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BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD A'

9Il8!71In the Matter of :
PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY : Docket Nos 50-352
Limerick Generating Station, : and 50-353
Units 1 and 2 :

PETITION TO INTERVENE
AND REQUEST FOR A HEARING

Limerick Ecology Action, on its own behalf and on

behalf of its members, hereby petitions the Nuclear

Regulatory Commission for leave to intervene in the above-

captioned proceeding, pursuant to 10 CFR S2.714.

I.

INTEREST OF THE PETITIONER
IN THE PROCEEDING

Limerick Ecology Action (hereinafter LEA) is an un-

incorporated organization #ounded in 1970 in response to

Philadelphia Electric Company's plans to construct its

nuclear reactors presently under construction in Limerick

Township, Montgomery County, Pennsylvania. The purpose of

LEA is to educate uhe public about the dangers and other-

costs inherent in nuclear power facilities and their accompany-

ing fuel cycle, and to disseminate information about safe,

available alternatives to nuclear power.

LEA has, by its past activities and conduct, exhibited

a specisl interest in the protection of the natural resources

of the Delaware Valley and in the conservational, recreational,
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economic, aesthetic and community impacts of nuclear power

plant development in the region.

LEA's membership consists of over 400 individuals,and

families, the vast majority of whom live within 30 miles of

the facility; members live as close as within a mile, and

as far away as 50 miles.

Operation of the Limerick reactors will directly affect

members of LEA in that the health and safety of themselves
~

and particularly of their children will be adversely impacted

by routine releases of radionuclides into both air and water,

and ty accidental releases of such material, when and if

such accidents occur.

Over half of the membership are property owners, and

therefore will be financially affected by Limerick's pro-

posed operation, both by decreases in property values during

normal operations over the life of the plant, as well as by

the impacts of potential accidents at the site. LEA has
I
'

several members who own and operate farms and other businesses,

on which they depend for their livelihoods.

LEA also has several members who work in institutions such

as hospitals, schools and nursing homes, who will be responsible
!

,

for emergency response duties in the event of an accident.
|

Finally, approximately two-thirds of LEA's membership

are Philadelphia Electric Company ratepayers, and will therefore

be affected by escalating costs of construction, operation

and maintenance of the facility, as well as the devastating

financial consequences of potential accidents on the utility

( and therefore on its customers.
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II.

AFFECT ON PETITIONER'S INTEREST
BY RESULTS OF THE PRCCEEDING

LEA has a long-standing concern with the impact of

Limerick on the health and safety of its members and the

public at large. At the construction permit stage of these

proceedings, in which LEA was the major intervenor, specific

health and safety issues, technical and otherwise, dealing

with the operation of the plant, were not litigated pending

issuance of critical documents such as the FSAR and SER.

LEA and its members will be adversely affected if they are

denied the right to participate as a party in hearings

designed to assure that no operating permit is issued unless

and until there is reasonable certainty that operation

"will not be inimical to the common defense and security or

to the health and safer of the public."

III.

ASPECTS OF SUBJECT MATTER OF PROCEEDING AS TO
WHICH PETITIONER WISHES TO INTERVENE

Pursuant to 10 CFR S2.714 (b) , in accordance with the

schedule to be set by the Licensing Board, Petitioner intends

to file a supplement to this petition listing contentions

that it seeks to have litigated, under the following subject

matter areas:

1) Emergency planning

2) Technical safety issues

3) Availability of water supply

4) NEPA cost / benefit (need for power)

3.
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5) Radiation protection

6) Security

7) Quality assurance / quality control

8) Operator training

9) Management / technical resources

10) Financial qualifications of applicant

11) Fuel cycle

The above list is in no way meant to limit the scope

of the contentions that the Petitioner intends to file, but

rather is meant to indicate the nature of Petitioner's interest.

Petitioner reserves the right to file contentions that do not

appear but were intended to fall under the indicated subject

matter areas, and are litigable issues pursuant to the

Commission's rules and regulations.

.
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IV.

RELIEF

Based upon the foregoing, Petitioner respectfully

requests a hearing in the above-captioned matter, and

requests that it be granted leave to intervene in this

proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

Limerick Ecology Action

By - Z d/ M ( 1.,'i c 3 /7

'/,, JUDITH A. DORSEY
/

1315 Walnut St., Suite 1632
Philadelphia, PA 19107

(215) 735-7200

|
CHARLES W. ELLIOTT

; 123 N. 5th St., Suite 101
Allentown, PA 18102

(215) 821-8100

Attorneys for Petitioner

|

l September 18, 1981
i

l

5.
. -- . - - , , _ ..- . - . . . _- . .- ,_, . ..



- . _ . .- .

*

.

.

*
.

CERTIFICATE OF .(ERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of the foregoing Petition

to Intervene and Request for a Hearing were served, by de-

posit in the United States mail, f.4.rr,t class postage prepaid,

upon the following on September 18, 1981:

Executive Legal Director
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Troy B. Conner, Jr., Esq.
Conner & Wetterhahn
1747 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
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JUDITH A. DORSEY
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I, Phyllis Zitzer, am President of Limerick Ecology

Action, and have been designated by the Executive Board of

Limerick Ecology Action as the organi=ation's duly autho-

rized member representative to participate in the opera-

ting license proceedings before the NRC for Limerick Units

1 and 2.

I reside 7 miles from the Limerick site along the Per-

kiomen Creek in Lower Frederick Township, Montgomery County.

As an individual, and as President of LEA, I am concerned

about the safe operation of the Limerick reactors, and will

be directly affected by their operation.

I have read the foregoing Petition to Intervene and

Request for a pcolic hearing, and attest that v.he facts as

stated there-in are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief.
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Sworn and subscribed
before me this
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We, Susan and Philip Nester, live in Lower Pottsgrove Town-

ship within 4 miles of the site of the Limerick Nuclear Power Plants

on property which we own. Our three children attend Ringing Rocks

Elementary School, located within four miles of the plants. We

work at KBI in Boyertown within 9 miles of the plants, and Teleflex

in Limerick within 3 miles of the plants. We oppose the issuance

of an operating license for the Limerick reactors because they will

adversely affect the health, well-being, and economic prosperity

of ourselves and.our children. We are members of Limerick Ecology

Action, and wish to have our interests represented before the

Nuclear Regulatory Commission by LEA's legal counsel.
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I, Nancy M. Catton, live in. Worcester Township on my

own prvperty, a ferm, approximately 11 miles from the site

of the Limerick Nuclear Power Plants. Three of my children

live with me, and a fourth nearby. I strongly oppose issuance

of an operating license for the Limerick reactors because of
'

.

the threat they pose to the health and safety of my family, ;

and because of the impossibility of obtaining any kind of ,
.

adequate insurance against a nuclear accident, whether it is
connected with the plant or with transport of radioactive

'
wastes. I am a member of Limerick Ecology Action, and wish

.to have my interests represented before the Nuclear Regula _.-. ..".._. r- - . . . . . .

tory Commission by LEA's legal counsel., j .
'
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I, David Spontak, live within 4 miles from the Limerick Nuclear
Power Plants. I am employed at the Pottstown Memorial Medical

Center, which is located 1.8 miles from the site. I have

serious concerns about the evacuation plans for this hospital,

in the event of an accident at Limerick that would require un
.

to evacuate and relocate our patients. I am opposed to the

issuance of am operating license for the Limerick plants, and
as a member of Limerick Ecology Action, wish to be represented

- - . .- -, . . _ ,

before the Nuclear Reguldtory Commission by LEA's designated

legal counsel and officers.
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