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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. L KETEN
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION -

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SATETY AND LICENSING BOARD ‘83 R 17 e
b ‘06

In the Matter of

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY
Limerick Generating Station,
Units 1 and 2

50-353

L L T Y

LIMERICK ECOLOCY ACTION'S REQUEST
FCR CLARIFICATION OF FEB. 10 BOARD ORDER
.. AND MOTION FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME

In the Ecard's Memcrancun and Order Centinuing Tnformal
Discovery, FProvidine for Further Specrfication of Conditionally
2Zdmitted Contentinns ¢rd Noting Dismissal of ECNP, dated
Ferrtueiv 10 end cerved February 15, 1983, it ordered lead
interverors to submit particularized contentions for all of
thos2 contentions previously conditionally admitted. The April
13, 1Y83 submission of particularized contentions is to be
preceded by joint meetings of the parties to discuss possible
agreement on or narrowing and specification of the contentions
at issue.

Due to a statement by the Board in its Order at page 7,
("The Board, in establishing the above schedule, is relying on
the NRC Staff's schedule for March 11, 1983 for the issuance
of its PRA review." Emphasis added.), several discussions have

taken pléce over the last three weeks between NRC staff members

and LEA as to the Board's expectations regarding PRA contentions.

The Applicant also participated in one such discussion.
The parties have been unable to agree upon this matter,

and thus LEA requests clarification and an extension of time.
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It appears t> LE2 from the wording of the Board's Order
that the Board kelieves that the March 11 Broockhaven review
document represents the NRC's entire review of the Applicant's
PRA. It is not clear to LEA that at the time it wrote its
Order, the Board understood that the staff's review would
not appear until the SER is issued in August.

Does the Board wish to proceed without the staff's review?
If s0, .s it the Bcard's intention that refinement of existing
cortentions cnly is expected by the April 13 deadline, or does
the Board 2luc expect submiscion ¢f new =cntentions based on
the Brookhaven dccument?

LFA has recently received the Brocckhaven review document
and forwarded 1t tc its consultant for review. LEA has agreed
to complete its review of that document by April 15, and to
submit comments to the NRC staff as soon thereafter as possible.
It will not be possible for LEA's consultant to provide comments
to the staff, refine existing contentions, and draft new contentions
based in the Brookhaven document, all in time for meetings with
the parties and submission to the Board by April 13, if that is
indeed the Board's intention.

LEA reguests a clarification of the Board's Feb. 10 Order
and an extention of time until May 15 at the earliest, if it is
the Board's intention to proceed without the staff review.
Affirmation of LEA's right to submit further new contentions

based on the staff review is also requested.
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While LEA realizes that its request for an extension of time,
if granted, will also require a change in schedule for the up-
coming prehearing conference, such a change is necessary if LEA
is to have adequate opportunity to review the Brookhaven document
and draft comments and contentions related to it, as well as to
refine existing contentions. The Board may also wish to consider
postponing the prehearing conference long encugh that material
to be submitted by the Applicant to the intervenors in June
can be reviewed and taken into consideration in the refinement
or dropping of non-PRA contentions. Such a postponement would
ultimately save the Board and parties time by avoiding the need

for yet another conference after the June submissions.

Regpectfully submitted,
Ju;' th A. Dorsey
Counsel for Limerick Ecology Action

1315 Walnut St., Suite 1632
Phila., PA 19107
(215) 735-7200

March 14, 1983
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Direcztor
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Sasement, Trarsportation
and Salety 31lds.

Zazzisburg, PA 17120

Rcbexrt Anthony
103 Yernmcn Lane,. Box 186
Movlan, PA 19063

Ccnalé 3ronsteina, Zsc.
1425 Walnus st., 324 £
shila., PA 19102
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Steven Eershey, Esc.
Svlvania EZcuse

cuniper and Locust Sts.
2alila., PA 19107

or. Judith Johnsrud

433 Crlandc Ave.

State Collage, PA 16301

Marzvin Lewis
8304 3radfzrs Tarrace
?hila., PA 19149

James M. Neill, Esq.
Box 217
Plumsteadville, PA 18949
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Frank R. Romano
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Thomas Gerusky, Director
3RP, DER

fulten 3ank 3ldg, 35th £l
Third and Locust Sts.
Harrisburg, PA 17120

W. Wilson Goode

Managing Director

City of Philadelphia
Philadelphia, PA 19117

Joseph H, White III

8 North Warner Ave.
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010

Robert Sugarman, Esq.
Sugarman & Denwcrtn
Suite 510

North American Bldg.
121 S. Broad St.
Phila., PA 19107




