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U.S.5UCLZAR REGULATORY COMMISSION . o o ATOMIC SAFETY ».00 LICENCING AFPUAL BOARD

REs PEILa ELRC.CO. Limerick Gen.Ste, Units 1 % 2 . LOCKET Ne,: 50-352,353 €L
ARTEONY/FOE BISF Ii SUFICRT OF OUx aPFEAL CF 6/2/85 FaOi 13's URDER INPLE-
AeNTING IT3 GRAKT OF EX.AFTION FRON 10CFR 50.47 (a) (b) AND AUTHORIZING LICENSE.
June 7,1985

We sre in receipt of the Boerd's Order of €/3/85 setting the briefing sched-

ule for the asbove appeals. ¥e egre complying with this curt.iled timing although
it imposes tardshrips on us not to de subject to the statutory allowaqﬁﬁnoa_jo days.
zence our brief will be limited for the moggreart to material already‘sugﬁfktod.

§e believe,hovever,that the Board will find gthe weight required to convince the
Board to reverse LB's decision granting the exemption from 10 C)@SQ‘MU&)”(S&

and its suthorization of the issuence of a full power licenee.GF; bt
1. We incorporate here all of our brief submitted to the é@fi&gggugiﬁng/es.
on LB's Partiel Initiel Decision on Offsite Exnergency Flawning for iim:gack.
This brief shows thet the Limerick EPZ was set up without the participation of
FEMA,requiredunder 44 CFR 350.7 ‘) , PECo's evacuation time study estimates
and the use of evecuation routes were thrown into question by the testimony of the
NRC witness ,and new plens will have to be drawn up to include Valley Forge Perk/
KEing of Frussia and Marsh CreekPark/Exton areas in the EPZ,end the boundgries of
the EPZ will have to be reconsidered,and revised evacustion plesns for the whole
EPZ reetudied and submitted to the review and hearing process. Since the evacu-
ation plans for thE Craterford prisoners is dependent on the configuration of the
EPZ and the plans for the whole EPZ, these plans will havé to be re-worked in
releation to revised evacuation plans for the total EPZ. ISBSQIieve that fhis mesns
valid plens for evacuation of the EPZ no longer are in hand the process for EP2
and Gtaterford evacuation will have to be reconstituted. EHence a plan for Crater-
ford will be in abeyance and an exemption canmot be granted vor guthorization

to issue a license granted, as we trust the Board will find.

2. Furthermore we incorporete here our motion of 3/15/85 in opposition to
PECo's motion for an exemption for Graterford and we stress especially the danger
to the EPZ community and the greater community from a penic at the prison and
the escape of dangerous prisomers at a time of high tevwsion during an evacuation
of the EPZ. |

3, The "table Top" exercise for Grgterforddid mot satisfy 44 CFR 350.2 (3)

ip respect to the number of persoonmel trained end ivvolved, i.e. "emergency person-

nel are engaged in sufficient numbers to veriry the cepability to respond...”

4. Since there is no record of FEMA participation in the Graterfomd pre-hearing
process or the Protective Order of3/20/85, LB and FEMA did not comply with the
requirements of 44 CFR 350.3 (d) "Cooperative effort with Btate and local,etc.,
and 44 CFR 351.20 (&) through (1) "esteblish policy and provide lejaership,"etc.
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