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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 84 N 23 P25

Before the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board .

In the Matter of

Docket Nos. 50-352

Philadelphia Electric Company
50-353

(Limerick Generating Station,
Units 1 and 2)

APPLICANT'S ANSWER TO "INTERVENOR LEWIS'
MOTIONS BASED ON NEWLY RECEIVED INFORMATION"

On Dec~mber 27, 1983, Applicant received "Intervenor
Le .is' Motions Based On Newly Received Infermation" in which
Mr. Marvin Lewis moved for (1) reconsideration of the
decision by the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board ("Licens-
ing Board" or "Board") granting the motion by Philadelphia
Electric Company ("Applicant”) for summary disposition of
Contention I-62, relating to pressurized thermal shock,l/
(2) admission of new (but unstated) contentions, (3) certi-

fication to the Commission of a guestion, (4) clarification

to the Appeal Board that Contention I-62 is a "major part"

1/ Philadelphia Electric Compan (Limerick Generating
- Station, Units 1 and 2), Dociet Nos, 50-352-0L and
50=353-0L, "Memorandum and Order Granting Applicant's
Motion for Summary Disposition of Contention I-62"
(November 15, 1983). A previous motion to reconsider
had been denied by the Licensing Board. Limerick,
supra, "Memorandum and Order Denying Intervenor's
Motion for Reconsideratiorn of Memorandum and Order
Granting Applicant's Motion for Summary Disposition of

Contention I-62" (December 7, 1983).

BAR'R1RLA " BI20e







~

Ad 51 ]

Mo suppler
ient analyse

imeril




peak fuel

expected
f
t
power

ransient




In his Example

somehow erred

seeningly

without




.
v

a

discounte

be

ould

N

marv

v 1
ML LU

v




)

AlSpPos




had

motion]! been cor

1nad

Al O




estion

uagg




or
nor

v
>
v

b

\te

"

ndlansa
inadialia,




For the foregoing reasons, intervenor Lewis's motions

should be denied in each and every respect.




