR 
CLEAN ENERGY,” filed on July 1st, 2008.  For the convenience of the Licensing Board and 
participants, the NRC staff has attached to this letter the complete table of contents portion of 
the pleading. 

 
 
Respectfully submitted, 

           /signed (electronically) by/                      
       Patrick A. Moulding 

Counsel for NRC Staff 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Mail Stop O-15 D21 
Washington, DC 20555-0001 
(301) 415-2549, Patrick.Moulding@nrc.gov 

 
 
Dated at Rockville, Maryland 
this 25th day of July, 2008 
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