


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

NUCLEAR RECULATORY COMMISSION

in the Matter of

GEORGIA POWER COMPANY,
et al. Docket Nos. 50-424

50-425

(Vogtle Electric
Generating Plant,
Units 1 and 2)
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GEORGIA POWER COMPANY'S ANSWER
TO THE OCTOBER 22, 1992
PETITION OF ALLEN L., MOSBAUGH AND MARVIN B. HOBBY
TO INTERVENE IN A LICENSE AMENDMENT PROCEEDING

I. Introduction.

This proceeding involves an applicatioi. of Georgia
Power Company ("GPC") to amend the operating licenses of
Vogtle Electric Generating Plant (“"VEGP"), Units 1 and 2 in
order to add Southern Nuclear Operating Company ("“Southern
Nuclear") to those licenses as the exclusive operating
licensee (the "Application"). Following notice of the
Application in the Federal Register by the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission ("NRC" or "Commission"), Messrs. Allen
L. Mosbaugh and Marvin B. Hobby petitioned the NRC for leave

to intervene in this proceeding. GPC strongly opposes such



petition on tne grounds that petitioners lack standing undcr
the NPC's Rules of Practice to intervene in this proceeding.
Furthermore, because petitioners' assertions of standing are
so deticient, as set forth in detail herein, GPC reguests
that the Commission foreon the step of establishing a
licensing board and deny the petition outright for lack of

standing.

I11. PBackground.

On October 14, 1992, the Commission published in the
Federal Register 4 biweekly notice of "Appiications and
Amendments to Operating Licenses Involving No Significant
Hazards Considcrations." 57 Fed. Req. 47127. Among the
several applications noticed therein was the Application of
GPC, acting for itself and as agent for Oglethorpe Power
Corporation, the Municipal Electric Authority of Georgia and
The City of Dalton, Georgia (collectively, the "Owners") .
The Application, filed with the NRC on September 18, 1992,
seeks to amend the operating licenses of VEGP, Units 1 and 2
to allow Southern Nuclear to become the exclusive licensed

operator of VEGP.! 57 Fed. Req. 47135.
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Presently, GPC is the sole licensed operator of VEGP
acting for itself and the other Ownere which are licensed to
possess but not operate VEGP.




Southern Nucledr, like CGPC, is a wholly owned
subsidiary of The Southern Company. No cnange in ownership
of VEGP would occur, GPC and the other Owners would
continue to own the assets of VEG? in the sane percentages
as they do now. The Owners would remain NRC licensees,
licensed to possess, but not operate, VEGP Units 1 and 2.
Importantly, as stated in the Application, there would be no
material change in the VEGP nuclear personnel or support
organizations engaged in licensed activities. Once the
proposed license amendments become effective, the VEGP on-
site organization consisting of GFC employees would be
administratively transferred intact to the personnel ranks
of Southern Nuclear.

The present VEGP offsite organization, consisting of
officers, managers and support personnel is located in
Birmingham, Alabama, These offsite officers are employed as
officers of both Southern Nuclear and GPC. Currently, VEGP
line management reports to the President of GPC in *tlanta,
Georgia, and ultimately to the Board of Directcrs of GPC.
Upon issuance of the license amendments, the offsite line
management of VEGP in Birmingham would cease serving as GPC
officers, would continue to be officers of Southern Nuclear

only and would no longer report to the President of GPC or






On October 22, 1992, Messrs. Allen L. Mosbaugh and

Marvin B, Hobby filed a “betition to Intervene and Reguest
for Hearing" with respect to the GPC Application (the
"Putition"). The Petition asserts that Southern Nuclear
management does not have the character, competence or
integrity to = scome the licensee of VEGP.

As is elaborated in more detail in Section 111, below,
the petiticners' allegations are the same allegations that
they have raised before the NRC concerning the existing
management of VEGP and are unrelated o the proposed license
amendments. These allegations will not be resolved by a
denial of GPC's Application to transfer operating
responsibility to Southern Nuclear. Further, the
petitioners' allegations are the subject 5f an on-going 10
CFR § 2.206 proceedirg which is the appropriate forum to

address theilr concerns.

IT1. Standing of the Pe*titioners.

A.  Standards for Intervention,

The NRC's Rules of Practice contained at 10 CFR § 2.714
vequire that a petition for leave to intervene get forth

with particularity the following:

1) The interest of the petitioner in th¢ .roceeding;












































































