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Dear Administrative Judges,

This letter 1s to resnond to Applicants' Counsel Hollars
letters of 2-£-85 re Contention 57-C-13, and of 2-11-85 re 57-C-3,
Concerning 57«C=3, liollar asserts that "smworn, undisnuted expert
testimony attests to all the facts necessarv for disposition of
tihiis contention," But the sworn testimony of Anplicants' own
expert in Catawba, as enclosed with my resvonse opvosing summary
diesposition of this contention, disputes the assertxions in Dr,.
Bassioun! (Aoplicantd' expert)'s affidavit on 57-C=3, Tor this
reason, tne submission of additicnal data is irrelevant, and FFMA
should also conslder the defects brought out in that Catawba
testimony concerning the effectiveness of siren notification.

e Concerning 58-C=13, Hollar correctly states that I am not fil'ng
o
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g formal opvosition on that contention, but he didn't tell you why not.

o I believe Applicants have attempted to address this contention, but they
§ have not produced numbers fo» the protectinon factors of the highest
g PF areas in the hosritals and nursing homes, Thev should do that,
mo. o and 1f their survey was done right, can easilvy dec it. PF methodology m
must give numbers -- the PF 1s a number, But I see no roint in forcing

@ heuring on something CP&L can do so easily if they are t! in
ocod falth, I simnly ask them to do it vo ar!




