2800 &I, £ 50-34,330

ATmst! bt U e 5000 10
t. In the mattere of )
i ) Docket Hoo. H0=324
| CONSUMEKS POWER COMPAINY )
! ) 60330
'Midland Plant, Units 1 and 2 )

DOW OKRJECTIONSE TO A LHAW
INTEROGA VORI S5

|

i

' » 1 .

I Intervenor The Dow Chemical Company ("Dow"), Ly
i

|

‘its trial attorneys, Kayc, Scholer, Ficrman, Hays & Handler,

' herewlti: submits its objections to the Interrojutorics ugic:
g;have been served by mail on March 22, 1971 by Interveno
éSa:inaw Valley Huclear Study Group, et al. ("Sapginaw").
i Dow's objections are keyed to the Interrogator;
[ Humbers used in the group of Interrogatories scrved on Dovu
i ("Saginaw/Dow") and to the eleven categories of objectiony,

mnmi-n

|
lidcntiflcd by the letteis "A" through "K", which Is i.ing

{served with these objections.
| As stated in Dow's Supporting Memorandur, 1ll

" objections arc in addition to Dow's objecticon iint the #0001

cuuse” requircd Ly the Regulatlon: of ths Rtomic Bt U=
“mission has not. Leern shouwn by the Sa;lnaw Intervenor. .
Sar-inaw/Dowv

Interrccatory
Humoer Objceticiu

l=232 I (In additlon toe the otk

epoelfic objections o oy
such Interro;atory whic.

bhave been espented in
8006200 %/ Interrosatorics 233 throu

311)



Sarinaw/Dow

Interrogatory

Number Objectionn

234 A, D, G, K

235 A, G, J, K

236 A, D, G, K

237 A, E, G, K

238 A, F, G

239 A, G, K |

240 Answered |
, 2m C, K

242 B, G

243 i Dy ¥

244 Partially Answered.

Objection: K

245 A, D, K

246 A, D, K

247 B, D

248 ¥, G, H, K

249 B, D, G

250 Answered

251 A, D

252 A, D, G, K

253 Answered,

254 A, D, G, K

255 A, D, G, K

256 C

257 Answered

258 C, D

259 G, H

260 A, D, G, H
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Saginaw/Dow
Interrogatory
Humber

291

292
293
294

295

ated: New fork, New York

March 20, 1971

Objcctions

A, D, 1

Answered
Answered

Partially Answered. Objcction: K

Answercd

296 Ay By 3
297 A By 3

( 298 [ Ol : S
299 A, D, F, I
300 A, D, I
301 Ay D, ®, X
302 A, D, I
303 A, b, I
304 A, B, 3
305 G, H, I
306 0, B 1
307 Answered
308 Answered
309 D, H, K
310 C, I
311 Partially Answered. Objection:

A, D, E, F, G, I, K

Respectfully submitted,

KAYE, SCHOLER, FIERMAN, HAYS
& HANDLER

Trial attorneys for The Dow
Chemical Company
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263

264

265
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267
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276
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279
280
281
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287
288
289y
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A
A
A
A
A
C
A
B
A
A

s B, 1
Ay 3
Answered
Answered
Answercd
Answered
Answered
Answercd
Answered
Answered
Answered
A, B, 1
Answercd
A, B, G
A, D, G,
Answered
Answercd

A, D, %

» D, I, K

I
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

OOCKTT NUMIIR _
pROD. & w146 T MV

I, Milton R. Vessel, Esq., a member of the firm

of Kaye, Scholer, Fierman, Hays & Handler, trial counsel

to The Dow Chemical Company in the above matter, hereby

certify in accordance with the provisions.of 10 C. PR,

§ 2.712(e)(2) that on March 30, 1971, I served a cony

of the attached Dow Responses to Saginaw Interrogatcries,

and Dow Objections to Saginaw Interrogatories and Supporting

Memorandum, by postage prepaid mail, upon the attorneys

for each of the parties, whose names and addresses are

listed below:

Richard G. Smith, Esq.
Smith & Brooker

703 Washington Avenue
Bay City, Michigan

Thomas F. Engelhardt, Esq.

Regulatory Staff

United States Atomic Energy
Commission

Washington, D.C. 20545

Myron M. Cherry, Esq.
McDermott, Will & Emery
111 West Monroe Street
Chicago, Illinois 60603

James A. Kendall, Esq.
Cirrie & Kendall
135 North Saginaw Road
Midland, Mighigan

Anthony Z. Roisman, Esq.
Berlin, Roisman & Kessler
1910 N Stre.t, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036



sitae v

William J. Ginster, Esq.
Suite 4, Merrill Bullding
Saglnaw, Michigan

z;%a<>ti<2;/—ei¢(<:4'é$‘

Milton K. Wesse




