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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY CCOMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of

PORTLAND GENERAIL ELECTRIC COMPANY,
ET AL.

Docket No. 50-344
(Contrel Building)

(Trojan Nuclear Plant)

STATE OF OREGON INTERROGATORIES TO, AND REQUEST FOR
THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS FROM, THE PORTLAND GENERAL
ELECTRIC COMPANY ON CONTROL BUILDING MODIFICATIONS

The State of Cregon hereby regquests that the Portland
General Electric Company, pursuant ¢o 10 CFR § 2.740b. answer
separately and fully, in writing under cath or affirmation,
the following interrcgatories within 14 days after service

hereof.

For each response to

ot

he interrogatories listed below,

identify the person or persons who prepared, or susstantially
sontributed to the preparation ¢of the response.

The State of Oregon further requests that the Portland Ceneral

Electric Company, pursuant to 10 CFR § 2.
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0f, or make available for inspection and ccpving, any documents
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designated by the Portland General Electric Company in resconse
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o certain of the accompanying interrogatcries withia 3C days
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INTERRCGATORY 1.

Table 3.5~1 of PGE-1020 shows that the calculated total
forces during an OBE on walls 6 and 8 between e.evaticns 43
and 61' exceed the calculated wall capacities. Please justify
in technical detail the consequences of this result including:

(a) the fact that these walls are not ccntin-
uous plane walls as modeled in the STARDYNE computer
program;

(b) wall deflections:;

(¢) load transfers to cther walls and the
acceptability of such load transfers:

(d) the probabiiity and extent of damage %o
walls 6 and 8 including spalling;

(e) the consequ-nces of such wall damage %o
eqguipment, cables, and piping contained within,
penetrating, adjacent to, or in the vicinity of the
walls and identify all such egquipment, cables and ziging:;

(£) the perscnnel hazard associated with such

wall damage.

INTERROGATORY <.

What are the censequences of a design tasis hurricane,

tcrnadec, earthguake, etc. occuring during movement ©0f the steel
plates into position and zrior to tensioning of the attachment
bolts? Please include in the response the effects on the lifting
and transcorting equipment and the effects of the plates

3

1earby structures and equicment.
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INTERROGATORY 3.

Please justify in detail the gquality and acceptability
of the transporting equipment ‘.ncluding each item in the
system such as chains, slings, etc. the gqualification test
procedures and acceptance criteria, and when testing will be
done. Also, regarding PGE's response to NRC guestion 1l(c)
of July 20, 1979, Please state the uperators' actual gualifi=-
cations and the actual extent of supervision during lifsing

and transporting the plates.

INTERROGATORY 4.

2

(a) Although PGE states that in respconse tc N2C gues-

o

ate 4

b

ticn 2. 0f July 20, 1979 that in the avent of a p

"

oF
sufficient equipment will remain cperable to achieve and main-
tain a safe shutdown conditicn, please justify how the plant
cperator can be expected to take the appropriate actions to
achieve a safe shutdown condition considering all of the pcssible
alarms, failure indications, incperable instrument meters,
false meter indicaticns, noise, smcke, dust, etc., that may
occur as a result of cables, piping, and eguipment being damaged
or rendered inoperable as a result of the plate drcp.

(b) Please estimate the time required for the cperator
to achieve 2 safe shutdown condition in the event of a plate

lie

drcp and justify the acceptabi

y thereof including specific

reference to the standards on which the respcense 1s dasec.
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INTERROGATORY S.

(a) What are the esti- :ed time intervals between the
initiaticn of the lifts of .ates 7 and 8 and cempletion of
attachment of these plates to the wall?

‘b) Please state why these twc cperations could not be
scheduled to coincide with plant shutdown in order to minimize

the risks involved.

INTERROGATORY 6.

Please set forth the standards PGE considers committed
tc follew during the modification work. For exam le, will
PGE specifically and fully comply with the License Technical
Specifications, the modification procedures contained in
PGE-1020, as well as each statement in response to guestions

¢nd interrocgatories in the proceeding?

INTERROGATORY 7.

Please justify in detail the technical acceptability of
the partial penetration welds between the Plate segments. In
your response please identify and discuss each of the follewing:

(2) the minimum defect s.ze detectable by
the propcsed ncn-destructive examination:
(B) the acceptance criteria for the proposed

ncn-cestructive examination:

{ = o -1
(e the effect of the maximum undetectahle or
|axinunm acceptadle delfect (whichever is worse) in =he

iguration and orientacicn;
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(d) welder gualification.

INERROGATORY 8.

Please state whether the bumping post will be cf sufficient
strength to stop a runaway rail car of the maximum possible
load and speed (see NRC question 19 of July 20) and provide the
basis for your conclusion including all assumptions and the sources

thereof.

Respectfully submitted,

FRANK W. OSTRANDER
Assistant Avtorney GeNeral
Of Attorney £c¢r the State of Oregon
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, Frank W. Ostrander, Jr., hereby certify that on this
day of August, 1979, I served the within State of Oreqon

Interrogatories upon the following parties of record by then
depositing in the United States Post Office at Portland, Oregon,
full, true, and correct -opies therecf, addressed to the said
parties of record at the folleowing addresses listed below, and
Prepaying the postage thereon:

Marshall E. Miller, Esqg., Chair.

Mr. David B. McCoy
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

348 Hussey Lane

U.S. Nuclear Regulatery Comm'n
Washington, D. C. 20555

Dr. Kenneth A. McCollom, Dean
Division of Engineering,
Architecture & Technology
Oklahoma State University
Stillwatar, Oklahoma 74074

Or. Hugh C. Paxtcn
1229-41st Street
Los Alamos, New Mexico 97544

Mr. John A. Xullberg
Route Cne, Bex 250Q
Sauvie Island, Oregon 97231

Columbia Eanvirconmental Ccunc.l
203 5. lst Street
St. Helens, Oregeon 97051

Josepn R. Gray
Counsel for NRC staff

C.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm'n
Washingten, D. C. 20835

Magrice Axelrad, Esgqg.
Lowenstein, Newman, Reis,
Axelrad s Toll
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Gran:s Pass, Oregecn 97256

4s. C. Gail _ Parscn
800 SW Green # 6
Portland, OR 97206

Ronald W. Johnson, Esg.
Corporate Attorney
Portland General Electric
121 SW Salmeon Street
Portland, CR 97204

William W. Xinsey
1002 NE Holladay
Pcrtland, OR 97232

Ms. Nina Bell
€32 SE 18th
Pertland, Oregen 97214
Mr. Stephen M. Willinchanm
555 N. Tomahawk Drive
Pcrtland, Oregon 97217
Mr. Eugene Rosolie
Coalition £for Safe Pcwer
215 SE 9th Avenue
Portland, OR 97214
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Dr. W. Reed Johnson

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm'n

Washington, D. C. 20555

Alan S. Rosenthal, Esqg.

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Cemm'n

Washington, D. C. 20555

Dr. John H. Buck

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm'n

Washington, D. C. 20555
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Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board Panel

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm'n

Washingten, D. C. 20555

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Panel

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm'n

Washingten, D. C. 20555

Docketing and Service Section
Office of the Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm'n
Washington, D. C. 20555

_B:QL_L%
FRANK W. OSTRANDER, J

Assistant Attcrney General
Of Attorneys for State of Oregon
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