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Cortsntion 11. PECo bas moved uranium fuel to tne lizmerick site withoux'

‘{tin~ for a decision by the Commission on our appoeal ,dated 4ﬂH/ea,£23m gih
lecimicn of the Appeal Board(3/30/84). We believe that the Comzmissior will
decide in our favor on the basis of PICo's procewdural. viclations andulaqg of ¢
rendinnse 1o receive or store fuel. Pi is not allowed to zove or uncover the fuel
under ‘ha license issuel.. And this licemse will be revoksd when and if the ‘
vommignion decides in our favor. zll .hes procedural vioclations as well as defic-
lencies in P8's construction,equfpmeni,sst ff,procedures,and training as itemized
in our Appeal to the Commigsion arnd ou Srief to the Appeazl Board,3/28/84 are .

included in this contention by reference.

v’gagtention 12, We assert that the dangers from am explosion on s railread
hinve not been evaluatec for the hrazaru to fuel being :raﬁsported Troz outside
=torags to the fuel hoistway in the piant, and uncrating there. %e wer. prevonted
trom e*rmining witnesses on the railroad bdlast during Cont, V 3aand b./atructural).

"me misciles that can be launched as =.11 as overpreceures,aifcrd erave threcis.

\Lont, 13.  The PE study of "i 13" SIR (NTREG - 0951) forwasded by J.3.
~mpar bo A,Schwencer;NRC, 5/4/84 evaluating the effects of high ensr.y line (EZL3;
reaks ~n " all possible combinetions uf control syatems" does not asse:s completel
the rirk because of the exclusion of .ines which operate 2% or lesc ebove 2006?.

and 27% psig. These are lines most uoject to rupture because of the fluctuaticons
ir heat and pressure and they could ti.igzer othor breaks szzd uring the cumulative

(‘l
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consequences above the FSAR Vhap.l5 arnulysis. In addition the offes4s of HEL2

breanrs ~n fuel hgndling hpve not teen -valugted,including dreaks waicn could rmip-
ture the pipe tunnel over which the fucl nust pass in cntering the plunt ‘sousa),

- ::"“ :igos 2“,~
vCont.14. At the Commission meet:. 7 in Washingion on 4/22/84 the progress of

the Lirerick licensing proceeding,amocr. others was digcussed.(See trans. P.38,

-

PDR

copy accompanying) The applicant estisates & fuel load date in auguas 1984 ; the
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dtaff estimntes construction completi . in the spring of 1985.

Tn‘s discrepuncy

fugeests en unrealistic view of constr ctionm and turnm-over as nell as & pogcsidle

closein~ nvar of safety issues which = .1
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uirementz and dize
qualifiss any consideration of en expe .ited decision or low power

z fusl loadin-,
A7 1t4{m to Contenticns £,7,and ¢ ‘rom from ASL wrreal Bozrd Jlsmqooodum and

: / ' . ~ / - - - - .- -
orier,© /7’74 ~oamonwealth <dison (3yro..locket STN 50-£3¢,455 Jiueh ef tnis do-
R ~‘1}q? peline to violations e2d lapsc  in PE g upervision ¢f ins-iition,espesial
1l [ v ) q'>r*com1ngs.prec‘ ded..acsu.unCC. co0NSTuCTLION infiosit e éatacte
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