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proceeding as it presently exis Therefore we

inform the parties that prior to oral argument they

would be well-advised to ve exchanged affidavits supporting
the oral representations that counsel intend to make at oral

1/

argument. We intend, immediately after hearing the repre-
sentations of counsel at oral argument on September 8, and
receiving the submitted affidavits, to retire to determine
whether there are disputed questions of fact of sufficient
moment for us to hold a supplemental evidentiary hearing,

to commence on the following day, in Bethesda, on the need

for and supply of self-reading dosimeters for emergency

i o

workers at Susquehanna. The parties should therefore set

aside September 9 and 10 to participate in such a hearing,

2/

should we determine it to be necessary. All parties will

1/ We expect these affidavits will serve to define more
o recisely those factual issues pertaining to self-
-eading dosimetry at Susquehanna which the parties'
fs suggest are in dispute. We believe further
the parties may use these affidavits as the

for any stipulation as to those disputed issues.
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Because we have confined the scope of the proposed
hearing to questions concerning only self-reading
dosimetry, we expect to complete the supplementary
proceeding in only a single day. Should there be
unforeseen circumstances, we ask that the parties
reserve a second day.




ct expert witness testimony to

Any witnesses will be subject to

other parties and by this Board.

any supplemental hearing in this pro-

be confined solely to dosimetry issues.

Licensing Board's initial decision (LBP-82-30,

31ip opinion at 31-32)), intervenor Citizens
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ar Dangers (CAND) withdrew from participation

1s 6 and 20, the only emergency planning con-
3/
itted in this proceeding. CAND then made

attempt to raise emergency planning issues
. 7
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nsidered and denied. Because CAND
xceptions nor briefed the issues involving

gency workers, other emergency planning issues,
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or the correctness of the Licensing Board's April 22 order
(which in any event did not deal with dosimetry issues),
it will not participate in the evidentiary hearing should

one be held. See Appeal Board Order of August 13, 1982

(unpublished) .

It is so ORDERED.
FOR THE APPEAL BOARD

CE!Jean:Shoemaﬁer
SeCretary to the

Appeal Board



