P

000400

DOCK 05

8309070121 830831

PDR A

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
P 8
WUCLEAR REGULATOBY COMMISSION B3 $9°56 My’

OFFICE OF SECRL =~
DOCKETING & SERV
BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD BRANCH
Glenn O, Eright
Dr., James H., Carpernter
James L., Kelley, Chairman

In the Matter of
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CAROLINA POWER AND LIGHT CO. et al,
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Wells Eddleman's Request for Cladifliceatlicr
and Recorsideraticn of 8-18283 Crder

Tils request 1s filed under an extenslon of tire OK'd br Staff
Aorlicents end the Board orclly,
Re SF3 end 853 (£-10 Order et 6,14) I recuest clar’ficatlior as
to whether I will Lave any onmortunit~ to exanmine thke FES and withdraw,
modify, or make new cortenticnc or these subjects wher It 1ssues.,
Such has beer the 3ourd's past rpactice on deferwed contentiors, e.g.
tr. 9=22-R2 O»der st 8, 3-10-83 Order, Ca27<l’
Pleate clarify wkr the allegatlon of urderestimrie of probabllity
of serlious rucleer accidents, detalled at pp 1617 o =7 6«20=33
filing, wanich allege probabilitlies of severe accidents 2s high as
1 ir 1000 per reactor-year meltdowns), ere not consideved sneci
enough besis for contradicting the Staff anmalrsts (DES &% S=5° thru
5.83) which states at p. §-78 thut the core-neltl probeb’1ftr s
essurmed as high es IC-4 (orly 1/10 e= much) per year. See top
paragravh of ™y 7-29 response at 28 also,

- wte “a nr -”"‘-O
Please clarify why Eddleman 3L (see reviced vevsion 6-20-73

t
at 21, middle) referencing pages 5-55,5¢ and 5«55 o” thLe DES,



o2
does not support "specification of eny purticular deficlency” when
coupled with the specific citatlions glven 6-20-83 at po 20=-21
beginring (last 1ine p.20) "For a critique ..." and go'ng on to glve
page citations from Perils of the Peaceful Atom, (See also "WHAT's

NEW, 6-20-83 at 22, for Eddleman 3l revised.)

Mv quest’on here 1s how, if at el1l, the specifics glven
on po 20-21 were considered re Eddlemzr 3L revised, given the werding
(6 - 20- 83 at 21, above the revised version)(of 34), "I think thls
omission (referring to the contribution to accidents described on
pp 20-21) gives sufficlent basis to renew Eddleman 3l in 2 revised
form, as follows:". I undermstend how the order of things nmight
have been confusing there (especially in such & long vpleading), but
I think the besis and spacificity are there, as I tried to point
out 7-29-83 at 38, I ask your consideratlon, glven this 2-page pleading,
to please review the sbove-cited information re Eddleman k18

and clerify vour 8-18-83 Order as you may thirk arnropricte.

REQUZST FO® RECONSIDERATICN
To the extert that the Board, in reviewing o» clerifying
the matters inquired about adbove, finds goo? cause to modify its
8-.18-83 Order with respect to elther the admission of contentlions
22¢ and/or 34, or with respect to allowing further responce by me
to the FES cr '8F3' and/or 85B (as you have in the pest re

deferred contentions), I request you to do so.

Yl Wl

wWritten 29 August 1983 Wells Eddleman
Sewved B8-31 per oral extenslion of time




