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allowed oral argument where a petitioner could not demonstrate
how ora' argument would assist the Commission in reaching a
decision on a matter. See In Re: Joseph J. Macktal, CLI-89-12,

30 NRC 19, 23 n.1 (1589): Rhiladelphia clectxic Company (Limerick
Generating Station, Units 1 and 2), ALAB-B45, 24 NRC 220, 253

n.38 (12686). 1In this case, the Dows do not even attempt to
demonstrate how oral argument and evidentiary hearinge would
asgist the Commission in deciding whether to grant the Dows'’
untimely petiticn to irntervene and motion to reopen. Instead,
the Dowe raise several vague allegations that have absolutely
nothing to wo with the Dows’' request for hearings and oral
argument. )}/ Furthermcre, the Dows' untimely petition and
motion to reopen are patently deficient and do not present any

novel or complex legal, factual, or policy questions, and it is

1/ Indeed, whether intentionally or not, the Dows have
misinformed the Commission. The Dows claim that Dobie
Hatley, Ron Jones and ot”ers were precluded from presenting
evidence to the Licensing Board and were obligated to resist
any subpoena to testify., However, the Dows are confusing
the 1988 settlements betveen those individuals and TU
Electric with an earlier and unrelated 1987 settlement
agreement between Joseph Macktal and Brown and Root. Unlike
the 1987 Macktal settlement agreement, the 1968 settlenents
with Dobie Hatley, Ren Jones, and others did not include any
clause which could restrain them from testifying or bringing
any safety issues to the NRC. §See Letter from James E.
Lyons, Chairman Allegation Review Committee, CPSES Division,
NRC Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, to Mrs. 3etty
Brink, Board Member of Citizens for Fair Utility Regulation,
Enclosure at 10-13 (Jan. 30, 1990); See also Comanche Peak
and Rancho Seco Nuclear Power Plants - Before

tal and Public Works, 10lst Cong., 1st Sess. 90-94
(1989) (remarks of Sen. John Breaux).
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1 not apparent why oral argument or evidentiary hearings would be

necessary or beneficial to the Commission in ruling on this

matter. It would be incongruous to hold evidentiary hearings on

a motion to determine whether evidentiary hearings should be

held.

In view of the foregoing, the Commission should

fummarsly deny the Dows' ’pplication for oral argument and

evidentiary hearings on their untimely petition to intervene and

motion to reopen.
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deposit in the United States mail, postage prepaid and propeer
addressed, on the date shown below:

Chairman Ivan Selin
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
washirngton, D.C. 20555
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