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Charles W. Elliott, Esq.
Brose & Poswistilo

1101 Building

11th & Northampton Streets
Easton, PA. 18042

In the Matter of
PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY
(Limerick Generating Station, Units 1 and 2)
Docket Nos. 50-352 and 50-353 L

Dear Mr. Elliott:

At the hearing on the City's issues concerning severe accident risks,

the Board asked the Staff to send you the transcript pages in which the
Board directed that the 'emergency planning implementing procedures problem"
be addressed in parties' proposed tindings on onsite emergency planning.

Tr. 11,912-13. Accordingly, ! have enclosed the transcript pages in which
the Board gave that direction and also the pages in which the matter was
discussed. Tr. 11,909-15.

The Board also imposed a page limitation of 35 pages for findings on
LEA's DES contentions. That ruling is to be found at Tr. 11,206, which is
also enclosed.

Sincerely,

Ann P. Hodgdon
Counsel for NRC Staff

wie 1 Hoel glen
9

Enclosures: As stated

cc w/o enclosures: See next page
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cc w/o enclosure:

Lawrence Brenner, Esq., Chairman

Dr. Peter A, MNorris

Dr. Richard F. Cole

Frank R. Romano

Phyllis Zitzer, President

Troy B. Conner, Jr., Esq.

Narvin 1. Lewis

Joseph H. White III

Dir. Pa. Emer. Mgmt Agncy

Robert L. Anthony

Martha W. Bush

Gregory Minor

Timothy R. S. Campbell, Director

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board Panel
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UNITED STATLS OF AMIRCA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

[a the matter of.

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY
Docket No 50~-352

(Limerick Generating Station, 50-353
Units 1 & 2)

11,902-11,995

Locauion: Philadelphia, Pa. Pages:
Date: Thursday, May 31, 1984
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However, we wanted to give you the opportunity
on the record, if you want to avail yourself of it, to go
through the substantive proposed findings that you have
made and the responses by the parties, just to see if there
is some point in the responses that we are still missing.
But we only want to deal with the substantive matters,
aot any of our procedural rulings. Many of your findings

deal with the procedural rulings, such as the method

of cross-examination, and Dr. Eberson's testimony and so on.

Cur rulings on those matters are amply set forth on the
record, and we have nothing to add on those, and the reccrd
is :here ‘or any party to argue later as to whether what
we (id was correct.

However, we are willing now to deal with any
of (e ~roposed findinjye that would go to the merits of
deciding the contention. I take it you are here for that
rurpose.

MR. ROMANO: Well, fundamentally I am here to
preserve my appellant rights. Otheryise, I really don't
know why I'm here.

I couldn't help feeling, as I have stated in
ny conclusions and findings, that it was practically
us2less to even file the findings and conclusions, which
I feel suggested bias, that I think I felt all through

the readings of the inspection and engineering reports,
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