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- was rot conceding that i1t was no good.

10-15-82  DOgKETED

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSTON B2 M0T18 Py

Before the ATO!MIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD Fet - am
James Kelley, Chalr; Glenn Bright; James Carventer

In the Matter of
Caroclina Power & Light Co,

and N.C. Fastern Municipal
Power Agency

Dockets %50-401 and
50-)400 OoLo

Shearon Harpris Nuclear Power Plant
Unites 1 and 2

Wells Eddleman's Objections to 9/22/82 Board lemorandum

énd Order "Reflecting Decisions Made Following (Snecial)
Prehearing Conference"

As stated at pages 79 and 80 of the Board's 9-22.82 Order

Wells Eddleman, intervenor »ro se,

thaet Order.

files these objections to

Judge Kelley stated =t the specisal prehearing conference

July 13-14 1982 that ip dronoing a contention, an intervenor

There are good corteritfons

one simoly doesn't have time Or resources *to nursue. Baced on

this understanding, I am not going to railse objections to most

of the Board's re jections of my ccntentions, In the ebsence of

new Information I will let them be, though new information (e.g.

8 nuclear accldent, technical reassecssment, observation or new

witness) might well cornvert one of these abandoned contentions

to 2 velid one in the Board's estimation. TIr failing to cbjsct,

I do not withdraw any of the supporting Informatior o= the

ccntentions the Board hae rejected, nor do 1 concede (evcent

where
I nave done so on the record and with exnlicit besis) that anvy
sucn Information is not valld, T wow rast /% Obj“ﬁl}fb’.’#

(1) My strongest objecticn ‘s to the Board's order on

service (or should I say non-service) of CP&L's documents, ‘IDE;C)
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I telephoned all the retitloners/intervenors, including Dr.
Lotchin, and they all s*ate tre Boerd had not consulted them about
this "send it to two" nlan for the seven of us., Nor had I been
consulted. The board does not anpear to be taking account of the
cirecumstances of the intervenors, rnarticularly Dr. Wilson and mpee.

With tesnect to the "kevy documents" this Board order requfres
much less of Avnnlicents than they were willing to cormit to (in their
spasm of underlining)S/IO/BZ)re service of documents to intervenors),

Nor i1s it clear that I am any better off than when only the LPDR
in Raleigh receled the documents, since ther may be »iling un unonened
on someone's desk withcut my having any guaranteed way to find out
if they have arrived. A%t least with the LPDR or the "DR I can call
and be assured that sozeone 1s able to find out what drcuments are
arriving. 1 have tolé the Board repeatedly that it 13 quite a drain
on my time to commute (1 hour round trip at & rough minimum) to either
Raleigh or Chapel Hill, n»erticularly (I now emvhasize) with. =y werking
wore then one job &nd needing to & consulting werk on time schedules
gset by clients, I am already turning down remunerative worl” in order
to keev un with thls case. The Board seems to have a greater fear
of depmleting Anmlicants! ﬁFasuvies (though I &am not aware of anv
challenge, ~mucn less a successful one, to recovery of nuclear liceznsing
exnenses in North or 3cuth Carclina for CP&L) than of imosing
freater difficulties unon intervenors like myself. (I'd think D+,
Wllson, as a fam!ly ohysician, would be subject to like demands on
Lis‘tiﬂe, but he'll heve to =neak for himself.)

I wonder, am I to be considered”in wossess’or of" a documert

that may have been delivered to CH_ANGE/TLP? Or to Xudzu Allience'-

cttorney? Am I vresumed to be aware o.' thelr lLiving 1t, or ave
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they expected to telephone or write to me when thinrcs come in from
CP&L7 That 1s, of course, &an expense and & drain on their time and
nine., Really, 1t doesn't seem reasonable. Nor 1s this scheme a way
to avold delays, since slower deliverr of informetion to wmetitloners/
intervenors would simnly delav thr ti~es when thev can file contentions
based on new information.

I belleve that all netitioners rre “ull~w ertitled to 2)Y documents

P&L files with %he 7C, served uvon us. Since there ave clesr ca

n

e

of mismatching exnectations and adsumnticns in thls czse alreadv, let
me be clear: I em not stating nositions tc bawrgain bLack from here.
Llke the GQuakers, I am asking for what I believe 1s justified,

But 1f for the sake of argument the 3oard did nnt intend to

"

foul up the Intervencrs by this "serve twec ir nlace of sever" scheme,

[

let me suggest & nearly equivalent alternative: 1In ®sleigh ond

Chapel hill, where theve are LPD"s, recu‘re the Antlicents %2 herd-

& b Cus Al S (.»u-rh
deliver of mlil in tne‘tfaﬁlsa!--ttk- ’C)c <rectly. Thus, intervenors
in Ralelgh &nd Chavel Hill w!ll have »ro~nt sccess to same. TFor
intervenors ocutside Raleigh and Chanel HIYY (i.e, Dr, ”1130& end =e),
order CP&L tc mall conles of their resmonses, filings ete (irclusive)
to us directly. After getting myself a hermia fixing the Raleigh
LPDR's conying machine I think I've go**ter hewnnAd +he lavel af
"reasonable hardshi»" as the Boa»d vut i, I'd still have t~ go
tc Ralelgh and conr I&E renorts, etc, that N®C »uts out hu+ Hes not
serve, but at least I wouldn't have to Iincur time, ges and co-ring
exprenses so often. As & consultsnt, I zm ofter forgoirg income by
snending tive In transit, »lus Laving to =make cor1es or eauinment
that 1s relztively slow, vheve I have tc make wa~ a» other users,
and wilcn des~ite the best efforts of its mainta’nevrs, breake down

9 r 2 s 2
all too often. I do not th'nk & war 2f at*»it20or a-nrogach to th's

case wWwill be rroductive: but ' ¢ it
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I do not interd to easily attrite, end I know the Golden Rule,

To summarizeg (A) the Board advances ro reason for not serving
ever; Intervenor with CP&kL-generated documents, excent cost to CP&L.
(8) There 1s no indication thece costs are unreascnable to an outfit
with cash flow 1llke CP&L's or NCFIPA's: indeed, I would be surnrised
if they amount to a like arount of CP&L's bucdget as triing, conving
end malling thls cne res»onse is, from mr budget, CP&L has ro+ bheen
denied dollar-for-dollar recoverv 0° such cocte (ram nf the costs
of flling legal objections to serving such documents, which mavx be
& substantlal cost In 1trelf, to the average merson's way of thirking),
(‘D The arrangements and considerat!ons necessery for Intervenors
to deal with thils 3osard scherme are mest finclear, but thev “ake 1it+le
or nox account of any of our circumstances, certainly not mine.
(Tnless you th'nk be!rg ‘rn the "Chavel Eill-Durhem area" is an
allowance. I'm almost exaclly the same dlstarce £nd travel time
from the Ralelgh &nd Chapnel E1l) LFD2s) (D) The Board should
reverse itself and order service of CP&L's documerts on ell’ the
Interverors. e have to serve everything on them snd 211 the
others too. How can it be gmreasoreble for =e to serve 11 others
(12 1f you count NRC Secretarr) but not for CPLL +o do 1ivewice®

(I would noint out heve that I've never cha»ged CP&L for extwrs
co~lesof ducuments nrovided to them 2% *hetw wagueat *r this case.
: I inogine after the time and chaln of command 4t would take to
provide vayment, the ratenayers of CP&L would end un vaving € o» 1C
times =y ccst, or -1ore; but such ‘s rnt &} cikse W th ¢ service list,

Ch goes trrcougn nermal chennels, The marglinal cost of evt=s corles

S s Ll 1 o v > a 2 s & . 3
(ib f-nce tu.s lg 4 generul 1ssue in llcensing, !f the Boaxd 4

2t reverse Iltself and ovder &1l narties served, I »eouest certification
- - 3
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With resvect to the contentions, except as rnoted below, I have
no objection to the Board's deferrals of various contentions. T a=m
rursuing securlty contentions end have reta'ned erxnerts, For this
tonic (security) alone, I have reteined Deborah Greenblatt, abtorney,
but she does nct represent me on any other rmtter., I have also
sougut legal counsel with respect to the two lssues the Bcard ordered
legel briefs on, However, I have been limited in mr ebility tc travel
(due to 1llness) end my attorney wlll =ove for an extensiorn of time

2

In wiilch to flle sald briefs, before October 2

-~

y ¢ thiat ve heve time

ny

to x meet and consult on these noints,

(1)1 presume that when the Board rejects 2 ccntert’nn as »edundart
of an adnitted contentiocr (Joint, or =mv own) thet this is really saving
"vou could and should have let thls one be sunerseded too" insteaé of
ving that the ecuivalent contentlcrn 1s valid bu:t the rejected one s
not, If the Boerd intends any other interpretation, then I object
to the rulings cn "Efdleman 1 emendment" and Eddleman 2,15(F%/health
effects),18,15,2L,27,29(7)(E) end (heslth effects),}b,hl(ingofa“ es it
imnlicitly rejfects the £/28/82 amendmert and stetements &t the srecial
nrenearing corference re 04/7C),L2 ard 7(re 132, Order ct p.50),!3,
54(2a) re security,6l13,62,6L(d) znd(e),67(%"PA), 76,77,33,8L,96,x2%xx89x
32£x,109(cnenlecals),111, as savirg tret the seme contentlon is bath
edmitted and rejected (ar !l ogical vosition). I &lse sk ‘he BSoard
to clerify whetner 1t has selected the better larguage between

redundant contenticns or vhether (a&s it armeawr frem the Ondew) the
(Tw .’V.ka"lv.cu' c.dey )

3oard si-mly rejected all later contert’ons, on & tovie o8 v“adurders
. -~ — - - - . bl A Y o = & o & 7 - = o -
of a wrevirus uccented one, If the latter %3 so, I asl the Tou=d

v refer to the language of 211 such "surevseded bv the Bogrd,.ns
in

~2dundant” ccntentlions iz the same v 1t concide

sx (.re § Lvrh'V- ff‘ U-—N

cententiorsg, ¢ "'*i"u// These crrntentic

zv-A‘\ssnt_ -.” ,:

o -
lect =v intert
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at the time they were flled, and each 's as revrecentative o* e
intent as the others, where several cover sim'lar tonics.

C@)It anvears the Board 414 not take Into account the 6/28/82
emendments I filed, but I fird no =»uling on their admissibility,
fave I overlooked such? If there is none, I object to the 3oard's
fallure to consider such amendments. I alsn object tc the Board's
rnot consider!ng them (if the Board haes so ruled), since they were
timely flled under the rules (6.28.82 emendments ircor-orated hewe

by reference, for discussion cf timely filing therein).

(-()Tue oo.rd misunderstards at least part of the irntent of 37(a).
It Is not ebout ovsychologlcel stress (e.g. worry that & nueclez» nlant
near vou will have a ma jor aciident and herm Tou, or give vou cancer
from normel overation)., It 1= about the vain ard suffering of cancer
victims (and others) #hen the heslth effects (cancer, reterdat’eon,
etc.) that evervone, !ncluding A"nlicants and ntaf?, admit w1y
occur, do occur, That s, 37(a) 1is about the sctual pair end suffering
thet will result when the health effects of the Har»is nlant  do occur,
It says they should be taken intn sccount under NEPA.
Surely the Board does not sey that cancer victinms, anéd their
friends and fanilies, do nct suffer direct main and su”fering.
(If they do, I'11 be glad to tale them on & vis’t to *he ®orald
McDonalc House in Durhzanm, ivnere Toung cancer victirs gnd theiw
fadklilites stay during treatment, assumirg theszex fol%s weve willing
to meet witl lie 3card,) velre talking zbout the »ezl nein and

e P Lanl o o - ’ . 2 AT e ol 3 L
alier.ng, like tnst Iinvolved in havire a brcken leg, rot tre

osyenological stress cne might exverience worferirs 1 cne'ls leg
2 -t e - - el -
+3 FQ £ v o8 DI Ker €

T 2 . ¢ - 3 - -~ -~ s " .
Lere are c.ecr erreors In the transcrint on %

»
. . tT - vae

€8 My =ositieon entlively By ols%irp 2 “Anpte” " A
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correct read’ne is "peovnle don't just die veinlessly ... they suffer",
I expected at least one of the Board to remember thet accuretely,
and in any event have not had t!me to correct the transci=mrint,
and Judge Melley sald 1t wes no rush to do so,.

I ask zx the Borrd tc reconsider 37a in Yight of the sbove
wilen is on the record, I object to the mischarscterization of
actual pain and suffering sz "osvchologicel stress" and noint out
that b7 no stretch of the maglnation X car the Comissien's statement
on vsychological stress be construed to include trn's sort of na‘n
end suffering as "psrei.clogical stress”., If the Boerd holds its
pocsition, I ask you tc refer this matter tc tre appeal Board, since
it affects the interoreteticr c¢f NE®4 by YRC and cer be exrected to
recur 1n other licensing nroceedings.
(5\ With resmect to Table 3«3, I an neo lawver, but the Board's
stated nosit!nn veminds ne »f the dleherd Southerr (or cother)
segregationist who stands in the doorway until federsl t»oons
force comnlience with & court order»., The Court of Anrveals x has
not stayved its crder commletely invaiidating Tadle 8«3, T crvee

with the noirte made by CHAYGT/ILP? re thile, ‘neluding thedw ohlect?’ans,

~Sy
The Court »efused rehearins en banc,
—
Yet the Bnavd geems tr sav, "we car't co~nly with the Crunt?®
(8 majoy ~er “ﬂl"tactt*f the ™2 {ou» colorel) wentt 1ot ue,”
That agalin mukes no sensz, ‘thot 1s tre RE 4 raln~ to do Ff the
~Uunrernes curt 2 "i"‘z C‘"“"t”‘?‘f‘:"f, or tle ":': 1"3rg ‘g— t:r_n Tlmvmawme f‘n“ht‘?
The Joerd e not amnsap to ¥ the Ceupttls junisdteticn, hut ceoemm
o p S58Y, 1. 187 b d LEOT, ?.. G we "he i : tte Aag _e""r, row
Tad* I‘t\ 3 e rma P a¥ L - an . TRAEAY awmaoe f .‘, A ""' 155y 2 b}
- 3 v - - 1 t - . ey 2 v - . - .
- ~. 4 - - > ~ w - il =- & - * I . v SN
- 3 ny - N - P P L. -l »w 3 e Sk *- A
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(C)There &re several more of my contentlons that are ‘nvolved with

litigation, On these, Intervenors heve not vet won,  But shoulAd the

Supreme Court or the World Crurt acedent the nos!tfor of nlant?rrg

In Honilcker v, iendrie, contentinone © end 6 worl1ad we vatsd,

¥C for violeting the

(}\I myself, w'th 6 othevs, am sulne the
the Adm’ristrative Procdiure fot in adonting

cententtrns

S8(24),66,%L and 122 yewe rafected, The rule was thre 2~le vreaenn
for thega »eftections,

I do not sev tre Bo0ar4d shorld heva gadmitted trace e ntertions now,
: ‘
2ut notice the asTrmetry, her the UOC wmule heeg loet *» 2 erure.,
arnd the crder ‘nvalidatine the mile 1e net staved, the 3Inawg unhnlAqe
thie NRC vosition over the Couvrt's, Wher intervenove huve logt &t

ve the cct’on befove g court

NRC,

t24ls, 4w Thet'!'s unfeiw,

videh fe really ghau neyYcholortcel stress,

and saye g0, T hellave MRC miswead the Couwt dectsion In DaAFT W=C.

I adont CHAMGT™/rIo1e ercuments crn this noint (conzenvtre ™Y epewsy

Lone), obfect that the 30avd carras welv rr 2 maliew

LAY

statement &s unsunrownted c o ¥3Cts on neyehalorfeel strose 18, The

~ I Mmoo - i % , a bhe o) .
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that CP&L's Srunswick nlant hed much lower sefety ratings fyrm g

than did T™I-2 befere the 3/28/1e70 eccldert, Sees ?p treg docket,
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if considered, woulé@ be nroverly deferred until ¥PC nevmletes ‘ts

work on Stetion 3lackout($ref »,36, VMURG-0606, Fidleman #78), Wy

tyning 18 still ir trouble, but I'wm rursing mary viwuses and have
to set thls drne to meet the filiny deadline.
A ccnnected nolnt heve: The 3cgrd a-reers %o savy it egi=nle

adented the »lain meaning of wvorde in nlace of = 3e®initions.

Those def!rnitions (Content’one, £/11 /82, n/2” ter) a=»e ‘ntendeAd to

reematen ad3ttion tc the nlaln mearings™ (1v44) enlw wheve 1+ 1g
rot "toox snecific, or overlw hvoad” ‘higk 1%24, r,.21sect’on (7)),

ftius, the Zonvd has dene (within 1te ntewnvwetut?’spn) what I asked,

P ]

im
]

(‘o The argument vre Harris Unit 2 1s ttire »ldleculrus, While
the Boaswd relies on Arnlicants! attorners statir~ thevw “fullv *nteanAd"

tc bulld Harwrls 2, CPHL'e serior offtc’ale ars announcing that they

ar

w'll sperné ne 2d43't! oral funds cn the urlt, end heve nvev’ousle

testified (NCTUC Decket No, T-2 sub Lll) thzt thew wave only srandine

Fow
.

velieve CP4L mev cancel %t as seon

-4

carrying cherges on the urit.

gs they canr et another »ate Like. /L
a&’wj W
Sut T oblect strenucusly ¢» the Zourd's ombeitme Unit 2 &S
(FOUR PERCELT)
substantlally comleted, If s untt?'ﬂAccnvlete, cr whick ne further

funds &re vresertly budsgeted for sctusl censtruct’or, 2e "substantislly

cormletec”, which 1g &n 2vm1fctt weouiremwert Fewe lew=1%01t 1n Vefulve
P .—~e’

-
g Tal o . 2 2
E; o ﬁ;‘?\, A" nurncees of gecessirr ‘ts neededress, crmrdlapce

F y - 2 3 -~ g . 4

with conmstructior ar ? omevating weoulrements, crd sn o, then
& » - y : v

there is scmething substzntlialle wrone with the %rawdle view,

= Crln’: e e W oamon *- - 3t v - ? ‘: Cr.-vé- ' nnn ’ > -
3 b | emar. 1) ’ 15 yecaus it .-.- ent then gspw pat gy W€ ey 24 v\:.flj.'
‘ar 1 T i S A > e T Vi e

- G - PR ¢ . .

"1..(, 2oy “g-\—‘qtt-v T s e f}~-:0 -'wvcmv-. v own wme ? e ﬂon*‘r0’~rn‘
B % AtEen o wicht, T held that the Sarels Untt 7 fe pek apd canpes



be considered "substantially comnleted", end thus the need for nower

i1nsve, alternatives, etc., are real lssues most certa‘nlv with

[k weye )

resnect to Unit 2, ddlemen centernt’ons 17 and 20 e4dress this

nofnt exnllcltly, The NW°C's new rules er need for nowve» and
alternetives ure only theve for svolding unngecessarr Xikxt litirstion
on olants sudbstantlally comleted. (see peges 78 e&nd 80, Tidlema
contentions, /1. 782).

[n\ I therefcre obfect to the Zoard's refecting Tdfleman #17,

decause the 3card sevs "corstruction coste awe surk" (while COP®AT

fo mafuelins +n a'nk the morew pte them, 'n fact) snd 1yeutes T

object to the 3oerd's relection of Tddleman #20, which alleges

that Shearon Harris #2 w!ll not in fact be buflt., The Harw's 2
crretructior costes ave not surk, but 1like the Titanic, Hawrwig 2
mey soon s’rk, The lawvers® "intend" to su=movt 1%, The Beard

&> (& T ',re“w
lg simoly wrens 2s a matter of fact on the /f--B of Harrlie 2 <a

- b

KUPDG=-0030 shows 1t, Alsc nlease note thet “Adlemen #17 a=wlies
te cost Incrercses after the *“Eégi iy lbagzisb“niaz%egént un to
over $2%,165 billion, and Earris 2 te %1 %b‘ll'or‘, or so, ner
CP&L's 6-30-22 Juarterly OWIP Progress Renort te WO Ttllitles
Commission., Thut was before the current delays in boti. units

UQ.

These coste ere crmnletelw cut of 1ire w'th the AP Te & 2,206

(i7 T ohlant +n trhe Roswd's relection of TAflemar 11% we A™IS .

~
The 3oard qurtes the ™7 asg 8av'nr thae Y%Lt ¥ranld ~f w3 T A
il =081 au § wi18 & BYLn o Sl 28 BB g{e)sls | £ !
th %l nexs 5 = | vasYs . the Yipaye ~1 A rvw? o Av s &0 e
- - o™
wrleoh OPLY r e mng afe - eenly 1074 g+ t)re ewltaat,
Trnlace PRaw $ha TER SRL G ETTE Al g8 ‘e thev fiioé ~e
14 ” F ST -
— - ~ - - . (51 .
see Flymn, CO'L €~ 4513 & Cetnbarm 1082, T weltave Bhis 4» o twnsl)
- . s -
enatore ST 22 seem Arvivenmtagbs &, 1

en —-,:.3!6..,,,!. 11‘: rrte
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that rulemakin: ‘s comvlete. As the Board nolnts out, intervenors
raise contentions as a matter of right (Order, ».75 n. 19), ard this
right is better then walsing a 2,206 vetition luter, ' contentier

11F does nrt atteck the wmlenaking, Tt gl-mlv glleres a pumhew of

nroblems, includ ny the Harr?sQsrecif?

PENE

2

steam™ renavator nmehlenms,
which cculd commound an AT S. Since the rulemeking mav well bhe

finistied vefcre the lLarris nlant 2s, deferrins thile ceonterntion malkes

O})The Board m!sunderstarde Téfleman RI0F, IL sars that the basis
ffor gsettins ¢r ez Txclus?’on ives and Trnw 2enulation 7rre 28 to be set
baged on en accldent more severe thar the =ax’mum credible ace!dent
(which before TII was the des’pgn bas’s ecc’Aent), “fwca ™T hannapad,
an accident bevond desgipgn begls 22 “or recl, Thercfowme the crnmavye.
tis= of 10 27R 120,11{a) %as not =aintaired.  See vn 210-211 of
Tddlemsn F-1L-82 cententions,

Eddleman 105 goes on to shoew hiew TMI exceeded the "conservetfvye"
agssumpticrre of the basis nf sccfdent (bevond des’er basis) ueed
in TID-1LELL ~f 1062,

The noint is, 10 C¥P 100,11(e) rerulives tre TA 2nd L®7 to YHe

set based on ar escclfent more severe ther env crreideved eredihle,
Trie THI accident was mere then whet ves censfdeved predihle Before
that; but 12 2¥v2 17 ,1la, o » Farlevr, 7 X¥ ATC O g+ 1072, wecuires

arn even mMnre savers x}'"“cf‘}tet.‘c*?'l geeflept & bhe uges 'l’f gettins
un the ™A &ar? I77, The =mvein hetuesen tre "oved?hle cocfdeps"

and the 1077" 192,112 "reot exceedad” aceldert hiogs hron avednd
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04}) The Board's rullng on =ddleman 116 takes no account of vhat
was sa’d about fire orotection et the sneclal orehear’ne conference, ‘

nor the 6/28 /82 smendments. T object to rullns sra‘nat thte
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ccntention ir its unamended form. I Leave wolnted nut deftclencles
In the T8L° =nd the filrenmctect’rn nvorcrer shiowline enmuch hasis

to edmit a2 crntention that (P8I 's “ive nvotectinn for 1te cormuter
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moritoring /d2snlar,
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/151 object t~ the rejection of Tdédle=ar #131, wrlicu describes
& cvedible means uwheveby stud belt s cald ccme into erntact

with borated water, All the FOAW gove s that trev wvan't let ¢

hennen, Tier dontt sav hew, This contertion fe ed~2gethle:

t4 g evect "e, 't has hHeels, 1% elcue £ veal »iesVv £~ »rbhlie health
angd zafety
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Forwdlg statement thr ¢t the
~otlions subm’tted with ~v S21L-82 sertentinng eve Aen’ed hecause
they den't commly with 10 C72 2,730, They ave 'n writine, thev
were served, thev state the gzrovnds for the relie” soucht, daser?bhe

the rellef scuzht, and so on, The only 4?ffevence I can see s

they are not senmavated out w'th a nice cnver on esch one savinps
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lotion ix Tor Such anéd Such"., I can't “'nd anvtrins ex~licit
2 % - .. -~ &
Iin 2.730 thet - ctione dentt ecormnlr 4ith,  is te arcuments,
fhey don't zsem to De covered fn 2,730, (Ondaw. e .38), T wt1)
1adiy commly Wit the 3o inits prdaw lewa, LHut whet dsez ¢ wmean”
T fAalama g fy 4 » Ton madf o e nammd & P e &Y Avie ™ot twns
e . . - - .
»
N\ T-'_‘_ f 2 / Ty
3 - - - - :
b P PR SRS P o PO A S~ USROS s - ~r 3. LPe A wan et ok e
. Tod . . - 3
2, 7¢ “~ -y - P L 3 v, 0. a v mew
e o . - - -~
- v . ~ " v o 3 ki, 3 Tt~ 2 LT el -k
¥ on ¥ on e ’ - e ! d Trmauswm e aJurevas s o Y iyl =
1%

) LT



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLFAR REGULATOFY COMMISSION nocKETE”

In the matter of CAROLINA P0/SE & TICST 6 . Et al. ) Dockets 50-L00

Shearon Harris Muclear Power Plant, Units 1 and 2 ) and S0k'01 O.L.

‘82 00T 18 P1:24

CERTIFICATEOF SIRVICE

I hereby certify that coples of "'elle Tidtamente (hieetlerns 44

5/22/82 30ard emorandum and Order (*ost-s“ecia; nrehearine~ Eﬁn’e“ehce)

HAVE beer served this 15th day of Octcbew 1982 _, by devosit In

ne US riull, first-class POstuge prepald, upon all parties whose
names are listec below, except those whose names are mrked with

&n asterisk, for whom service was accormlished by

Judges James Kellev, Glenn Bright and James Carpenter (1 conv each)
Atomlc Safety and Licensing Board

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington DC 20555

George : Trowbridge (attorney for Avplicants)
Shaw, P1_.tman, Potts & Trowbridge

1800 M 5t, NW

Washii zton, DC 20036

0fTice of the Executive Legel Director Phyllis Lotckin, Ph,.D,

Attn Dockets 50-4,00/LC1 4L, 108 3ridle Run
USKRC Chavel E111 NC 2751
Washington DC 20555
Dan Read
Docketing and Service Sect’on CEAMNCT /FLP
Attn Dockets 50-400/L4C1 O.L. 3ox 52{

Office of the Secretary
USNRC
wasuington DC w 205585

John Rurkle

CCNC

307 Granville R4
Chapel Hill Ne 2751L

Travixs Payne
Edelstein & Parne
Box 126h3

Raleigh NC 27605

Richard Wilson, M.D.
729 Hunter St.
Apex NC 27502

Chapel H1ll NC 27%1)

Fat & Slater Newman
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