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The Atomic Safety and Licensing Board in its memoranduty i o
and Jrder of 14 October 1981 has requested specific informatio
from this petitioner. In addition the applicant has filed an
answer to this petitiener's petition to intervene, dated

25 September 1981, In addition the NRC Staff has filed a response
tc various petitioners in its filing of 8 October 1981,

Additional Information from Petitioner

The Board has inguired about my relationship with ECNP,
another petitioner in this proceeding. On 29 March 1979 I
filed a petition under 10 CFR 2,206 with the Commission
as the secretary of ECNP which I was at the time. At the
tinme that ECNP drew up its contentions in the TMI, Unit 1
restart proceeding, T suggested a contention similar to
the 2,206 petition specified above, I then argued this matter
in a prehearing conference on 14 November 1979, I do not
recall discussing this matter (with respect to TMI Unit 1)
with any of the ECNP personell after that day. I had no further
input to the ECNP Bandeling of the case, x and I am unaware of
the outcome, I must add that I did not see the arplicant's
and Staff's answer to the ECNP contentions until the earlier
session of the perhearing conference on November 8 - 10,
In November 1979, I was Co-Director of ECNP, As of 1 September 1981
I do not hold any office in ECNP. I did not decide to petition
in this matter until after 1 September, and filed on 18 September.
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On 1 April 1981 I sent $6,00 to ECNP to renew my subscriptiorn
to the ECNP newsletter. I do not consider that to be membership.
Of the last L ECNP meetings (monthly) July - October, I have
attended only one. Such meetings are always open to the public,
In light of my experience in the TMI -1 restart proceeding,
I could not be guaranteed that my views would be represented by
ECNP, 1In addition, the procedures of building a case would be
greatly hampered by having to go thru an intermediary, at a time
when the intermediary is buisey with their own case. I do not
expect any difficulty in cooperating with ECNP and the other
petitioners in thiés matter as parties to this proceeding.

Standing

The Applicant and the Staff object to my being admitted
as a party because I reside too far from the site, I have recently
visited Spring City for a day, and Limerick for a day. I have also
visited overnight with friends at Phoenixville, Pottstown amd
Limerick. Last summer I vacationed for four days with my xx two
zhildren at Ricketts Glenn State Park, about 83 miles from the x
site. I also note that in the WASH - 740 update study it is

stated that in the case of an accident that there would be deaths
" out to 150 km." (95 miles) (WASH=7L0 update at 84-5)., I also

note that Marvin I. Lewis of Philadelphia, was allowed as a

limited particivant in the TMI - 1 Restart proceeding. RXkikx
Philadelphia is about &0 miles from TMI. I have also visited
New Hope, Pa vor recreational act.vity, which is about 33 miles
from the site, '

My request for intervention rests upon a combination of
standing as a right as discussed above and also as a matter
of discretion,

It is clear that since the TMI-2 technical specifications
proceeding held no days of actual hearing, that there is little
record, There is the record of the nrehearing conference, I put
forth three contentions., One was similar to another party and has
been resolved by negotiation. A second was unique, and has been
settled by negotiating with the Staff and the Applicant, This
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contention involved specifications for operability of neutron
monitoring eaquipment, which I have had experience using., At the

moment this settlemdnt is being drafted by the Staff, I will

probably withdraw my last contention as being, at this time,
rather moot. This contention involved the possible leak of

liquid from the containment. I understand that as a result of
that being raised as a contention, that the NRC did work on
that possibility more seriously.

Aspects

There are at least two asvects which I would like to
address as contentions in this proceeding. At this point they
are not focused well enough to be contentions, It is expected
that they will be encorporated in the joint statement df contentions
requested by the board by 17 November 1981,

1 ECCS, HPCI

Each of the plants at Limerick is being built with one
High Pressure Coolant Injection (HPCI) pump in the Emergency
Core Cooling System (ECCS). The chance of failure of one pump
is considerable., Two pumps would have a much higher probability
that at least one would be operable if needed, Particularly in
view of the high population near the site (Philadelphia) a better
than usual engineered safeguards system should be provided,
namely two HPCI pumps. It is noted that this is the practice on
PiRs.,

Secondly, there may be a range of size of pipe break that -
could not be adequately responded to by the present one HPCI,
Note statement on page 6,5-21 of PSAR.

Thirdly, The technical specifications at present may permit
plant operation with the one HPCI down for maintenance. If so,
this is inaporopriate. I will check this out in the Technical
Specifications for the contention, At this voint I have not
been thru the technical specifications,



2 Radon

I do regularly breathe the air in State College, Pa,.

This air very frequently contains radon from the decay of
radium in mill tailings piles in other parts of the United States.
Some of those tailings piles in wholé or in part will be due
to the Limerick plants. This radon will effect my health and
the health of my progeny for a very long time, They cannot
petition this board for standing jn this matter, so I must,

The evaluation of the radon-222 problem by the applicant
( which I have not seen) is undoubtedly incomplete. The
Environmental Impact Statement to be produced ( at some future
date) wiltl be inadequate. The simple laws of radioactive decay
need to be injected into this proceeding.
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Conclusion

The Board has requested some specific information regarding

my relationshin to ECNP, which is adressed in the first section
on additional information, It would not be proper Lo require
the petitioner's interests to be represented by a specific

party such as ECNP, In fact such a recuirement could also
prejudice the participation of ECNP., The further &assues of
Standing and aspects are addressed in the other sections.
This includes the issues raised by the Board in addition to
those of the Staff and the applicant.

Respectfully submitted,
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¥illiam A. Lochstet, Ph.L.
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Lawrence Brenner, Esq., Chairman*
Administrative Judge

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555 ~—

Dr. Richard F. Colex
Administrative Judge

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
washington, DC 20555

Dr. Peter A. Horris*
Adninistrative Judge

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Mr. Frank R. Romano

Air and Water Pollution Patrol
61 Forest Avenue

Ambler, PA 19002

Atomic Safety and Licensing

Board Panel*
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Docketing and Service Section*
Uffice of the Secretary
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Washington, DC 20555
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Mr. Charles Bruce Taylor
24 West Tenth Avenue
Collegeville, PA 19426

Mr. Marvin I. Lewis
6504 Bradford Terrace
Philadelphia, PA 19149

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Panel (E)*

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, DC 20555
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State College, PA 16801 Harrisburg, PA 17120
Samuel and Clarissa B. Cooper Robert W. Adler
Colora, MU 21917 Assistant Counsel

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, DER
505 Executive House,

Stephen H, Lewis . P.0. Box 2357

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm, | Harrisburg, PA 17120
Off. of Exec., Legal Director ' p.n4a11 Brubaker
vashington, D.C., 20555 Assistant Counsel

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, DER
Room 1200, 1315 Walnut St.
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Phoenixville, Pa, 19460 11 South Merion Avenue
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010
John Shniper Steven P. Hershey, Esq.
Meeting House Law Bldg. & Gallery Consumers' Education and
Mennonite Church Rd., and Protective Association
Schuylkill Rd. (Rte. 724) Sylvania House
Spring City, PA 19475 Juniper and Locust Streets

Philadelphia, PA 19107
Robert L. Anthony

Friends of the Earth of the Alan J. Nogee

Delaware Valley The Keystone Alliance

103 Vernon Lane, Box 186 3700 Chestnut Street
Moylan, PA 19065 Philadelphia, PA 19104
Judith A. Dorsey, Esq. Robert J. Sugarman
Limerick Ecology Action Del-Aware Unlimited, Inc.
1315 Walnut Street, Suite 1632 Berle, Butzel, Kass & Case
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Donald S. Bronstein, Esq.
The Hational Lawyers Guild
Third Floor Ms. Helene Greenstein
1425 Walnut Street p.0. Box 51

Philadelphia, PA 19102 )
Limerick. Pa, 19468




