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March 15, 1985

Mr. James M. Taylor, Director

Office of Inspection and Enforcement
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Re: Vera M. English v. General Electric Company

Dear Mr. Taylor:

This will reply to your letter of March 14, 1985. As
stated on page 30 of Chapter II, the exigencies of time reguire
that I cease submissions to you as of this moment in order to
assure that a decision is made on the submissions as socn as
possible. Because of those exigencies and because of the
indispensability of integrating your decision with the DOL
hearing, which is, after all, designed to effectuate a most
imperative and overriding policy of the ERA, I am compelled to
adopt this course. Any further submissions that I would make
to you are by and large already contained in the NRC's files in
70-1113. I would assume that under the rules you and your
staff must take judicial notice of all documents in that file.
If additional material becomes available upon production by
General Electric at the hearing, which opens Monday, March
18th, I can assure you that those documents will be introduced
into evidence. Whether or nor they will be of public record,
they will be in evidence and open to your inspection.

I repeat that we have "sufficiently established the
pattern and that additional proof would be cumulative."
Immediate decision by you at the earliest feasible moment is
the only way in which NRC enforcement policy can be meaning-
fully effectuated on behalf of complainant, the "private
attorney general" in this case.

Sincerely,
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Mozaft G. Ratner
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

MAK 1 4 1985
(10 CFR 2.206)

Mozart Ratner, Esquire
1900 M. Street, N.W.
Suite 610

Washington, DC 20036

Dear Mr, Ratner:

On January 10, 1985, I informed you that I had received the Petition of
Ms. Vera M. English dated December 13, 1984. I further informed you that
the Petition was being treated under 10 CFR 2.206 of the Commission's
regulaticns and that a formal decision with regard to it would be issued
within a reasonable time.

On February 28, 1985, you filed a Supplemental Petition with the Commission.
The Supplemental Petition deals primarily with recently issued Inspection
Reports Nos. 84-17 and 84-18. Additional supplemental material dated March 12,
1985 ("Chapter II") was received on March 13, 1985. The NRC staff will

review the Supplemental Petitions as it did the original Petition to see

what actions are appropriate.

The Supplemental Petition makes clear that additional supplementary information
concerning this matter will be filed by you on behalf of Ms. English. See
Supplemental Petition, p. 1 and p. 29. Please forward any such supplemental
information directly to me to expedite its consideration.

In order to insure that all relevant information you may wish me to consider
on this matter is before me and has had NRC staff review, I intend to with-
hold issuance of a formal decision in this matter until you inform me by
letter that you do not intend to submit any further information on this
issue. Of course, as noted above, the NRC staff will review supplemental
information as it is provided to assure that appropriate actions are taken
where warranted.

Sincerely,

DA e
/ s M. Taylgf, Director
L/:/Qﬂﬂce of In§pection and Enforcement

Arthur M, Schiller, Esgq.
Suite 1300

1000 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Waskington, D.C. 20006

General Electric Company
Wilmington, North Carolina
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