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Mr. Dow Davis
Office of the Executive Legal Director
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

In the Matter of PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
(Diablo Canyon'Nuclear Power Plant, Units Nos. 1 and 2)5~., -2

Dear Mr. Davis:

As you recall, we sent you in mid-August intervenor
Scenic Shoreline's responses to your interrogatories propounded
June 21, 1976. The mid-August date was shortly after we entered
this case and before we had an opportunity to contact technical
experts on any of the environmental contentions. As a result,
oug responses consisted of either barebones factual assertions or
explanations that we had not. yet determined all possible

bases'or

our positions at that time.

The purpose of this letter is to supplement one of our
responses to those interrogatories, the response to Interrogatory
No. 11 concerning fuel shortages. Essentially, we refer you to
our Answer to your Motion for Summary Disposition of environmental
contention 2B and hereby adopt relevant information in that answer
as our supplemental response to this interrogatory.

To focus your attention more specifically on the parts
of our answer relevant to your interrogatory, we provide the
following explanation:

As to Interrogatory llA, the basis for our contention
that the Diablo Canyon Plant will experience fuel shortages is
sho>7n by our disagreement with your expert Hinkle over fuel duty,
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fuel resources and the liklihood that applicant's 1990 purchase
commitments will insure fuel supply for the plant from 1990 to
2007.

As to Interrogatory 11B, the evidence in our possession
consists of the articles cited in point I, of our answer as well
as the Hinkle 'affidavit itself.

As to potential witnesses, the two experts mentioned in
our answer, Messrs. Harding and Liebermann, may be able to testify
for us regarding the nuclear fuel shortage 'issue. However, both
techriical experts may have some difficulty preparing responsible
scientific testimony by early October.

As to contention 4D, we may offer the articles cited in
our answer into evidence at, the hearing. However, our technical
experts have also prepared their own documents on nuclear fuel
shortages and we might, very well introduce these writings instead
of the articles already cited.

Finally, since, as you know, we are still in the process,
as new counsel in this matter, of consulting with technical experts
and preparing our substanitive case, we reserve the right to
supplement our responses to all parts of Interrogatory No. 11 as
our case develops.

In addition to your June interrogatories, you sent us a
"Staff Follow-Up to Interrogatories Propounded to Scenic Shoreline"
dated August 25, 1976. One of these interrogatories, No. 9, asked
for all evidence within our possession that indicates the possibility
of nuclear fuel shortages for Diablo Canyon. Ne hereby respond to
this interrogatory by referring you to intervenors'nswer to your
motion for summary disposition of the environmental issues and by
noting that the articles cited in point I of that answer constitute
the evidence in our possession that indicates the possibility of
nuclear fuel shortages at Diablo Canyon. Ne will expand upon this
response-by the end of the month when our recently retained technical
consultant on the thermal pollution issues inquired about in the
remainder of your August 25"Interrogatory have had an opportunity
to review the FES and ER and to survey the technical literature so
that we can respond to those interrogatories in a technically
meaningful fashion.

Yours sincerely,

~i~~
James Geocaris
Attorney for Several. Intervenors




