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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD
—_———— T AT ATL LALENCING BUARD

Io the Matter of

Docket Nos. S50-kiS
APPLICATION OF TEXAS UTTLITIES and 50-4kb
GENERATING COMPANY , ET AL. FOR AN o
OPERATING LICENSE POR COMANCHE
PRAK STEAM ELPCTRIC STATION

UNITS #1 AND #2 (CPSES)

CASE'S ANSWERS TO APPLICANT'S SECOND SET
OF INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS TO PRODUCE

COMES NOW CASE (Citizens Asscciation for Scund Enerzy), nereinafter referred
to as CASE, Intervencr nerein, and ©iles this, its Ansvers tc Applicants' Seccnd
Set cf Interrogatories and Requeets to Produce,” dated January 12, 1921, and

received by CASE cn January 17, 1381.

ANSWERS

-~ LCONTENTION o2: Applicants nuve falled ‘o cemply with 10 CFR Part SO, Appendix
E, rezarding emergency planning, for the following reasons:

a. The FSAR does not identify state or rezional authorities responsible

for emergency planning or whc have special qualifications for dealing

witn amerzencies.

No agreements have been reached with local and State officlals and agencies
for the early warning and evacuation of tne public, including the ident!-
fication of the principal officials 0y tities and agencies.

o
.

On Jaauary 2¢, 1981, in telerhone conversatiicas wita Mr. wililam Horin and
Mr. Valentine Deale, it was agreed that Applicants nave nc ctjection tc an
extention of time of filing this response till Fevruary & (instead cf January

31, 1981), and CASE was granted such extension.

Tuis extension was necessary due tc illness of CASE's primary representative,
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¢. There (s no description of the arranzements for services of paysicians
and ctoer medical perscunel gqualifiec to nandle radilation emergencies
and arrangements for tne transportaticn of injured or contaminated
individuals bey  .d the site boundary.

d. There are no a rquate plaans for testing by pericdic drills of emerzency
pians and provisions for participation in %he drills by perscus whose
assistance may be needed, ctaer tnhan employees of the Applicants.

e. There is no provision for medical facilities in the immediate vicinity

of the site, woich includes Tlen Rose; and

There is no provision for emerzency planning for Glea Rose or tae

Dallas/Ft. Worth metroplex. '

"

i=2. The present wording of Contentiocn 22 is CASE's own wording; see 5/7/73
Supplement to Petitiocn for Leave to Intervene and Contentions by CASE (nereinafter
referred to as CASE's 5/7/79 Contentions), pages 40, 41 and &2,

2=2. 10 CFR Appendix E to Part 50; NUREG-Qcjk, FEMA-REP-l, Rev, 1, which CASE

{s in the process of reviewing, alcaz with related documents; and CASE's 5/7/79
Coutentions, pages 40, L1, ané 42, and CA: 's -/10/80 Pusition on Contentions,

LaLes «+1 and <.,

?‘2- NO.
“-2. No.

3-2. None. We will probably have future meetinzs witi ACORN regaraing 22.f.
since ve are now consolidated on this portion of tais contention.

6'2. NOM-

7«2, Yes. 'Inknown at this time.

3«2, Prcbably. Unknown at this time.

3-2. Probably. Unknown at this time.

10-2. Unknown at this time.

ll=2., Yes. However, we nave not yet reviewed the most recent revisions and
are unavle to state at this time wnat cearing they may nave on this contentioan,
{f any. With regard to the Applicants' Emergency Plan, we nave some juestions
regarding certain aspects of it and will oe asking some interrogatcries regarde-
{ing it in the near future vhen we have completed our review and analysis. Thus,
wve are not at tais time in a position to fully respond to this question and its
sub-parts; we will update our response later.

a. See Ansver %o ll-2 apove.
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11-2 (continued):
. See answer tc ll-_.
¢, See ansgwer to ll->.

19

12«2, Those specified in NRC final reglations [(NUREG-(U,5L and related documents
and cther regulations which are {n the process of being developed at the present
time). We will be supplementing this answer later. See alsc answer to 1ll-2.
13-2. See ansver to 12-2.

l4-2, See answer to l2-2.

15-2. See answer to 12-2.
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answer to 1l2-2.

L7=2., See answer tc lZ2-Z.

10-2, See ansver to 12-2.
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See answer to l2-2.

20-2, 10 CFR Appendix E to Part 5C, NUREG-0S3&4 and rzlated dccuments and other regu-
lations which are in the process of being develcyeu at the present time.

2l=2. See ansver tc 12-2.

22-2. See answer to 12-2.

23-2. See answver to 12-2.

2ke2, See answ to 12-2.

25«2, See answer to 20-2.

26«2, See answer to 12-2.

27«2, BSee answer to lo-Z2.

28.2, See ansver tc 12-2.

252, See answer to 12-Z.

i0=2, See answer to lZ-2.
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12-2.

12.2 .
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12-2.
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12-2.

12-2.

12-2.



50=2. See

58
53-2. Yes,

50«2. For

Dle2, Yes.
b S 1]
2«2, See
o a1 ]

-
D32, See
'J“-l.' . See

55«2, See

06-2. See
97=2. See
oE-2. See
99=2, See
0-2. See
11:2. See
2=2. See
[3=2. See
J4=2. See
15=2. GSee
[5=2. 3See
-2, See

answer to

answver

answver

answer

to

to

Lo

12.2 .

20-2.

‘2'2.

12.2 .

Scme areas of the Dallas/Ft. Worth metroplex, yes; peranaps for some others.

See answer to 12.2.
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20-2 .

12-2.

12-2.
12-2.
12-.2.
12-2.
12-2.

12-2.

12-2.

12-2.

12-2.

20-2.

12-2. We nave not yet: analyzed “ne precise areas.

12-2 and n0-2. We nave not yet analyzed the precise areas.
76«2 and 77-Z. We have not yet analyzed the precise differences.
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J3-2. See answer to 20-2.

20-2. Not necessarily. 3See answers %o 50-2 and TT=2.

hvl“_:n "aAc

«
0

SZez. See ansver
Z3=2. See answer to 122,
k-2, See ansver to 12.2.
25«2, See answer to 12.2.

“5-2. See answer to 20-2.

27-2. See answer to 12-2.

ot
0
3

'
¥
.

““eZ. 3See ansver

“Se2, See answer to 12-2.
20-2. N.A. at tais time.
3l-2. See answer %o 20-2,

g-2. We have not thoroughly analyzed now the Applicants have fallen saort io
their revised Emergency Plans; see answer o 12-2.

33«2, See answer to 20-2.

NOTE regarding Iaterrogatories on Emergeancy Planning:
At this point in time, we have not analyzed how the Applicants revised Energency

Plan may affect this contention; furtaer, we are now in the process of analyzing
NUREC-0654, Rev., 1 and related documents. We are not trying to evade answvering
these interrocgatories; ncwever, we see no point (n answvering tnem based on cut-
dated and possibly now erronecus informa*ion. We rully intendi to update our
responses tC these interrogatories.




contenticn 25. The requirements of tae Atomis Energy Act, as amendec, 10 CFR
50.57(a)(%) and 10 CFR sC, Appendix C, nave not been me: in szat tae Applicant
is not financially qualified Lo operate tne pPropcsec facility.

Jheg, The wording of tals coatention s very straigntiorvar: as states atove;

we mean very simply that Applicants nave A0t et toe requirements cf the referenced
regulations and laws. Withous meeting those requirements, an Operating license
cannot be issued.

25-2. In addition to tnat set forts in CASE's 5/7/79 Contentions (pages 43

tarough 47, Old Contention 16) and CASE's &/10/20 Contentions (pages &5 and

46, Old Contention 16), there nave aow been furtner rate hearings for the Texas
‘tilities companies. According to these companies' sworn testimony, tae tnree
Operating companies cof Texas Utilities are in coastant Jeopardy of baving their

toend ratings lowered aand starting down the rcad to financial disaster. Alsc,

CASE is currently locking intc the financial integrity of tae otier Applicants

in the nearings; we will supplement our answer as pertinent ianformation is developed.

=2, No.
ol b R
7 % ]

« N0,

35.2. None,

79.2. None.

+00-2. Yes. Unknown at this time. e will supplement cur answer as appropriate.
i0l-2. Proctably. Unknown at this time.

102-2. Provably. Unknown at tais time.

Unknown at this time.

104-2. Yes, to the extent incicated in ausver 35<2.

105-2. Not applicable (N.A.).

106-2. See answer to 35-2. We =xpect tc nave mure informaticn in response %o
interrogatories and requests for inspection of documents.,

i07-2. None tnat we have seen 8c far would so inaicate; nowever, we naven't seen
all of them yet.

105-2. N.A.

i0G-2. See ansver to 100-2.

——————



110-2. Since there is disagreemen: as “C tae start-up time of Comanche Peak,
ve cannct supply tais information at tnis time. We will Accept tae Applicants’
estizates as the basis of temporary estimates n tne meantime.

1ll-2. Unknown at this time, pencing receipt of information we ootain from
fature interrogntories, etc. See answver to 106-2,

sdz=2, N.A. at tois time.
11%.2 N.A. at this tige.
1l4-2. N.A. at this time.

ll .20 NOAI ‘t Chi. tmh

'

|

10-2. See answer to 106-2. O0f course, the bottom-line basis {s 10 CFR 50.57(a)(k),
ne Atomic Energy Act as amended, and 10 CFR 20, Appendix C.

<

il7-2, That required by the Atomic “nergy Act and 10 CFR 50, Appendix C, wpich
accurately demonstrates the Applicants' true financial integrity.

113-2. See answver © 117-2.

1l5-2. We nave not yet revieved the latest information supplied tacroughly, sc
Ve are at this time unable to ccurately answer this., we “ill supplement our
response tc this interrcgatory.

120.2. NuA' ‘t tﬂil tm-
+2l-2. Yes,

122-2. See answer to 95=7, and 1]13.2.

123-2. Unknown; ve have not made tois analysis at this time.

Respectfully submitted,

-

T . | < s -

(Mrs.) Juanita Fllis, President
CASE (Citizens Association for 3ound Energy)
1426 S, Polk
Dallas, X 75224

214 /Suc-3kko

214/361-1211, work, usually Tuesdays

and Fridays

.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND L.CENSING BOARD

In the Matter of i
APPLICATION OF TEXAS UTILITIES Docket Nos. 50-445
GENEFATING COMPANY, ET AL, FOR AN and 50-446

PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION

i
i
OPERATING LICENSE FOR COMANCHE I
i
UNITS #1 AND #2 (CPSES) I

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Ey my signature below, I nerepy certify tnat a true and correct copy of CASE'S
ANSWERS TO APPLICANTS' SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS TO PRODUCE
Jere sent tc the following names, by First Class Mail% this 6th dey of February,
1981:

* with Certificate of Mailing receipt

Valentice B, Deale, Eaq., Chairman

David J. Preister, Esq.
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Division

1001 Connecticut Avenue, N. W.
washington, D. C, 20036

Dr. Forrest J. Remick, Member
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
305 E. Hamilton Avenue

State College, PA 16801

Dr. Richard Cole, Member

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
washington, D. C. 20555

Nicholas S. Reynolds, Esq.
Debevoise & Liberman

1200 - 17th St., N. W,
Washington, D. C. 20036

Marjorie Rothschild

Counsel for NRC Staff

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

Mr. Geoffrey M. Gay

West Texas Legal Services

100 Main Street {(Lawyers Bldg.)
Fort Worth, TX 76102 —..

. = - \\
Jeffery L. Bart, Esq. ':””‘—-“<;<}b'
N \

4021 Prescott Avenue
Dallas, ™X 7529 §

P, 0. Box 12548, Capitol Station
Austin, Texas 78711

Mr. Richard Fouke
1668-B Carter Drive
Arlington, TX 76010

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
Panel

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D. C. 20555

Atomic Safédty and Licensing

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

Docketing and Service Section
Office of the Secretary

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

Arch C. McColl, III, Esq.
701 Commerce Street, Suite 302
Dallas, T™X 75202

CASE (CITIZENS ASSOCIATION FOR
SOUND ENERGY)



