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NRC PUBLIC DOCUMENT ROOM . September-1, 1979

UNITED STATES OF- AMZRICA .
NUCLZAR REGULATORY COI2IISSION :

In the ¥atter of

PZYESYLVANIA FOWER AND LICHT CO.. . Docket’ Nos. 50-387

AIX=CGHENY TLECTRIC..COOFERATIVE, INC.. 50-38§’ -

(Berwick Atomic Power Plant)
(Susquehanna Units 1 and 2 )

.
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. CITIZENS AGAINST NUCLEAR DANGERS
SUPPIEMENTAL AFPEAL WITH PARTICULSR OBJECTIONS,
BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING AFPEAL BOARD PANEL

In the original appeals (mailgram and letter) dated Sept. 30, 1979,
the Citizehs pointed oud that the Licensing Board's 0;aer'of‘ )
jugust 24, 1979, encompassed too many divergent rulings. These
decisions, which relate to éeveral*difrerent parties, are confusing
and difficult to gppeal péoperly. The Citlzens consi@er this ummfair
and unjust because the individual motions filed with the Licensing
Board deserve individual replies that have clariiy, and not the
smoggasbord that was served up. ihen a party to the intervention.
seeks to ' make an appeal to the, Appeal Board they find difficulty in
segregating the several 1ssues in the Order which ﬁéve 1ittle
relationshlp to one another. Therefors, the Citizens strongly :..
reinterate their appeal "seeking an order: from the Appeal Board'
\ direc%ing that separate orders be issued for each‘indiviénal motion i
\. and question before the iicensing Board.
. The Citizens'al;o apveal the ruling pertaining to the'Applicénts
and XRC discovery recquesis. The findings were”bgsed én balfktruthé' i

and blased interpretation of facts. An additional suprlemental appezl
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will be forthcoming on this issue. In the interim, the Citizens will,
2lso Under separate co.ver"- (and under ﬁrotest), .s.ub:::_*.t“ a temtative
statement thet fnay; satisfactorily comply with the &irective to the.
'Citizens, in the Order seeking interrogatory informamtion under.~
aiscovery procedures. Tb'ere are remedies availables under the NRC
rules which will be taken: 'Nevertheless, the Citizmns object to, - -
and bere'-oy appeal, the fourteen day time limit to cmoumpiy. Thls short
time frame is arbitrary and unreasonable. The cit12§ns seek from t:.her
‘Sppeal Board a reas_onable extention of tims on this poldnt.

It should be noted for the re.corAd that the 1nteeyve_ner.'s,' ;

representing the general public, have been denled govexrmment records

3erwick case., At the same time, the Licensing Boardd Wmas not seén it
‘o o;'dez' the NRC or tae Applicants to comply with tihe interveners!
discovery requests and the public’s right to know. The Licensing 3oard,
thus far, has discriminated azgainst the interveners: by 1its one-sided
orders and its inaction to uphold the in'benit of thea'Fr!'ee'don_z of
Izformation >laws, and has thereby obsiructed their. cowr proceedings.

The Citizens surmit to tﬁé Presidentis Commiss.iomr on the .‘-:ccident'
at T’:qree ‘;{ile Island that the Berwick ¢case, if the :current game plan
prevails, will become a carbon copy of the past THI: licens'é nearings,
and virtually all the other NRC reactor: safety kearings,. past and present'f:
There cannot be any meaningful public imput before the"govemment, on

the issues of environment and public safety, until the NRC! 1s replaced

oy an entirely new government organization. The: exiisting NRC operates

- under a set of rules that are unconstitutionzl and wm-—-4merican. If the ~—
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Commission makes any recommendations to the President to chgnée the’
rules wnereby the ;areéent NRC operates, those recommendations will
probably be disallowed by the NRC wlegal staff because the changes
"would be. a chal‘leng‘e to the NRC rules; and there 1s a NRC, r.gzg-le _that
states that a challenge to a NRC rule is inadmissible and illegal. _
That!s "catcb 2?", and tbat!s how the NRC Fudge: Factory funct:‘..onsl

" Ai"

The NRGC rules.are- risht out of the Soviet Union's Commissar of’

tomic Energy's rule book!

Returning to the issue of diécove’ry, the Citizens, om May 22, 1979,

requested the following information from the PPEL:

"Furnish a complete record of the manufacture of the atomic
reactor pressure vessels purchased by PP&L for Units X and 2

at 3erwick. Documentation should trace the pressure wessels

from their pressat location all the way back to the foundries
where they were forged several years ago. Include a @escripiilon
of all welding modifications performed on the pressure vessels
‘at all stages of the production process. Document exzctly the
plant sites where the pressure vessels were welded an& fabricated..
Include concise vressure vessel weld inspection reports We also
need to know the manufacturing role of pressure vessel WOrK

that may have bsan performed at the Babcock & Wilcox, Ziount Vernon,
Indiana plant; the Chicago Bridge & Ironm, Memphis, Tezm. vlant; .
and the Combustidn "’nsineerins, Gbattanoosa, Tenn. plamt;

among other facilities.® ) .

The Citizens believe thalt the President's Commission sboul& asx for
the same type documentation fr:om. Met-2d., the operators of THMT.

Thel reasen being (according to Fortune magazine, November, 3969},
Babcock and W.ilcox, when 1t first began bullding pressure wessels
at the Mount Vern;;n,n Indiana. p'.'.an‘{:.' encouniered production delays,
caused in part by the fqul‘ty‘ workmanshlp of inexper:!.enced. welders.
Rabcock & Wilcox made weld_eré' out of farm-hands witk 2 few weeks:
tra:ining.ﬁ Crders for about ten of these pressure vessels +that had
"to be "mined-out" and re-welded, were cancelled, but later on solsd.

to other vendors, probably at bargain basement prices becauss theyw
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were of inferior quality. ‘'ihere were these re-cycle:d pressure vessels

eveatually installed? .The publisned account identified ounly one of

m

tne sites, Rancho Seco, near Sacramento, Califormia. Two more of
them may well be at Three. Mile Island The Citizens want to k*xow 1L -
any of the ill-fateo. pressure vessels were installe& at Berwic&" .
In ansver to the discovery request quoted above:, tbe PP&L would T -
“not Tell. the pub"ic where tbe Berwlck: nressure vesse:ls were bu:!.lt
The PPZL objected "on the grounds of burdensomeness 4n that' it seeks
an open-ended quantity of documents."” This is a good example of -
corporate irresponsibility! The Applicants (FP&L) axre stomewalling,
anéd the N2C, by not releasing this reactor data tg te public,is
an accessory. The President's Commiss:;.on kas the duity to probe ané.' '
identify the location of thesa re-cycled nressu"e vesssels, that may‘ be
sitting like timebombs all over this country—-—including Three Mlle Island.
'T‘he Citlizens now uum to the third issue of this -appeal. On
June‘ 22, 1979, the Citizens filed a:motion beZore ths=. Licensing Board
requesting the promugation of an order revising the prelizinary
timetable in the Bepwick case.to coincide with TMT c?evelopn-xents,, such
as the President's Commission ginal' report, and the Forthcoming NEC
Taslf Jorce recommendations. That motion was denied y the Licsnsing
Board on’ jugust 24, 1579. The Citizens hereby appeail that decisi_.on
beforfa the Appeal Board. The rationale given by ‘tbsa Licensing Board. -

in 1ts denlal was that there ls no compelling reasorm for: a. change in

" the . hecrinb schedule, adopted on March 6, 1979.. In other word.s, the
aceident 'at TMI will ‘not compell the NRC to do anytihing differently
a2t publzic hearings.,; The Licensing Board stated thad the Serwick

‘mearing (schaduled for December 1979) is "generally flexible enougk®

w0 accommodate the circumstances of T¥I, Hogwashl: The Citizens s=sek
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froa the Appesl Board an order overruling the denial, because
substantive NRC regulations are forthcoming, and new imformation om
reacior safety will b° made public soon that will affect the

3erwick hearinss. s
The Final voint t0 be made, relates to the Presidemt’'s
Commissﬂ.on highly nublicized meetins in Washington on Bugust =23, ‘L97g, -]

:Lust one day be"ore the issuance of the 'multi-facetad 'r;m.'c' Order

nushing ahead on the Berwick hearing scheaule vith 2 damn—tbe-—tcmedoes
attitude. Harold R.. Denton, director of the 0ffics of Nuclear Reactor .
Regulation at first lifted and. then later that dgy reimstated a RO |
noratouliun onl liceﬁsins--of‘ two reactors--after a commiissloner
reportedly accused the ’\IPG of "thumbing its nose.a‘c the: commission.™
The fact i1s, the N2C has been thumoin,:, ts nose at the commission
since at least June 13, 1979, when Denton and his stafT met with
utility officials at 3Bethesca, Ma ryTa*xd o] fi::_-:ure out how to get
around delays in project reviews caused by the TMI accident. .T:'b is.
now evident that his SO day moratorium was merely an e:xpedient.measﬁre
necessitated by a manpower drain causéd by TMI. -There wWere no lessons
learned, 1t would be ousiness as usual, excﬂp‘t ‘for a fevw changes i::
public relations tactics employed by the NEC. .

Tbj:s“ was all brought out in a NRC letter of July 2, 1979, froa

mthe ﬁivision of Project Management on the subject of -"iSummary of

i

ueeting To Discuss Casework Schedules” (referring to tibne 3etkesda
meeting of June 13, 1579). Enclosure 3 indicates that. there woulZ be
no ¢elay of NRC pr'o'jec't reviev in the 3erwick case, even thouzsh the-

_construction is falling far behind schedule in some cr-itical areas

according to recent N2C documents. The day after Dsution dou=leszoke
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in Yashington, the long prepared grder went ouv on 3erwick for ths

"'=.C %0 procesd as if nothing unusual occurrsd seventy miles* édownstrean

from 3erwick, along the Susqushanna River, on:iarch 28, 1979. If that

‘isn't thombing its nose at the people of Northeastern Pennsylvania,
by the NRC, then what is?

. There was probaoly an avalancbe of orders mailed. out on/or

. about August 23rd by the numsrous \IRG licens..ns boards in nroceedinas
all over the country, with the apparent approva{l. o -the commlssionaers,
to éo full speed ahsad, and in effect thumbing their noses at all
the American peoplén Neither Denton, or the commissioners have yat
cancelled those orders. Denton and tée five NRC cormissioners
should be called beiore the President's Commission, omce moée,and .
. advised to extend the mori coriuz to 21l the pendirg WRC 1ice'use Cases,'
not just the one or two now in effect. To do otherwise would be )
hypocritical. .- 3nd, ithe NRC Appeal Board should ovei'mle':tbe dastardly
Berwick Order of August 24, 1979, fortawith; ‘whick mow éalls for
hearings prior to publiéation of the THI and NRC Task Force findings

-

of fact and recomnendastions.

nespectfully submittad

) ¢
Dated: September 1, 1979 Correspond

. ¢cc: President's Commission--miI”
Comptroller General--GAO
‘gerry 3rown--Gov.,Calif.
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LT .CE?.TIFICATE OF SERVICE - . : .

I hereby certify that copies of Citizeuns Agaizf:st Xuclear Danger's

Sunvlemental Avveal 'ﬁt’h Particular Objections, 3efore The Atomic .

Safety And Licensinz Avveal Soard Paz:xel have. been served on the

folloving by deposit. in the Uniied States mail, first clasés

NRC Commissioners: Dr. Joséph Hendrie, '
James F. Ahearne, Peter A. Bradford, ' ”

'+this 1lst day of September, 1979.

SEZVICE LIST

Victor:-Gilinsky, Richard.T. Kennedy, James M. Cutxhin, IV,™E
U.S. Nuclear Gegulatory Commission Office of the Executive Legal
Washington, D.C. 20555 : Director -
.. ) T U. S. Nucilear Regulatory Commiss
. Charles Bechhoefer; Esq., Chairman . Washington,- D. C. 20558
Atomic Safety and Licensing .
Board Panel L Jay Silberg,, Esg.
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Shaw,. Pittman,. Potts and
Washington, D.C. 20555 Trowbridge
= : 1800 M Street, M.
Mr. Glenn 0. Bright . Hashington,. D.€ 20036
Atomic Safety and Licensing .
Board Panel .. Dr.. Judith H. Jr =ssrud
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissign Co-Director
Washington, D.C.- 20555 _ Environmenta® Coc:lition en
. Nuclear Power .
Dr. Oscar H. Paris . 433 Orlando Avenue
Atomic Safety and Licensing _ State Colleger, PA 16801
Board Panel - .. .
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Mr. Thomas M.. Gerusky,. Director
Washington, D.C. 20555 B Bureau of Radliation Protection
. Department off Environmental
z . : : - Resources .
"tgrg;ﬁdsg:sg and Licensing Comimonweaith of Pennsylvania
U.S. "Nuclear Regulatory Commission P.0. Box 2063 ]
Washington, D.C. 20555 . Harrisburg, PA 17120
Docketing and Service Section Ms. Collesn Marsh :
Office of the Secretary Box 5384, RO=4 =
U.S. NuclearRegulatory Commission -, MHountain Top.. PA 18707

Washington, D.C. 20555

Susquehanna Environmental
Advocates

c/o Gerald Sichultz, Esq.

500 South Riiver Stres:

Wilkes-Barre2, PA 18702

Atomic Safety and Licensing

Appeal Board Panel
U.S. ‘Nuclear-Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20535

¥r. Harold R. Denton, Dipr.
¥uclear Reactor Regulation
U.S8. Nuclear Regulatory Comzm.
WYashington, D.C. 20555




