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ALMODT RESPONSE TO T(CENSEE'S OBJECTIONS TO THE SECOND LET OF INTERROGATORI!
' Contrary to Licensee's objections, the subject interrogatories do

relate to Aamodt Contention §. As Licensee correctly notes, Contention
B‘is limited to short term Recommendation 5 which states, "the Licensee
chall demonstrate that the waste management capability including* storage
and proceésing for solid, liquid and gaseous wastes is adequate to assure
safe operation...” Eefore there can be assurance that capability is
adequate, quantities to be handled must be reliably defined. Intervenor
challenges licensee's assessment of quantities of radiocactive materials,
released both routinely ana acridentally under "normal” opefating condi-
tions and, therefore, challenges canability under vrojected waste manage-
ment mechanisms. '

Regarding Licensee's interrogatories 8-3 and €-4 as discussed in
subject objections, Intervenor holds as above that one must know how
much is required to be stored and/or processed before one can be assured
that the capability exists to assure safe operation. Simply stated, one
must know how much garbage will be generated before one buys garbage cans.

For the above reasons Intervenor holds that

1. licensee should respond to subject interrogatories,

2. -Intervenor cannot respond to Licensee interrogatories 8-3

and 8-4 lacking requested information.

*clear] inferring "not limited to"
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