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BEFORE THE SECRETARY OF THE COMMISSION gt
OF THE UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 ‘85 00124 PI2:19
IN RE: " HE MARBLE HILL NUCLEAR ) DOCKET NOS. STN -50-746 -©- . 5% ¢
OPERATING STATIONS, UNITS 1 & 2 ) STN —S50-547 = 23fNCE.

SAVE THE VALLEY'S PROVISIONAL CONTENTIONS

1. Integrity of concrete in safety-related structures i{s not assured.
This follows from the testimony on quality contrnl in the "Mearings Sefere
a Subcommittee of the Committee on Government Operations, House of Representatives,

Ninet y-Sixth Congress, First Session, November 27 & 28, 1979".

2. Reverification of concrete integrity in safety-relate! structures
resultant from the 1979 work-stoppage in these areas !s calle! {no question by

alleged falsification of quality control records.

3. The integrity cf electrical work perforzed by Commcervealth lord - Joint
Venture and other subcontractors is not assured. Specifi-ally tlat jrojer categury
1 material has not been used in hangers and other fastallatices jursuant to and in

conformity with relevant NRC and national professional $metallattics rezulations.

4. There has deen non-conforaity with the X2Z anf velevast fegntaticas
respecting the documentation of electrical work, exjozed by the Ja-.ary, 168)

cessation of work in s.fety-related areas and raising izportant s.ezt ! na, (Sce

Contention 3).




5. Neither Public Service Indiana (PSI) nor the staff has presented
& meaningful assessment of the risks associated with the operation of the Marble
Hill facility including, and over and above, the non-compliance in safety related
structures noted ir Contentions 1 to 4, the staff still seems tc regulate upon
the basis of the Rasmussen Report although in view of the Lewis Coomittee findings

these led NRC to withdraw official reliance on that prior report. The Commission
has stated that it "does not regard as reliable the Reactor Safety Study's
numerical estimate of the cverall risk of reactor accidert". (NRC statement of !
Risk Assessment and the Reactor Safety Study Report (Wash - 1400) in Light of the
Risk Assessment Review Group Report, January 18, 1979.) The withdrawal of NRC's
endorsement of the Reactor Safety Study and its findings leaves no technical basis
for concluding that the actual risk is low enough to justify operation of Marble

Hill.

6. There is no basis for concluding that the design of Marble Hill provides
procection against so-called "Class 9" accidents. There is no basis for concluding
that such accidents are not credible. The staff has conceded that the accident at

Three Mile Island (TMI) falls within that classification. Therefore, there is nct
reasonable assurance that the Marble Hill facility could be operated without

endangering the health and safety of the public. (Sce also Contention §, supra.)

7. No adequate evacuation plans for Marble Hill exist. Neither on the Indiana
side nor on the adjacent kentucky region across the Ohio River from Marble Hill
are there credible plans for evacuation systems. Moreover, the example of events at
TMI showed the inadequacy of NRC emergency planning requirements. Plans for

evacuation should be based on worst-case analysis of the potential accident
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