. L UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION.

. ‘ BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD.
IN the matter of ) BSLATED CQIRISPGRTIICA
METROPCLITAN EDISON COMPANY ) Docket No. 50-289.
(Thrse Mile Island , No.1) ) e
Intervenor Lewis's FOHRTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND FURTHER
DISCOVERY REQUESTS TO EHE NRC STAFF.

Discovery Reguests:
1. Please send a copy of WRC Branslation 628(See letter from
Varga to all Boards dated 1-24-80 ) in the original Japanese.)

2. Ms Barley is temporarily wilhout a car., She requires a copy
of the Rogtvin Report. This report was supppied previously
to intervenors. Intervenor Lewis cannot share his copy due
to distance o and due to the fact both people work full time
jobs.

Send Ms Barley a copy of the Rogovin Report at
Susan Earley
129 Cocoa
nersh>y PA 17033,

2, Intervenor Lpewis wished to provide the Staff with

N8 Barley's mailing address so that the Sta&f may fulfil
The Board's Order of 2-13-80 &m=g» at the Pre Hearing Conf -
erence to add Ms Barley's name to the Staff's mailing
list in this Docket:

Susaa Barley

129 Cocoa

Hershey PA 17033.
Ms Barley requested that her name be added to the
°taff's , Licensee, and Board mailings only. Ms
Barley does not require that she get all the Intervenor
mailings ubhless they speciffcally impinge upon the
Lewis Contention.

4/ Send the Following documents:
Regulatory Guide 1.52
ANSI 510-1975
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" Intervenor Lewis's FOHRTH SEY OF INTERROGATORIES TO NRC STAFF

NRC 29. The Status Report dated 1-11-80 is much greater
than the 8 1/2 x 11" size ordered by the Board in its
First Prehearing Conference. Intervenor Lewis does not
remember Staff objected to that size at the time Chaipman
Smith specified it, '
Obviously , the “taff received permission to use other than

8 1/2 x 11" from the Board. The Staff would not break or
ignore a Board Order unilaterally,
Nonetheless, Intervenor Lewis has seen no guidance concerning
new sizes of paper for submit$als which are now allowed,
“ince Intervenor Lewis has very limited ¥liling space, he
requires to know what sizes of paper to expect from Stai?f

in their filings,

W¥hat sizes of paper will staff use in their future filings
specifically with reference to Status Reports?

NRC 30, Has some means been promoted for the NRC to obtain
anonymous tips from informants as to p2actices on the
construction and maintenance of the TNI#1 facility?

This concern is ¢4 especially pertinent to the Lewis
Contention as the fllters and vent header are deep within

the facility and any adverse handling or practices would not
easily be reported without the threat of anonymous tips.
Flease note that the problems 2; WeXinghouse Turbine Cracking
(Varga:Knight:BO.iixx 1,16.) and concrete problems at

%Wolf Creek and Summer were also brought to light thru anonymous
tips.
HRC 31. The letters NRC /THMI 80-028 and Eisenhut:Al1 Power
Reactor Licensees -80.01,29) rase several issues which are
explored in the following interrogatories.,
A. VWhat provisions , if any , are presently in place to
guaranéee that the requirements specified in Eisenhut:All Power
Reactor Licensees-80,01.29 can be met?
Answer with specificity for delay and decay tank bottoms,
spent charcoal and HEPA filter media pertinent to the

Lewis Contention,
B. What guarantees are in place to assure that spent filter

media can be moved off site to appropriate low level waste
sites? Are LLV sites available now and in the future?

C. Referring to Kemeny Report yPage 30, Item 11.
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"Iodine filters in the auxiliary and fuel handling buildings

did not perform as desizned because the charcoal filtering
capacity was apparently partially expende? due %o imoroper

use befogethe accident ., Required testing fax of filte-
effectiveness for tha fuel handlénz building had been waived

by the YRC , There were no testing renuire-ents %o verify
auxiliary building filter effectiveness,"

C=1 ¥hat was "the improner use" referred to in the quotae

above from the ¥emeney vommission? Cive tyre of nuse; dates;

who authorized; where written authorizationa , such as locs,

work or job tickess, proper paperwork storei?=zxzd® send coples

if not ir an eaeily , accessible sutlic readins room(of all
supporting docuuzents referred to in Trisxy *he Anewer to (
this and 211 interrosatoriee,?

C=2 "hen, why , and how wag "required testin,; Zor filter :
effantiveness for the fuel handlinz duilding ...raivead ¢
by the NEO"? speeify namers , dates, send conie= of letters
and any other pertinent deocunentetion with yowr answver,

C=3 Considerin=g that there were " no teating rzquirenents

to verafy auxiliary duilding filter a2factiveneaa", s

the licensee opeﬂ:iting in violetion of 1C0°R 50 adpendix A
GDC 41 "oystems to conirol fissgisn produects... =hall be
provided as necessary to reluce,,..the concentration 2nd

quality of fissicn producte relesned %o the environuentt, "

GDC 60 All. ¢

30C 61 The fuel storare and nandléng, radioactive waste, and
other cystens which may contain radiozctivity shall be Zesigned

to assure adequate safety unier nowial and postulated ececident
conditions, These rysternsskill te cesigmed ¢1) with a cepacity
to pernit arpropriate periodic inspection ani testing...
(2)with apppopriate containment v confinenent an¢ filtering systens,"
C-4 7as the XNiC knowinsly allowing the Iicencee to operate in
violation to any 50C7

C-5 Did the /NAC allow the Licensee to operate witrout caecking
the effectiveness of the filter nedin because there was a
prodlem of vheee to set rid of the Lox Levey vaste generated

in the filtering cystens? '&s thic & for: of relg}f granted

to the Licensee by the I3C to circumveant a 1LLi. disposal problep?
Has any form of 1L. been refused at any eite from ™I? 1If so,
have the intervenors received any notification of saii refusal

x2x and why?



4.
NRC 32, Refer to NRC/TMI 80-020 ; NRC /TMI 80-022 ; and NRC

News Release IL-80-26 (Region 1.)
A. Is the problem described in NRC/TMI 80-020 similar for
unites land 2? Have all fan and filter Jjousings been checked
at both units for compatibility? When , by wham, documentations?
B. How will a drop of AB negative pressure requirements Affect
the oqration of filters and filter housings if at all?
(kmgx Leak rates, condésation transfer to electrical pumps,
from the surface ofthe filter housing, and any other pertinent
changes in operating pargaeters.) NRC /TMI 80-022.
C. NRC News Release I-80-26 3rd Paragraph, "The releases
apparently were caused by radicactive waterin a water
purification system ( ion exchanger) seeping past a valve
and into piping normally used to carry radiocactive gases to
a building abemxx8xPxxaf exhaust and to the plant stadk."
Have the filter systems and vent systems been corrected
so that this event cannot be repeated at TMI#1?
If so, how s80? Provide working drawings and engineering analysis,
If not, wken will it be corrected? How will it be corrected?
Provide schedule and program for correcting this deficiency.
NRC 33. Supplemental Views by Members of President's Commission
on the Accident at Three Mile Island on Page 12 , Commissioner
Pigford states , "Although other components, systems, or features
are classed as "non safety related" , they must smeet require =-
ments appropriate to their operational function."”
A. What requirements applied to the filters and vent header
during the day of the accident at TMI#2? \Vere they met?
Will the same requirements hold for TMI#1 if and when it
goes back on line?
NRC 34.Letter Plesset : Aherne £80,02.11 saates,® The ACRS
believes that its input into this process has been largely
ignored by the Commission and is concerned the the 'rush
to judgment'on those important matters may result in, at
worst , error and at best inefficient use of resources
important to safety."
Has any input from the ACRS been factored into the ™I
restart effeot? Specifically, offi the question of vent headers
and filters, If so , provide documentation.



5.

"NRC 35. The answer to NRC 2 is not responsive; howver, rather
than going thru the objection route y Intervenor Lewis resubmits
an expanded NRC 2 as NRC 35,

How are the answers in NRC #1 specifically going to help the
filters and vent header work comrectly and and adequately

in a repeat of March 28 accident at TMI#1? .

By specifically, cite problem ( leak at pump seal), how
discovered(metallurgical examination by #etlab, Mr So and Sa)
how corrected (work order » NRC approval, LER #, IXE action#)
and any other facts which would provide assurance that the
action was Properly grounded on fact and in fact accomplished .
Do this both for vet$ header and aill filters which did not ‘
operate within expected limits, See NRC 31 ¢ for guidance

on which filters to include, stde and document how this is
being done on a continuing basis.

NRC 36. NRC 10 was objected to as "burden-some and improper, "
It was not meant to be. It is rewritted and resubmitted as

NRC 36. The Licensee has supplied everyone on the Distribution
List with his answers to Lewis Interrogatories ., The Staff will
read (or appropraate Staffer) the Licensee's answers to

Lewis Interrogatories, and answer thep following :

A. Are the Licensee's answer's to Lewis Interrogatories
accurate? No opinion on responsiveness is asked.

Bs If any of the above answers are not accurate, would

the Licensee Jeopardige the health and safefy of the public by
implementing said inaccuracies?

NRC ®s=2x 37, The Staff's answer to NRC 8 is not responsive in
that it does zéz-give times nor state that they are unavailable,
Intervenor Lewis is not objecting to this answer since he

has obtained sufficient times and dates on his and his associate's
researches. One question remains:

Does the Staff agree with the dateﬁﬁnd times of releases referred
to in the Rogovin and Kemeny Reports? 1In order to reduce the
burden , the Staff need only answer for the major document and
not the Staff reports, However, Intervenor Lewis reservas the
right to refer to above mentioned Staff reports in dir. . and
indirect testimony,
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Intervenor Lewis's FOURTH SBE OF INTERROGATORIES TO LICENSEE .

SP & 28, The answer to SP 2 is not responsive. No attempt
is made to answer the sentence,"Include where in the Restart
Report this particular pathway is eliminated or repaired."
Ratherthan go thru the objection ruute , the expanded SP2 is
refiled as SP 28,

A, State which materials , filters, and items did not work
as well as expected in the vent header and filters.

B. State the page number and the paragraph number in the

A Restart Report where this problem is investigated.

C. Stade the page number in the Restart Report whereg
remedial action is described to eliminate each particular
problem observed at T«I#2 from TMI#1 in the vent header
and the filters.

The answer to SP 28 requires that page numbers be £ cited

1o be responsive. "1

SP 29, The Attachments fer SP 5 and SP 1§ are grossly inadequate.

Intervenor *ewis sincerely hopes that these are not the

gsize for lettering used on drawings distributed on site.

The letters ate so small as to be completely illegible.

Resubmit working drawings as specified in SP 5 and SP 2 2% 12

which meet the following guidelines:

Lettering shall be of such a size that the smallest letter

i; easily read by a person with unaided 20-20 vision.

Do not send a schematin as yzmmxx yazux your entire

attachment, Submit a working drawing which gives

details such as ductwork , assemblies, materials and

instructions to workers.

SP 30, Where did the data in SP 11 attachment A originate?

SP 31. Intervenor Lewis cannot find index to drawings in
Reptart Report. It may have been mislaid. Instruct
Gilbert Associates to send another index of drawings in
restart report to 6504 Bradford Ter, Phéla. Pal9l4g .,
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