UNITED STATES OF AMERICA DOCKETFD
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 3

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD i
9 N2 P17

Before Administrative Judges:
G. Paul Bollwerk, III, Chairman

Frederick J. Shon AD.
Dr. Peter S. Lam

In the Matter of Docket No. 50-400-LA
CAROLINA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY ASLBP No. 99-762-02-LA
(Shearon Harris Nuclear June 22, 1999
Power Plant)

SERVED JUN 2 2 19%

ORDER
(Corrections to May 13, 1999

Prehearing Conference Transcript)

Upon consideration of the May 27, 1999 proposed
corrections to the transcript of the Licensing Board's
May 13, 1999 initial prehearing conference submitted by
petitioner Board of Commissioners of Orange County, North

Carolina, (BCOC), and applicant Carolina Power & Light Co.

(CP&L), it is




ORDERED, that the transcript of the May 13, 1999
initial prehearing conference proceeding is hereby revised

in accordance with Attachment 1 to this order.

FOR THE ATOMIC SAFETY
AND LICENSING BOARD

AL .z

G. Paul Bollwerk, III
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

Rockville, Maryland
June 22, 1999

' Copies of this order were sent this date by Internet
e-mail transmission to counsel for (1) applicant CP&L; (2)
intervenor BCOC; and (3) the NRC staff.
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