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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR RECULATORY COMMISS!ON
BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of

HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER : NRC Docket Nos. 50-438A
COMPANY, PUBLIC SERVICE : 50-499A
BOARD OF SAN ANTONIO, CITY OF
AUSTIN, CENTRAL POWER AND
LIGHT COMPANY

(South Texas Project, Unit Nos.

| and 2)

TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING :

COMPANY, et al. :  NRC Docket Nos. 50-445A
(Comanche Peak Steam Electric : 50-446A

Station, Units | and 2)

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER OF TEXAS UTILITIES COMPANY
AND ITS SUBSIDIARIES TO THE
NRC STAFF'S INITIAL INTERROGATORIES

COME NOW TEXAS UTILITIES COMPANY ("TU"), TEXAS UTILITIES
GENERATING COMPANY ("TUGCO"), DALLAS POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
("DPL"), TEXAS ELECTRIC SERVICE COMPANY ("TESCO"), and TEXAS POWER
& LIGHT COMPANY ("TPL"), all collectively referred to as "TL! Companies,” in
compliance with Sections 2.740b and 2.74| of the Rules of Practice of the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission ("NRC") and in accordance with the order of the Board,
dated April 18, 1979, and make the following supplemental answers to the NRC
Staff's Initial Interrcgatories numbered I(d), I(e), 2, 3(e), 4(a), 6, 7(c), 8(d), 2(d),
15(b)=(d), 20(a)=(b), 27, 3i(b), 33(c), 36-38, 40-4i(a), 4i(e), 42-44, 47-43% and 50(c).
These answers sugplement and are not in lieu of answers previously filed in
response to the NRC Staff's Interrogatories, and the TU Companies reserve the
right to further suppiement the answers as the need therefor arises.

Atteched hereto is a list of documents, identified by Interrogatory number.

To the extent additioncl responsivve documents are discovered, such documents will
be produced and similarly icentified.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

i(d)-(e). All documents sought have been produced.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

4(a). The voting percentages for each of the T'J Companies as provided in the
ERCOT Agreement are as foliows:
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DPL %
TESCO 12%
TPL 14%

Each company controls its ovn voting power.

Each member of TS has one vote. DPL, TESCO and TPL each controls its
own vote, However, if Jting was done "in block," which it is not, the combined
vote would be 3/12 or 25 ..

SUPPLEMENTAL +~ NSWER
5. Brownsville was admitted to TIS in April 1979,
SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

6(a). Prior to the recent difficuities of the CSW system with the Securities
and Exchange Commission, TU was not aware of any consideration be _ given by
any member system of TIS or ERCOT or any wholesale customer of the TU
Companies to commencing interstate operation. To the knowledge of TU, all
considerations by the CSW companies with respcct to interstate operction are
documented in the foilowing proceedings:

I.  Securities and Exchange Commission
Administrative Procedure File No. 3-435I

2. Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (formerly FPC)

a. Docket No. E-9558
b. Docket No. E-9593
c.  Docket Mo. E-9578
d. Docket No. E-9476
e. Docket Ne. EL 79-8

3. Public Utility Commissicn of Texas
Docket No. 14

4, "™West Texas Utilities Company, et ¢l v. Texas Electric Service
Company, et al
No. CA-3-76-0633-F
In the U. S. District Court for the Northern
District of Texas, Dallas Division

See also the TU Companies' original answer to Interrogatory 6(c) and as
supplemented below. See also the petition to intervene filed herein by Tex-La
~ooperative, Inc. and petitions to intervene by various parties in FERC Docket EL
79-8. Dccuments in connection vs/ith any of the above proceedings will be made
available for inspection and copyir g at the Staff's convenience.

6(b). Reference is made to TU's answer to Department of Justice
Interrogatories Nos. | and 16 reiating to wholesale customers of TU.
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é(c). B. B. Hulsey, Jr. TU
W. G. Marquardt TESCO
E. D. Scarth TESCO
Wes Taylor TESCO
R. R. Parks TUSI
M. H. Tanner DPL
John Robuck TPL (Retired)
G. R, Coffman TPL (Retired)
Gerson Berman TPL
T. L. Hatcher TPL
Louis Howard TPL
Hal Hughes TPL
George Beams TPL (Retired)
Si Holt TPL (Austin, Texas)

6(d). The TU Companies have participated in the various legal proceedings
identified in Interrogatory No. é(a) above in an effort to protect their interests.
Reference is also made to the TU Companies' answers to Department of Justice
Interrngatories Nos. 3 and 4, together with the documents therein identified.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

8(d). Additional documents responsive to this Interrogatory are attached or
have been previously delivered to the Staff. See also the documents identified in
response to Interrogatory No. 27.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

I5. The last sentence in the TU Companies' original ans ver to Interrogatory
No. |5(c)-{c) is amended to read as follows: "The TU Companies have not declined
to provide third party wheeling for any utility. To the extent that CSW's Mode 4
seeks to wheel power through the TU system, it has so declined. For a detailed
explanation regarding the TU Companies' reiationship with CSW, see answers and
supplementai answers to Department of Justice Interrogatories Nos. 3(a) and 4,
togerher with the documents therein identified.

SUPPLE MENTAL ANSWER

20(a). John B. Robuck, then Assistant Chief Engineer, TPL, now retired, who
now resides at |5|® Matagorda, Dallas, Texas 75232, telephcne 214/371-2034. Mr.
Robuck had r-esponsibility for working with HLP and GSU in this study ond
preparing the TPL portion of the study.

Ted L. Hatcher, Mancger of System Engineering, TPL; business acdress: TPL,
P. O. Box 633l, Dailas, Texas 75222, telephone 214/748-54il, Ext. 200; home
waress: 23|16 Oldbridge, Dallas, Texas 75228, telephone 214/327-9127. Mr.
HMatcher had responsibility for reviewing a draft of the report.



SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

27. The supporting technical studies for TU's long-range transmission plan
are identified below. Copies of this material have bSeen previcusly delivered to the

Staff:

13.

6.

Transmission Planning Map, TUCS, dated 8/2/78

Bulk Power 1ransmission Additions, |978-988, dated 8/1/78

TUCS Capability, Demand and Reserve, 1979-1986, dated 4/.-/79
Texas Utilities 345 Kv Voitage Study, dated 5/3/78

Naorwood Auto Study, 1979 Summer Peak

1978 Loed Flow Cases, March and April 1977

1979 and 1980 Load Flow Cases, March 1977

1982 Load Flow Cases, April 1977

Study of 345 Kv Support of West Texas

Martin Lake Stability Study, dated May 1974

Monticelle Stability Study, dated February 1974

Addendum to Monticello Stability Study, dated 1976

TIS Load Flow Study Report, dated March 1978

TIS Load Flow Study Report, dated April 1979

Comanche Peak Stability Study (See Interrogatory No. 40)
Allis-Chaimers Switching Studies of 345 Kv System, 0l-
8027-61076, Cases 87-163, October 1976

Switching Studies on the 345 Kv System, Allis-Chalmers, PST
V5i1-028A, December 19, 1975

Switching Studies on the 345 Kv System, Case Data Packs, Volume
2, December 19, 1975

S;ud/y of a 345/138 Kv Station in 1982 in Northern Ft. Worth,
3/16/78

Combined Study of 1980 Service to Hilldale (345 Kv vs. 138 Kv) und
1982 345/128 Kv Autotransformer at Saginaw or Sherry

1984 Bulk Power Transmission System Study, 9/14/73

TUCS 1984 Transmission Plan, 6/27/75

TESCO - Studies of Transmission System Expansion, 1980-i989
TESCO - Studies of Transmission System Expansion, 1979-1988
TESCO - Transmission System Expansion S udy - Odessa Division,
1978-1987, June 1977

TESCO - Transmission System Exponsion Study - Big Sering
Division, [978-1987 - June 1977

TESCO - Study of Tronsmission Syste' 1 Expansion - Eastlond
Division, 1978-1987, May 1977

TESCO - Study of Ft. Worth Arec Transmission Requirements,
[978-{987 - June 1977

TESCO - Studies of Transmission System Exnansion, 1977-1986
Comparison of 345 Kv Autctransformer Ada.tion

Alternatives - Felix Padiila - 1983 - DPL

Comparison of 345 Kv Autotrc=sformer Addition

Alternatives - $/29/73

Texas Utilities - Higher Transmission Voltage -

Engineering Study - February 196l



33. Norwood Tie Study - ~'6/74

34, Norwood Study - Ef. =t of Construction Uslays - 1974 Summer
Peak

35. Rebuiiding Transmiss.on Lines from Mt. Creek to Norwood -2/4/74

36. Norwood Switching Station - 1974 Peak Lo -1 - October 1971

37. Preliminary Report on Siitability of MNorwood as an
Autotransformer Site - 1980 Conditions

38. Transmission Study - Norwooc crd Vicinity - 3/17/75

39. Norwood Auto Study - 1979 Suimme: Peck - 3/22/78

. 1990 Surnmu( Peck Loading - Autotransformers

4l. Cedar Hill Mt. Creek - !lorweod Transmission Study - 6/4/74

42, Parker - 5. Eagle - NW Carroilten - 345 Kv Circuit Study -
8/24/78

43. T/rc;\_.,smission Requirements - 500 MW Coal Plant - W. Texas
/2174

+ Reni.er Studies - 6/27/74; 6/22/73; 11/12/73; 6/25/75; 2/2/76

45. Transient Stability - Monticellec and Martin Lake - 3/7/77

46. Study of Sandow Transmissian with Budget Item 6L  dated
10/27/78

47. Study of Seagoville Autotransfor ner with Bl 29, dated 10/28/77

48. Forest Grove Transmission - Bl 43, dated 10/28/74

49, Twin Oak Transmission - dat . 7/27/7«

50. BigBrown - Jewett Circuit #2 Studies

5l.  "New Autos at Hackberry & Norwood" and related studies

52. TPL Proposed 6-Year Construction - 10/19/78

53. Venus 345/138 Kv Autotransformer, with Bl 620, dated 10/27/78

54. S(?/c;;\;:urger 345/138 Kv Autotransforrmer, with Bl 560, dated
| 78

S5. IAS;Z 7E/;gerprise - S.E. Nacogdoches 345 Kv Line - Bl 630, dated

S6. 1980 Lufkin - Nacogdoches area - 5/10/79

57. 1980 Sherman - Denison Arec - 5/15/79

58. TIS Transient Stability Study - 4/17/79

Other technical studies and related documents have been run in the past but
have been discarded because of their bulk or as new plans are developed.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

3i(b). Additicnal documents responsive to this 'nterrogatory have been
previously delivered to the Staff.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

36(a)~(g). Documents responsive to this Interrogactery have been previously
delivered to the Staff.

36(h)-{]). ror cost of transmission plant by functional accounts at vear end,
refer to FPC Form |, pages 401-403 and EEl Uniform S‘atistical Report, Schedules
VIil and X, previously provided.



36(k).Prior to the construction of any transmission line or the interconnection
of such line with another, a detailed analysis is made to determine whether the
installation of such transmission line or interconnection will or may have an
adverse impact on any other electric utility, including those directly
interconnected by the interconnecting line. and extreme care is used by engineering
personnel prior to the installation of any ‘ransmission line or interconnection line
to avoid uny adverse impuct. Such documents constitute a part of the technical
studies identified in Interrogatory No. 27.

36(1). TU is not aware of any such instunces. See answer to Interrogatory Ne.
IS.

36(m)={n). The cost of TIS and ERCOT studies are shared as agreed. The cost
of studies made by individual systems was borne by theose systerns as agreed.
Cxcept to the extent provided in answer to Interrogatory No. 27, no such documents
exist. Studies done in connection with prior long-range plans are discarded as new
plans are dev=loped.

36(0). There are no known in=*unces of existing interconne * ons being opened
because of an overload conditicr.

36(p). C*her than the action tcken by the TU Companies in response to the
"midnight win.g" on May 4, 1976, the TU Companies know of no such instances.
'nterconnections .:"ve been opened from time to time automatically as a result ot
line interruptions from such causes as lightning, windstorm, tornados and other
similar reasons, and the interconnection has remained open until the affected lines
were repaired. Interconnections have been mcnually opened from time to time for
planned outages to perform construction or maintenance. Daily dispatchers' logs
record in detail cperation of the system, and dispatchers' logs cre available for
inspection and copying at the Staff's convenience.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

37(a). Transmission maps of all ‘ransmission lines of 110 Kv or greacter which
TU pions to have by |985 have been provided. To the extent that an X-Y coordinate
system may be availcble, reference is made to the grid system in the margin of
Map TE-9500. No other maps responsive to this Interrogatory are available.

37(b)={c), (e)={g). In an effert to coopercte with the Staff, the T'J Companies
have designated the X-Y coordinates on FPC Form |2, Schedule 18B for each line of
110 Kv or above which the TU Companies pian to hove by 1985, which has been
previously delivered to the Staff,

37(d). Dates that transmission lines were first committed are not recorded and
thus are not available. Information with respect to the dates that each such line
was eneigized is reflected on FPC Form 12F attached.

37(h).See the answer to interrogatory No. 36(0) above.

37(i). Deily dispatchers' logs record in detail operation of the system.



Dispatchers' logs are available for inspection and copying at the Staff's
convenience. See the answer to Interrogatory No. 36(p) above.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

38. See the documents provided in response hereto.
SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

40. See the documents iden*ified in answer to Interrogatory No. 27. Other
load flow and stability studies have been run in the past but because of their buik
were discarded. To the extent that the cuse number, date, title, description and
summary are known, such information is shown on the face of the documenis
supplied. The stability studies available and supplied do not include any unstable
cases.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWE R

4l(a). In addition to those persons previously named:
DPL

Roy R. Parks, Planning Engineer, now with TUSI

Lleyd O. Heizer, Planning Engineer

J. P. Barron, Manager of Engineering, now retired

Rf. #Uggrg, Vice President - Engineering, now Executive Vice President
o

TESCO

M. J. Pickett, Manager of Planning, now retired

C. W. McElree, Planning Engineer, now with TUFCO
H. L. Manning, Planning Engineer

L. F. Fikar, Manager <f Enginaering, now with TUS!
E. D. Scarth (then) Vice President- Engineering

W. M. Taylor (now) Vice President- Engineering

-

TPL

Joe Jurling, Planning Engine<,
John 2. Robuck (then) \ice President - Engineering, now retired
G. R. Coffman (later) Vice President - Engineering, now retired

TMPA

Kam W.ng, in charge of Transmission Planning at the time; present
affiliation unknown,

4i(b). "Third party studies” ar: studies performed on ~omputer facilities of an
outside computing firm. These were paid for on the basis of ownership in the plant,
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which at the time was one-third by each TU operating company. TMFA became an
owner of a portion of the plant after the studies were completed after the
transmission configuration had been established. Consequently, TMPA did not
participate in the transmission configuration. In addition, each of the three TU
operating companies ran some studies on its own in-house computer facilities. The
cost for these studies was paid for by the company running such studies.

4l(e). Locd flow studies have been performed from time to time on "in-house”
computer facil'ties and on computers at Utility Consulting Services (formerly
University Comp.ting Company). No known record exists specifying what type of
computer was used to run which specific programs on any particular date.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

42. The latest load flow study (for the year 1983) was submitted in
occordance with the Staff's request. This study is the first year when the
"Comanche Peak Units" will first be in comrmercial operation. Input data is
submitted herewith, with X-Y coordinates to indicate location on Map TE-9500
submitted with Interrogatory Ne. 37. In addition, the Fi-. * mop was provided in
response to Interrogatory No. 37. A legibie copy of th: latesr preliminary load flow
study has been previously delivered to the Staff.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

43(a)-(b). The planning of an interconne ‘ted transmission grid is an important
factor in achieving system reliability. The ac.ition of generating units by member
systems of the interconnected grid ic .o "ully coordinated through various
technicol commiitees of TIS/ERCOT. The TU system constant!y tests the
adequacy of its transmission capability in light of generation additions, not only by
its system but by other members of the inte -onnected grid. Comanche Peak is
simply one of many generation additions - iich has heen taken into consideration in
transmission design. The TU Companies and, they believe, every other mer.ber
system of TIS/ERCOT never plan a transmission system which would be knowingly
and adversely affected by the addition of genera*ing units, including the addition of
Comanche Peak, either on the underlying voltage or in any other respect. Since
transmission planning is done on a long-term basis, normally 10 years, based upon
anticipated load growth in the service territories of the respective members of the
interconnected grid, cdequate transmission interconnections cre "built in" to the
planning process. Transmission systems as planned for the svstems in light of
expected additions to generation are contirually tested for reliability. Therefore,
there is not and shouid not be any documents requested by this Interrogatory other
than the studies und analyses supplied in answer to Interrogatory Ne. 27.

Auxiliary power for Comanche Peck is to be supplied by the TU Companies’
de Cordova Substation and two 138 Kv lines were constructed tc insure its
availability: one between the de Cordova Cenerating Station to the de Cordova
Substation with switching equipment at & *h lecations and one from th: de Cordova
Substetion to Comanche Peak.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

44, Allocation of the costs inquired about in this Interrogatory will be made



in proportion to ownership in the plant: DPL, 23.3%, TPL, 33.3%, TESCO, 33.3%,
TMPA, 6.2% and BERC, 23.8% (if BEPC becomes an owrer as is presently
anticipated.) Other than transmission facilities directly attributable to Comanche
Peak, that is, facilities for the transmission of power generated by Comanche Peak
to be interconnected with facilities existing ai the time Comanche Peck
commences operation, no such estimates have been prepared. See the answer to
Interrogato’ .es 13(a)-(b) above. Dwners of Comanche Peak as indicated will share
the cost of transmission necessary 'o nterconnect Comanche Peck with the TU
system in proportion to their ownership. The reason for the TU Companies' answers
is that the transmission system of TIS/ERCOT has been planned in anticipation of
the expected loads and the generation therefor projected by their respective
members., ERCOT/T!S was not planned and has not been planned for the purpose
proposed by CSW; that is, to be used for massive wheeling of power from the
northern portion of the CSW system to the southern portion. Documents responsive
to this Interrogatory have been previously delivered to the Staif.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

47. See the answer to Interrogatories 43(a)-(b) above. Trarsmission
additions never have an adverse effect on any electr'c utility company unless the
installation of such transmission introduces either a new load on the interconnected
grid or additional generation must flow over or through the transmission facilities,
whether added or existing. As stated in Interrogatories 43(a)-(b) above, TU has
planned and built its transmission facilities within the planning concept of
ERCOT/TIS. While TU has made and participated in numerous studies to evaluate
numerous transmission configurations, no transmission configuration has been as
economical or reliable as the present intrastate mode cf operatior. Therefore,
none of the transmission additions with which TU is knowledgeable has imposed an
adverse impact as would occur from.:

() Massive wheeling through other systems;
(b) Operating synchronously with much lerger systems;

(¢) Rendering ineffective service reliability equipment such as
underfrequency load shedding relays; or

(d) DOrastically changing system operating procedures, normal and
emergency power flows, cccounting for energy excnanges,
frequency control and time correction procedures.

Consequently, TU is not knowledgeable with instances in which any electric utility
has paid compensation to another electric utility due to the impact of trensmission
additions. However, TU believes no utility shouid have its system impacted or
utilized by another utility without compensation. This philosophy is provided for in
the recent energy bill.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

48. In addition to the TIS operating guide previously produced, the DPL

e



tabulation of Transmission Line Capacity, dated 7/26/78, which contains various
line ratings and which is used by the system operators, is provided. There are no
other operating guides.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER

49(a). Yes.

43(b). Various other factors employed by TU's transmission designers which
are in addition to TIS design criteria include, but are not limited to, the following:

l -
2.
3.
a.

5
6.
1.
8.

9.
|0’
I
12

maximum wind loading for design of transmission structures
maximum ice loading for transmission design

shield angle of transmission st uctures

maximum pulling tension as a percent of conductor tensile
strength

initial and final sags over ope . country, buildings, roadways

depth, strength, size of transmission structure foundations

type of foundations

type of transmission structures and whether for vertical,
horizontal, or delta circuit configuration

spacing between structures

maximum ground impedance at transmission structures

insulation level for transmission circuits

spacing betwe n subconductor spacers for 345 Kv circuits

These considerations vory from system ro system, from company to company,
from line to line and from structure *o structure.

SUPPLEMENTAI. ANSWER

50(c). TU believes the initial . w~er is complete.

-10-

R
-

Us-

o

.
-

r\



Respectfully submitted,

Jos. Irion Worsham, Esq.

M. D. Sampels, Esa.

Spencer C. Relyeq, Esa.

WORSHAM, FORSYTHE & SA..\PELS
2001 Bryan Tower, Suite 2500

Dc'las, Texas 75201

Josegh B. Knotts, Jr., Esa.
Nicholcs S. Reynoids, Esq.
DEBEVOISE & LIBERMAN
1200 Seventeenth Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20036
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ATTORNEYS FOR TEXAS UTILITIES COMPANY,

TEXAS UTILITIES GENcRATING COMPANY,
DALLAS POWER & LIGHT COMPANY,
TEXAS ELECTRIC SERVICE COMPANY AND
TEXAS POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
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THE STATE OF TZXAS )

.

COUNTY OF TARRANT )

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, a Notary Public
in and for Tarrant County, Texas, on this day personally
appeared E. D. SCARTH, well known to me to be a credible
person, sho after being by me first duly sworn, <id depose
and say that he is duly authorized to respond to the NRC
Staff's Initial Interrogatories Propounded to Te.as Utilities
Generating Company on behalf of the TU Companies, has read
the above and foregoing Supplemental Answers of the TU Companies
to said Interrogatories from the NRC Staff, and the same are true
and correct, to the best of his knowledge and belief.

»
1A ./4’,‘ .

E. D. SCARTH

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this 25th day of May,
1979, to certify which witness by hand and seal of cffice.

PAULA HEWATT, Notary Public
in and for Tarrant County, Texas

My Commission Expires:

December 27, 1980




UUNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE ATOMI~ SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of

HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER :
COMPANY, PUBLIC SERVICE :
BOARD OF SAN ANTONIO, CITY OF
AUSTIN, CENTRAL POWER AND

LIGHT COMPANY

(South Texas Project, Unit Nos.

| and 2)

TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING
COMPANY, et al.

(Comanche Peak Steam Electric
Station, Units | "nd 2)

NRC Dociiet Nos. 50-498A
S0-49%A

NRC Docket Nos. 50-445A
50-446A

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that service of the foregoing SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER OF
TEXAS UTILITIES COMPANY AND iTS SUBSIDIARIES TO THE NRC STAFF'S

INITIAL JNTERR
this day of
States mail, first class, age prepaid:
Marshall E. Miller, Esq. (2 copies)

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D. C. 20555

Mickael L. Glaser, Esq. (2 copies)
1150 17¢h Street, N. W,
Washington, D. C. 2003é

Sheldeon J. Wolfe, Esq. (2 copias)
U. S. Nuclear Reguictory Commission
Washington, O. C. 20553

Semuel J. Chilk, Secretary
Office of the Secretary of the Commission

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Atomic Safety & Licensing Appeal
Board Pane!

U. S. Muclear Regulatory Cornmission

Washington, D. C. 20555

TORIES has been made on the following parties listed hereto
, 1979, by depositing copies thereof in the United

Richard S. Salzman, Esa.
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20535

Jerome E. Sherfmian, Esq.
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Chase R. Stepherns, Secretary (20 copies)
Docketing and Service Branch

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, 2. C. 20555

Jerome Scltzman

Chief, Antitrust and Indemnity Group
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washingron, D. C. 20555

Rcff Hardy

Chairmen and Chief Executive Officer
Central Power & Light Company

P. O. Box 212!

Corpus Christi, Texas 78403

-
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Michcel |. Miliar, Esq.
Richard E. Powell, Esa.
David M. Stahl, Esq.
Thomas G. Ryan, Esq.
isham, Lincoln & Beale
One First Nationa! Plaza
Chicago, Illinois 60603

Roy P. Lessey, Ssq.
Michcel Blume, Esq.

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washingten, D. C. 20555
R. L. Hancock, Director

City of Austin Electric Utility Department

P. O. Box 1088
Austin, Texas 78767

Robert C. McDiarmid, Esq.
Spiegel and McDiarmid
2600 Virginia Avence, N. W.
Washington, D, C., 20036

Dan H. Cav.dsen
City Manager

City of Austin

P. O. Box 1088
Austin, Texas 78767

Joseph Gallo, Esq.
Richard D. Cudahy, Zsq.
Robert H. Loeffler, Esq.
Isham, _incoin & Beale

Suite 701, 1050 17th Street, N. W,

Washington, D, C. 20036

Dougles F. John, Esa.

Akin, Gump, Heouer & Feld
1100 Mcdison Office Building
(155 15th Street, N. W,
Washington, D. C. 20024

Morgaen Hunter, Esq.

McGinnis, Lochridge & Kiigore

Sth Floor
Texas State Bank Building
300 Congress Avenue

Donald M. Clements, Esaq.

Gulf Stat~s Utilities Company

P, 0. Box 95|
Becumont, Texas 77704

G. ¥, Spruce,

General Menajer

City Public Service Board
P. Q. Box 1771

San Antonio, Texas 78203

Jerry L. Harris, Esq.
City Attorney,

Richard C. Balough, Esa.
Assistant City Attorney
City of Austin

P. O. Box 1088

Austin, Texas 79767

G. W. Opreq, Jr.

Sxecutive Vice President

Houstor Lighting & Power Company
P. Q. Box 1700

Hous*on,Texas 77001

Jon C. Wood, Esq.

W. Roger Wilson, Esq.

Matthews, Nowlin, Macfarlane & Barrett
500 Alamo Nniional Building

San Antcnio, Texas 78205

Judith Herris, Esq.

Energy Section

Antitrust Division

U. S. Department of Justice
Washington, D. C. 20530

R. Curdon Gooch, Esa.

John P, Mgthis, Esa.

Baker & Botts

70! Pennsyivenic Avenue, N, W,
Washington, D. C. 20006

Reperr Lowenstein, Esq.

J. A. Bouknight, Esq.

William Fraonklin, Esq.

Lowenstein, Newman, Reis & Axelrad
0.5 Connecticut Avenue, N, W,

Robert M. Rader, Esq.

Conner, Mcore & Corber

1747 Pennsylveniac Avenve, N. W,
Washington, D. C. 20006



Austin, Texas 7870l

Jay M. Galt, Esq.
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APPENDIX A
INTERRGGATORIES 3(e), 4(f) ond 3(d)

Federal Court Case

Plaintiff's Exhibits

69; 127; 136-138; 160-169; 182; 187; 742
TESCO Exhibits
58; 148; 155; 20S; 216; 239; 251; 262
Document Production Nos.

1229-1237; 4992-4999; 5052-5078; 5402-5411; 6CIC-6107; 6147-6157:
6236-6244; 7045-7049; 7096-7117; 9384-9393; 9395; 9397-9401;
9403-9407; 9419-9433; 9435-344l1; 9456; 9472; 9517; 2531-9540; 10272-
10277; 10637-10640; 10656-10658; 10662-10664; 10668-10747; 10749-10756;
11732; 11797 -11807; 12080-12095; 12097-12107; 12162-12163; 12168-12170

INTERROGATORY é(e)

Document Production Nos.

540-551; 571-1127; 1382-1390; 1410-1698; 2061-2420; 5450-5459;
8097-8284; 8301-8375; 8914-9051; 11024-11157

INTERROGATORY 7(c)

Federai Court Case

Plaintiffs' Exhibits

120
TESCO Exhibits

6; 9; 69; 89-90; 297; 298; 325
Document P-odction Nes.

5878-5880; 7217-7219; 8806-8833; 8752-8754
INTERROGATORY 20(b)

Federal Court Case

Plaintiffs' Exhibits

19, 264-25; 31-33; 35-36; 41-42; 45-46; 48; 57; 61-62; 765 129; 170-1/., 785
176; 178-183; 186-187; 752



TESCO Exhibits
78; 94; 304

Ducument Production Nos.

34-35; 44-48; 70-79; 86-95; 1262; 1269-1284; 1358-1375; 4782-4797; 4797-
4801; 8723-8738; 8742-8748; B8759-8786; 8797-8799; 8801-8802; Bu0é;
10884; 10931-10932; 11202-11207; 11240-11247; 11250-11251; 11320~11323;
11341-11342; 12030-12040

INTERROGATORY 3ib)

Federal Court Zase

Plaintiffs' Exhibits

144; 166
INTERROGATORIES 32(b) and 33(c)

“ederal Court Case

Plgintiffs' Exhibits

2-7; 9-10; 12-14; 17-18; 215 26-27; 38-40; 43-44; 47; 49-55; 58-60; 62-63;
€6-73; 75; 77-82; 84-85; 92-97; 100; 102-105; 108; 124-125; 134; 139-140;
184; 155; 157-159; 161-166; 6715 673; 696; 719

TESCO Exhibits

2; 4A-L; 53 95; 1313 135; 191-194; 229; 237; 24l; 246; 253-254; “&r,
272-275; 278; 280; 285; 295-296; 304; 33|

HLP Exhibits
68; 156

DocLrnent Production Nos,

I91; 369-375: 378; 439; 554-570; 1278; 1304; (350-1356; 1358-i3753;
ISO7=15il; 4356-4357; 4372-4378: 44ll; 4440; 4455-8457; 4459-446);
459%5; 4597-4598; 4644; L4647-4649; 4652-4676; 4693-4723; 4BII-4BZS;
4828; 4B840-4842; 4867-4870; 4899; 4921; 5079-5110; 5252-6258; 6292~
6301; 56307-6318; 6320-6327; 8739-874l; 8787-8795; 9918-1123;: 9928-3931;
11225-11227; 11278; 11281-11290; 11356-11358; 11455-11457; 11462-11465; 11659~
l66l; 11668-11669; 11695-11707; 11808-11872; 1i873-1188%; [2041-12043;
12050~12056; 12354-12355; 12392-124256; 12434-12444; 12447-12477; 12483~
12490



APPENDIX B
Citations to Transcript in Federal Court Case
INTERROCATORIES 3(e), 4(f) and 3(d)
pp. 11505 11605 131713215 2771; 3456-3457
INTERROGATORY 7(c)

pp. 1124-1125; 1176; i192-1195; 1206-1209; 1277-1280; 1286-1287; 1296; 1339-1442;
1355-1363; 1375-1376; 1410-1420; 1424-1425; 1427-1429; 3337-3338; 3458

INTERROGATORY 20(b)

pp. 1275; 1315-1316; 3251-3259; 3420-3437
INTERROGATORY 3i(b)

pp. 1343-1345; 2755-2754; 2954-2956
INTERROGATORIES 32(b) and 23(c)

pp. 1415 1145; 1152-1156; 1'39; 1223; 1206-1231; 1267-1272; 1307-1309; 1328-1338;
1349-1350; 1365-1371; ! _5-1407; 1442; 2754-2755; 3262-3280
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