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CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT NUCLEAR POWER, INC.
RESPONSE TO BOARD MEMORANDUM OF MARCH 10, 1980

The following remarks are offered by Citizens Concerned
About Nuclear Power, Inc., (CCANP), in response to the Memo-
randum of March 10, 1980 circulated to all parties by the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board. In particular, this response
avdresses the idea of holding ¢ hearing on fssues relating to
asserted construction and QA/QC deficiencies at a much earlier
date than the licensing hearings currently projected for the
winter of 1982-19813,

CCANP's one major concerns in regard to such a hearing
fs that such an early hearing not foreclose the possibility
of raising similar issues at a later time. Such 1~sues
might be the result of construction deficiencies occurring
prior to the date of the hearing but unknown to CCANP at the
time of the hearing or occurring after the hearing has been
held. CCAN? 1is aware that new Non-Conformance Reports are
being written at the project and 1s receiving reports of
other construction deficiencies not previously reported which
CCANP {1s trying to confirm., Under no circumstances would
CCANP agree to an early hearing on these matters if the result
of the hearing would be to foreclose future matters of a
similar nature.

The first time CCANP was aware that such a separate
hearing was even a possibility was when Chairman Bechhoefer
of the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board suggested the {idea
fn January, 1980. At that time, CCANP indicated that conside-
ration would be given to the idea.

CCANP wants to the record to show clearly that CCANP
has not previously expressed a formal opinion on the early
hearing on construction deficiencies and has certainly not
expressed a desire for such a hearing. This point is made
because Applicants have circulated a letter both internally
and to the medifa which indicates that CCANP {s desirous of
such a hearing. The letter and resulting media coverage are
attached hereto.

Lanny (Sinkin

> Co-Coordinator

; Citizens Concerned About
Nuclear Power, Inc.
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I hereby certify that copies of “"CITIZENS CONCERNED ABOUT
NUCLEAR POWER, INC. RESPONSE TO BOARD MEMORANDUM OF MARCH 10,
1980" in the above captioned proceeding have been served on
the following by deposit in the Unfted States mail, first
class, this 24th day of March, 1980:

Charles Bechhoefer, Esq., Chairman

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
Panel

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Or. James C. Lamb, 1I11I
313 Woodhaver Road
Chapel Hill, North Carolina 27514

Dr. Emmeth A, Luebke

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
Panel

U. S. Nuclear Requlatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Henry J. McGurren, Esq.

Counsel for NRC Staff

Office of Executive Legal Director
Washington, D.C. 20555

Melbert Schwarz, Jr., Esq.
Baker and Botts

One Shell Plaza

Houston, Texas 77002

Mrs. Peggy Buchorn

Executive Director

Citizens for Equitable Utilities
Route 1, Box 432

Brazoria, Texas 77422
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Richard W. Lowerre, Esq.
Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Div.
P. 0. Box 12548

Austin, Texas 78711

Jack R. Newman, Esq.
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Axelrad and Toll

1025 Connecticut Avenue

Washington, D.C. 20036

Atomic Safety and Lice ~*‘no Board
Panel

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm,

Washington, D.C. 20555

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Panel
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Washington, D.C. 20555
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1=2480~-760A March 13, 3230
(llouston Lighting & Power Company)

TO: Mr. Betterton

FROM: Bert Schwa:rz

Enclosed is a copy of a Mecmorandum issued by the
Licensing Board on March 10, 1980 inviting comments by the
parties on the feasibility of an early, separate hearing on
admitted contentions concerning asserted construction and
QA/QC deficiancies (including the concrete voids).

The Intervenors, particularly Citizens Concerned

- About Nuclear Power, have indicated a desire for an early
hearing on these matters, and your attention is invited to
the Licensing Board's statement that it believes such a
hearing might profitable be held at an carlier date than
would otherwise be indicated for the other admitted conten-
tions in connection with the Application for Operating
Licenses. The Board suggest that a hearing on the indicated
issues would be held in the Fall of 1980 or the Winter of
1980-81, noting that this would be approximately two years
prior to the date on which the Dcard expects to hold its
overall hearing on said Application. d

A recommended response tc the enclosed Memorandum
by the Board is under consideration.

136

Enclosure

¢C: Mr. Barker
Mr. Biddle
Mr. Copeland
Mr. Culp
Mr. Frazar
Mr. Jacobi
Mr. Lawhn
Mr. McCuistion
Mr. McGuire
Mr. Menqger
Mr. Nowman
Mr. Oprea
Mr. Painter
Mr. - -Parsons
Mr. Richards
Mr. Simmons
Mr. Stanley
Dr. Sumpter

Mr. Thrash
Mr. Turner
Mr. White

(each w/encl.)




- Board to const

AAROLD SCARLETT
4 Envireament Writer

\ fedderal board has agreed W consider
Dlems at the South Texas Nuclear
sject in deciding whether Housion
nting & Power Co. is qualified to build
ocond nuclear power plant at Aliens
wk.

\n Atomic Safety and Lquslu

ervenors (o take part in heanags on 3
struction permit for the Aliens Crevk

ect )
several of the intervenors raised the

3-12-§0°

contention about the §27 billioa South
Texas nuclear plant near Day City

They contended heavy cost overTuns
and construction errors and delays at the
South Texas Project, along with request-
od rate increases and scarre investment
moncy, show HLLP is “not fimancially
qualified”’ 1o bulid Allens Creck

HLAP, the managing partner of the
four-utility South Texas Projt, woukd
be the sole owner of the Allens Creek
plant, planned 6 miles west of central
Heuston near Wallis

Meanwhile, another Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board is considering 2 spevial
hearing on concrete volls and other re-

der proble

puted construction ard quality control
problems at the South Texas Project

This board is in charge of hearings,
scheduled for the winter of 19253, on an
operating permit for the South Texas
Project

1t sakd in 2 memorandum that 2 hear-
Ing on the South Texas romstruction
“might profitably be heid™”
next lall or winter, in advance of the por-
mit hearing
The board asked for comments from
HLAYP and other hearing parties on 2
special comtruction hearing, which was
by o al 1

Texas Drusxt,
) The Nuclear Regulatery Commission

appolats the three-me iher lieeasing
boands and assigrs them 1o handie appi-
cations for puckear plant permuts.

In the Allens Creek case, the board's
acceptance of 12 new intervenors grew
out of 3 Houston hearing last October in
which opponents of the plant explained
their conlentions.

The board disqualified six other per-
sons av intervenors, saying they rawsed
no valid contentions. The hoard earler
had acvepted one organization, the Texas
Public Interest Research Group, and five
individuals as intervenors

Dut it had o reopen the procecdiags o
additional Intervenors after an appeals

F-a0-Fo

HL&P agrees to special hearing

By MARULD SCARLETT
Post Eavironment Writer

The Houston Lighting & Powe
r Co. agreed
:rm'y.‘l’o a ::rqmi special Beaning on con
X and guahty contiol "
Texas Nuclear Praject e P
But opponenis of 1he $2.7 billion mcwar power
p-qp-rl near Bay City reacted warily 1o the g oponal
Such a h@m}g was segpested Lt wevk by a
::n.;.' Atomic Safery and Licensing Board wha b o
sedeving an applicaton for an '
for the nuclear plant e gy
The Irvnsing baard said an carly he
. v hearing on con.
strwction trablems anght profieabdly I hebd” aest
Ll or winter in advance of the Gpnrating et
hearmgs, mow sehodukad for the winter of '8 as
An HLEP e prosidewt, Bd A Turner, sand the

light company would welcome the ea :
riv hearing be-

Camse it wouid help resolve charges about the q::ahv

of comtructivn at the pruject -

Turner said ihe special heard

INg sheuid alvwe he
clear the wqy for issuance of an operating h(ﬂhr
::1. startup of the twinavactor plant’s fus. unit

The nuciear plant, being buili by Drow

R i n & Roor
Inc . has had cheonic probleass with au ket
the concrete walbs of 1he reactoa buskliags and revur
ong loction hetween consirm (on crews and qualiny

contiol laspeyto s

Uyt two leading oapponents of the
: peoject, Pe
Buvhorn of Bay Cuy and Lanny Sinkin of San A:l‘:

o said they fared the ealy hearing might pre

Chale consuhration of any future constiuction e ob
R St the 190 84 I oo heat g

board ruled that the original rules on
admitting Intervesors were unduly

resicy ive

The board In iis new order accepiead
several doren conientions, tncluding
some new ones by earlier intervenars, as
valid Issues for the later permit
hearings

I also rejecipd several dozen other
contentions as i alul

One of the earhier tntervenors, Jubn F
Duberty, ked in the namber of ncwly ac
cepied contentions ith 12 Most of s
contentions involved highly technu al
questions abuot the cpnpment and ssle
ty of the propesed Allens Covew 7 fant

ms at South Texas N-plant

Ome of Doberty’s accepted contentx
finked to the South Texas Propet
aat improper welds, cestly rrwelds
potential safety hazards will arese
Allers Orees unless HLAP & require
give special aining 10 weidens

Two new intervenors, Mr and Mrs
Morgan Bishop, got 10 conleations
cepted — including one that HLAF »
have difficuity rebutting

The Bishops contende! thal Housto
growing westward toward the Alk
Creex shte Iar taster thas HLAP prop
ed They argued that i current gre
trends continue the nuckar pant wil
inside Houston's oty limns by 1940




