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- ,RESPONSE TO NUCLEAR INFORMATION AND .
RESOURCE SERVICE AND PUBLIC CITIZEN INTERROGATORIES

Dokt Mo =310 AL _otrcat BxhibtNo. 26

humalﬂ

On December 14 2004 Nuclear Informatlon and Resolrce Service ‘and Public
Citizen (“NIRS/PC”) filed interrogatories ‘directed fo applicant Louisiana Energy Services, LP.
(“LES") relatéd to the amended contentions "iid;r.i'itte‘;d'by”’the Board ‘'on November 22, 2004
(“Memorandim gnd‘pidef (uling on Late-Filed Contentions)”. LES herein provides responses
to the NIRC/PC interrogatories.

1. With respect to amendments to NIRS/PC contention EC-, found admissible by the
. Atomic Safety and Licensing ‘Board (the “Board”) in its ruling dated November 22, 2004, **
including the text of the contention and bases thereof please state B
.a  The name, address, profession, employer,. and area of professzonal expertise of
' " each person whom LES expects to'call as a witness, including any expert witness
at the hearmg

Py uire, oy . oL . . '
fre, e L : -

Answer: This mformatlon was prevmusly prov1ded by LES in, 1ts ﬁlmg of November 24

2004, “Louisiana . Energy Ser\(lees L.P. 2.704(b) Expert Testuggqy Dlselqspres Relat_mg to

-Gene_ral -Schedule Environmental Contentions”, and in the deposition of G‘eorge' A. Harper and

Roger L. Peery, conducted on September 17,2004. .,

JES T
‘b The educational and scientific expertise of each witness.

1
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- Answer: See answer to a. above.
¢ :: The subject matter on which each of the witnesses f‘s expected to testify.
Answer:  The squect matfc; of the testimony oﬁ which each of the v'vitnesses is expected to
| testify was identified in the dcpoﬁition of the witnesses referred to in a, above.‘ With respect to
the amendments to NIRS/PC contention EC-1 found admissible by the Board in its ruling of
November 22, 2004, the witnesses will testify on the following subjects:

Mr. Harper will testify on Basis A (formation of perchéd bodies of groundwater
resulting from leakage from stormwater- detention basin anci sepﬁc leach fields), Basis B (liner
leakage) and Basis E (presence of, and mohitoring for, copt'a;%iipénts m stéfnibvétgr ‘basin).

Mr. Peery will testify on Basis A (formation éf pcrcixéd quies of gr;undwater
resulting from leakage from stormwater detention -basin and septic leaq_.b. fields), Basis C
(presence of moisture in two borings), and Basis D (permeaiaility measurements of site).

- d The substance of the facts and opinions. to which each witness is expected to
testify and a summary of the grounds for each opinion, including the documents
and all pertinent pages or parts thereof upon which each witness will rely or will
otherwise use for his testimony.

Answer: The substance of the facts and opinions as to which each witness is expected to
testify and a summary of the grounds for each opinion is as follows: '

| The substance of Mr. Harpexfs testimony on Basi; A (formétiqn of perched bodies

of groundwater resulting from Ieakage from stormwater detention basin and septic fields) is set

“ forth in the September 17 2004 deposmon of Mr. Harper (see, generaIIy, pp 114-117). In

addmon, see response to qucstlon 3 of the “Applicant's Objections and Responses to

Interrogatones from Nuclear Informatxon and Resource Service and Public Citizen (Scptember

23, 2004) (the “September 23 Interrogatory Responses”). ’I‘he documents upon which Mr.

Harper expects to rely are generallj.( identified in the response to question 3 of the September 23



Interrogatory Responses. Specific exhibits to be relied upon by Mr. H'arper will be identified in
" accordance with 10 C.F.R. Section 2.704(c)(iii): .-+ =
- The substance of Mr. Harper's testimony on Basis B (liner leakage) is set forth in

the September 17, 2004 deposition of Mr. Harper (see, generally, pp. 12-13, 37-48, 58-62, 117-

118) September 23 Interrogatory Responses (see responses to questions 4 and 5). The . -

documents upon which .Mr. Harper expects to rely -are generally, identified in the response to -:
questions 4 and 5.in the September 23 Interrogatory Responses. Specific exhibits to be relied
upon by Mr. Harper will be identified in accordance with 10 C.F.R. -Section 2.704(c)(iii).

| The substzmce of Mr. Harper's testimony on Basis E (presence of, and monitoring
for, contaminants in stormwater basin) is set forth in the September 17, 2004 deposition of Mr.
Harper (see, generally, pp. 12, 50-52, 103-104).‘;In addition, see responses to questions 6 and 10
of the September 23 Interrogatory Responses.-- The documents upon which Mr. Harper expects to
rely are generally identified in the response to question 6 of the September 23 Interrogatory
Responses. Specific exhibits to be relied upon by Mr. Harper will be identified in accordance
with 10 CFR. Section 2704(C)Giii).-. -1 .oc . .~ ©

The substance of Mr. Peery's ‘testimon'y on Basis A (formation of perched bodies -

of groundwatcr resultmg from leakage from stormwater detentxon basin and septxc fields) is set
forth in the September ]7 2004 deposmon of Mr Peery (see generally, PP- 13-33, 52-58 65-79 '
and 109- 11]) In addmon, see responses to quesnons 6 8 9 and 11-17 of the September 23
Interrogatory Responses 'The documents .uponw{whlch Mr. Peery expects to rely are generally
1dentlfied in the responses to questxons 6 8 9 and 11-17 of the September 23 Interrogatory
Responses Speclﬁc thlblts to be relled upon by ;M_r‘ Peery wxll be 1dent1ﬁed in accordance

{. TR Y
with 10 C. F R. Section 2. 704(c)(111)



The substance of Mr. Peery's testimony on Basis C (the presence of moisture in

two borings) is set forth in the September 17, 2004 deposition of Mr. Peery (see, generally, pp. -

13-33). In addition, see response to question 7 of the September 23 Interrogatory Responses.
The documents upon which Mr. Peery expects to rely are generally identified in the response to

question 7 of the September 23 Interrogatory Responses. Mr. Peery also expects to rely on

“Hydrogeochemistry and Water Resources of the Triassic Lower Dockum Group in the Texas-

Panhanfile and Eastern New Mexico”, Dutton and Simpkins (1986). A copy of this document is
being provided under separate cover today. Specific exhibits to be relied upon by Mr. Peery ‘will
be identified in accordance with 10 C.F.R. Section 2.704(c)(iii).

The substance of Mr. Peery's testimony on Basis D (permeability measurements

6f site) is set forth in the September 17, 2004 deposition of Mr. Peery (see, generally, pp. 13-33,

52-58, 65-79, and 109-111). In addition, see response to questions 2-4, 8-17 of the September 23

Interrogatory Responses. The docmnents upon which Mr. Peery expects to rely are generally

identified in the reésponses to’ questions 2-4, and 8-17 of the September 23 Ipterrogatory

Resporises. Specific exhibits to be relied upon by Mr. Peery will be identified in acéordance

with 10 C.F.R. Section 2.704(c)(iii).

2. With respect to a};zendments to NfRS/PC ssntenrion EC—2, Jfound | (sdm.issible bj the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board (the “Board”) in its ruling dated November 22, 2004,
including the text of the contention and bases thereof pIease state :

a. The name, address profession, employer, and area of professzonal expertise of
each person whom LES expects to call as a witness, including any expert witness
at the hearing.

-Answer- ThlS information was previously provided by LES i m its filing of November 24,

2004, “Lomslana Energy Scrvxces L.P. 2.704(b)- Expert Testnnony Dlsclosures Relating to

General Schedule Environmental Contentions”, and in the deposition of Roger L. Peery, Georgc



R. (Randy) Campbell, Tun Woomer, Len Stokes, and Rod Krich conducted on September 17,

.3
.;v;nt g P

2004.
~ b The educational and scientific expertise of each witness. -
Answer: See answer to a. above © ‘7 -

C. The subject matter on which each of the witnesses is expected to testify. .
Answer: This information was provided by each witness in the deposition conducted on -
September 17, 2004. !

- d. The subs!ance of the Jacts and’ opinions to which each witness is expected to . -
testify and a summary of the grounds for each opinion, including the documents
and all pertinent pages or parts thereof upon which each witness will rely or will
otherwise use for his testimony

By :
Answer: This mformatxon was prov1ded by each w1tness in the deposition conducted on

a

September 17, 2004 Wrth respect to the amendment to NIRS/PC contentxon EC—2 found'
adm1551ble by the Board in its ruling of November 22 2004 Mr. Campbell will testrfy as to the
water needs of the National Ennchment Faclhty See generally, answer to questlon 19 in
September 23 Interrogatory Responses 'Messrs Stokes, Woorner, and Peery w111 testify as to the
impact of the National Enrichment Fac111ty: élnen the requisite water needs, on the avmlable;
water supply The substance of the facts and opmlons as to whxch these thnesses w111 testify is
set forth in the September 17, 2004 deposmon of the thnesses Specxﬁc exhlblts to be relied
upon by Mr. Harper wrll be xdentxﬁed in accordance w1th 10 C F, R Secuon 2 704(c)(m)
3. With respect to amendments to NIRS/PC contention: EC-4, found admissible by the
' Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, (the “Board”) in its ruling dated November 22
© 2004, including the text of the contention and bases thereof, please state: :
a. - The name, address, projession, employer and area of professional expertise of

each person whom LES e.xpects to caII as a witness, mcIudmg any expert w:tness
at the hearing. ‘ b Co P



¢

* Answer: This infot'mation was previously provided by LES in its filing of November 24,

2004, “Louisiana Energy Services, L.P. 2.704(b) Expert Testimony Disclosures Relating. to

General Schedule Environmental Contentions”, and in the deposition of Rod Krich conducted on

October 12, 2004 and Paul G. Schneider conducted on October 4, 2004,

b. The educational and scientific expertise of each witness.
Answer: See answer to a. above. -
c The subject matter of the testimony on which each of the witnesses is expected to
testify.

Answer: The subject matter of the testlmony of Mr. Krich was identified in the deposition
“conducted on October 12, 2004 Mr Knch w111 be testifying about the size, location, and
process for a private-sector deconversion facility in the event that LES elects to pursue this

option. He will also be testifying that Rev. 2 of the Environmental Report addresses the

environmentall impacts of constructing and operating a deconversion facility. Mr. Schneider will-

be testifying as to the analyses of the environmental impacts of constructihg and operating a

deconversion facility undertaken by. the Department of Energy and the scope of those analyses

relative to the deconversion options under consideration by LES.

d. ' The substance of the facts and opinions as to which each witness is expected to -

testify and a summary of the grounds for each opinion, including the documents
and all pertinent. pages or parts thereof upon which each witness will rely or

otherwise use for his testimony.
Answer: The substance of Mr. Krich's‘ testimony is set forth in the October 12, 2004
“deposition of Mr. Krich. He will testify that no location has been selected for the construction of
a private sector deconversion facility. He will testify that no decision has been made by LES as
to the speclﬁc process that w111 be employed for deconvertmg depleted uranium hexafluoride to
depleted U303, He will testlfy that if private sector deconversion faclhty is pursued, it will need

6



to be'of sufficient size to deconvért the depleted uranium hexafluoride generated by the National
Enrichment Facility. - The documents upon which Mr. Krich expects to rely include the
Environmental Report (Rev. 2) for the Natxonal Ennchment Facility and NUREG-1520. Specific
exhibits to be relied upon by Mr Knch wﬂl be xdentlﬁed in accordance with 10 CF.R.
2.704(c)(iii). I |

o

The substance of Mr Scltnelders testlmony will be that the em;lronmental
analyses of the 1mpacts of constructmg and operatmg a pnvate sectol deconversion faclllty have
been adequately examined by the Department of Energy in the “Fmal Programmatxc |
Environmental Impact Statement for Alternatlve Strategnes for the Long-Term Management and
Use - of Depleted Uramum Hexaﬂuonde (DOE/EIS-0269) (Apnl 1999) and the Final
Environmental Impact Statements for Construction and Operatxon of a Depleted Uranium
Hexafluoride Conversion Facility at the Portsmouth Ohio Site (DOE/EIS-0360) (June 2004) and
Paducah, Kentucky (DOE/EIS-0359) (June 2004). He will further testify that these analyses
adequately bound the environmental impacts of constructing and operating a private sector
deconversion facility. The documents upon which Mr. Schneider expects to rely include
DOE/EIS 0269, DOE/EIS-0360, and DOE/EIS-0359. Specific exhibits to be relied upon by Mr.
Schneider will be identified in accordance with 10 C.F.R. 2..704(c)(iii).

4.  With respect to amendments to NIRS/PC contention EC-5/TC-2, found admissible by the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board (the “Board) in its ruling dated November 22, 2004,

including the text of the contention and bases thereaof, please state:

a The name, address, employer, and area of professional expertise of each person

whom LES expects to call as a witness, including any expert witness at the
hearing.
Answer: This information was previously provided in depositions conducted on October 4,

2004. In the event that LES identifies additional expert witnesses beyond those identified on



October 4, 2004, LES will disclose the identify of those witnesses in accordance with 10 C.F.R.

2.704(b).
b. The educational and scientific expertise of each witness.
Answer: See answer to a. above.
c The subject matter on which each of the thnesses zs expected to testify.
Answer: The sub_]ect matter on whlch each of the wunesses is cxpected to tesnfy was

identified in a deposition of the witnesses conducted on October 4, 2004.

‘

d The substance of the facts and opinions as to which each witness is expected to
testify and a summary of the grounds for each opinion, mcIudmg the documents
and all pertinent pages or parts thereof upon Wthh each witness will rely or
otherwise use jbr his testimony.



U Answer: The substance of tl;1e:fac(t§ andoﬁxmons asto v'vhic:h':éach witness is expected to
. testify and a summary of the grounds for each opxmon was 1dent1ﬁed m 2 deposmon of the
witnesses conducted on October 4, 2004 Speclﬁc cxhxbxts to be relied upon by Mr Harper w1ll

be identified in accordance with 10 CF.R Sectlon 2.704(c)(iii).

Respectﬁxlly submltted

K. Curtiss, Esq. -
A. Repka, Esq.
; . O'Neill, Esq.

- LUWINGTON & STRAWN LLP
-+ 71400 L Street, NNW..
Washington, DC 20005-3502 -
(202) 371-5700

John W. Lawrence, Esq
‘“ - LOUISIANA ENERGY SERVICES L.P.
N ... 100 Sun Avenue, NE
e , 77 Suite204
' o " Albuquerque, NM 87109

Dated at Washmgton, District of Columbia’ B
this 20" day of December 2004 O
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L.P. RESPONSE TO NUCLEAR INFORMATION AND RESOURCE SERVICE AND
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Washington, DC 20555-0001 Washington, DC 20555-0001
Commissioner Jeffrey S. Mei'riﬁeld ~ Office of the Secretary**

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Attn: Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff
Washington, DC 20555-0001 U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
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Washington, DC 20555-0001
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e-mail: HEARINGDOCKET@nrc.gov
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e-mail: gpb@nrc.gov

Christopher D. Coppin, Esq.**
David M. Pato, Esq.**

Stephen R. Farris, Esq.**

Glenn R. Smith, Esq.**

_Office of the New Mexico Attorney General
P.O. Box Drawer 1508

Santa Fe, NM 87504-1508
e-mail: ccoppin@ago.state.nm.us
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Attn: Associate General Counsel for,
Hearings, Enforcement and
Administration . -

Lisa B. Clark, Esq.**

Angela B. Coggins, Esq.**

Darani M, Reddick**

Mail Stop O-15D21

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, DC 20555-0001

e-mail: OGCMailCenter@nrc.gov

e-mail: Ibc@nre.gov

- e-mail: abcI@nrc.gov

e-mail: dmrl@nrc.gov

Administrative Judge

Paul B. Abramson**

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel
Mail Stop T-3F23

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001 -

e-mail: pba@nrc.gov

Administrative Judge
Charles N. Kelber**
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. e-mail: cnk@nrc.gov
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