UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLLEADR REGULLTORY COMMISSICON 4/24/79
BEFORS THS ATOMIC SAFSET7 AND LICCNSING BOARD

In the matter of: ) Docket Nos. S0-280
S0=-251
llorida Power and Light Cn.) (Proposed Amendments to
Facility Operating License
(Turkey Point Nuclear ) to permit Steam Generator
Generating Units Nos. Repairs)
3 and 4) )

Petitioner ReDly to Licensee Response and
NRC Staff Response

Statements in the Licensee's Response of March 30, 1979
and the NRM Staff kesponse of April 6, 1979 suggest that the
Petitioner possesses no special treining or expertise which
would coatribute toward developing a sound record. The
Licernisee Response on page 6 states:
"a3 for the second factor, thers is no indication
that petitiorer -- as a result of either trasining or
experience =-- woulé be eble to significantly assist
irn. the development of a sound record.”

The NRC 3tafl Response, on page 4 states:
"Althoursh Petitioner does not allege eny fects that
wo.ld suggest he is qualified by either specialized
ecacgtion or relevant experience to make 2
ceaningful contribution to one or more of the
contentions he seeks to have litigated, ..."

fhe justificatiun for these stetem:nt:z is not to be found
in 10 CiR Part 2. Parggraph 2.714 Intervention, states:
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petitioner lacks expertise or upecialized training
undermines the spirit and lettexr of 10 CFR Part 2. The
important consideration for grenting an intervention must
be the protection of the Petitioner's interest irrespective
of eny expertise the petitioner may or mar not have. If the
petitioner's interests have merit, *ths» the reguested
intervention will coniribute towar. dJeveloping & sound
record.

Imhoirtant considerations in granting the insta - petition
must be given to (ii) The availebility of other mesns whereby
the petitioner’'s interest will be protected. And (iv) The
extent to which the petitioner's inteiest will be represented
by existing parties. The Licensee's Response fails to address
either of these important considerations. If the petition is
denied, there will be no public hearings to protect the
petitioner's interests nor will there be any contribution
aade by the general public in this decicion making process.

I'ne legal standing of the petitioner is unquestion:dle.

The petitioner resides on his own property approximately

S milzs north north west of the ™arkey Point Nuclear facility.
Personal health haszards will be encountered by the petitioner[

his wife, and his infant son if the Licensee releases

hazardous azcunts eirborne radicactivity during normal O35
met20rologivuli conditiona. A1 / edas

The petitioner will also suffer economic losses if the

real property owned by the petitioner becomes contaminated



¢

with radioactivity.

The petitioner also mainteins a sizeable investment of
personel property in the form of & recreational sailboat.
If Bisceyne uay becomes contaminated with radioactivity, the
recreetional activities will be eliminated and the petitioner
will suffer economic losses since thore will no longer be a
market for recreational seilboats.

vonclusion

The intervention sought will complement the examinstion of
the issues by the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board. The
perspective is that of a roncerned member of the south Florida

Comnunity. The interventioa is werranted.

hespectfully submitted,

,/’EZZQtZ( /f,é;:L?““ﬁ2%¢/

Merk FP. Oncavage

O3
417 Ry



LIST OF CONTENTIONS FRISENTED TC TH:
ATCMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD
U ITED STATLES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMIISSICON
BY MARX P, ClLiCAVAGE
MIAMI, FLORIDA

Ma¥ 2, 1978

1. Whether the operating licenses for Turkey Point Units 3 and 4
ehould be suspended until the Commission either approves or denies
the utility's operating li-ence amendment application, cdue to the
impaired condition of the steam generators (plugged tube:z)?

a) Whether Turkey Point be allowed to continue operation in an
impaired condition, in violation of 10 CF2 Fart 50, consider-
ing impaired cooling -apacity due to numercus plugged tubes
in the possible event of a loss of coolant accident

b) Whether Turksy Point be allowed to continue operaticn in
an impaired condition, in violation of 10 CFR Part 20,
contsidering oncite workers are subject to radiation exposures
higher than ALARA due to defective tteam generators?

¢) Jhether Turkey Point ke allowed to continue operation in an
imraired conditior, .. violation of 10 CFR Partes 50, 100,

con

"

idering offcite radiation releasesz higher *"an ALARA
which may endanger the public health due to defective
st2am generators?

d) iihether operation - Turkey Point Tnits Nos, 3 and 4 with

defect.ve or medified steam generators (plugged tub
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dliether purs.ant to requiremente of the National Znvironmental

Policy Act (NEPA), 10 CFR Parts 50, 51, the Commission must pre=-

sare an Znvironmental Impact Statement on the proposed operating

license (OL) amendments, with epecific reference to 10 CFR 5C,SC?

~
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a) Whether the requirements of the FWZCA are met in the form

of inclusion in a NEPA cost/benefit analyeis?

Whether the creation of a nuclear waste storeage facility

cite at Turkey Point may be allowe? under 10 CFR Part 50,

PA, or FiPCA, and whether NZPA regquires a cost/benefit analysis

for an add.tional commitment of land resocurces for the disposal

of

4,
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the defective radiocactive steam generators?

a) iWhether the method of storage of the defective steam
generators proposed by the applicant complies with NEPA
requirements to protect the environment?

b) Whether a cumulative, accurate monitoring of all sources
of ionizing radiation on site at Turkey Point complies
with 10 CFR Part 50, NEPA, or potes a potential public

health hazard?

Jhether ‘the discharge of processed primary coolant violates

17CA during normal operation of Turkey Point lNuclear Unitsg

os, 3 and 47

3,

ne steam generator repair: proposed by the utilitwy

-

Comply with 19 CFR Fart 20, W22a, rr the FizCA?
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6, dhether the handling, procescsing, steoring, or discharging
of primary coolant is in conformance with requirements of

10 CFR Parte 20, 50, 51, 10C, UEPA or FUZFCA?

7. Whether the discharge of untreated laundry waste water complies

with 10 CFR Parts 20, 50, 51, NEPA or FWPCA?

8, lhether the lack of a cumulative, accurate monitoring of all
scurces of radiation on site at Turkey Point Nuclear Facility

complies with requirements of 10 CFR Parts 20, 50, 51, 100,

NEPA, and thereby poses a potential public health hazard?

9, dhether pr- :ent fire protection system:z meet requirements of
10 CFR Parte 20, 50, and NRC guidelines, or endangers public

cafety?

1C, Whether monitoring of radiaticn exposures tc plant gersonnci,
including alpha, beta, gamma, ingested alpha, or partial bocdy
gamma exposure, is in compliance with requirements cf 10 CFR

Farts 20, 53, 51, 100 ané isc NZPA cozt-beneficiai?

11, Whether meonitoring of radiation releaces offsite iz in
compliance with 10 CFR Parts 20, 50, S1, 100, NEPA, cr the FiIsCa

and will not endanger the public and the environment with inaccurate
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12, Whether the use of transient worker:z with unknown radiation

h
exposure histories is in cempliance with 10 CFR Parts 20, 51 or

 FUn ?
Alees ad

13, Whether adequate consideration of repair alterna. .es to
the replacement of stear generator lower ascemblies, including
but not limited to the “ollowing, has been performed by the licen:tee
in conformance with NZPA cost/benefit analysis requirements:

a) arresting tube support plate corrosion;

b) in=-place tube restoration (sleeving);

c) replacement of entire steam generators though a construction

opening in the containment wallj;

d) replacement of entire steam gonerators through a construction

opening in the containment dome;

in-plac2 steam generator tube replacement (retubing);
derating;

decommiscionings;
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i2) natural ga
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; or

1) coal?



15, Whether the interim measure at 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix I,
establicshing a radiation exposure guideline of 31,000 per man-rem
for plant vworkers represzents a sufficiently high value in light

of inflation and in view of testimony before the Advisory Committee
on Reactor Safeguards res Surry Uni:s 1 and 2 on October 28, 1973,
at TR 149, indicating a value of $10,000 zer man-rem mav be more

azzropriate?

16, Jhether the use of $300,000 per cay per unit for replacement
nover coste for reactor outage is an accurate co:zt projection basis

for assessing cost/benefits atc required by 10 CFR Part 51 or NEPA?

17, Wihether the licensee proposes to delay the addition of a
full-flow condencsate polishing demineralizing system and whether

it =should be conctsidered in an Znvironmental Impact Statement on

in
o

cam ¢generator repairs pursuant to 10 CFR Farts 50, 51 or Nir.?

18, Whetker the creation of a long-term nuclear waste storage

th

acility at Turkey Point i: in cempliance + .n 10 CFR Parte 50, 51,
NZPA, FIPCA, or any lawe protecting Biscayne Bay or Biscyane

ational Monument, their surroundings, and their delicata life
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forms, with particular attenticn being drav
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st2an generator discosgal building?
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19, ‘lhether the Turiay Point Units Nos, 3 ané 4 chould be
allowed to operate at full power levelsz vith about 20 rercent
of the steam censrator tubes plugz2d during the interia serice
grior to completion of steam generator repairs and whether such

operaticn iz in compliance with 10 CFR Part 507



