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The Licensing Board's July 15, 1981 " Order (Extension of

Time)" provided that discovery requests were to be filed by

August 19, 1981.

These interrogatories are filed pursuant to 10 C.F.R.

S 2.740b which requires thet the interrogatories be answered

separately and fully in writing and under oath or affirmation.
The interrogatories are intended to be continuing in nature and
the answers should immediately be supplemented or amended, as

appropriate, should Intervenor obtain any new or differing

information responsive to the interrogatories. As specified by

the Board's July 15, 1981 Order, responses must be filed by

September 24, 1981. O3
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Emercency Planninc Contention

EP-1. Identify the evacuation plan (s) which you contend

is(are) not workable.

EP-2. Specify the criteria which you apply to determine
whether an adequate level of staf fing exists to

successfully implement the evacuation plan (s).

EP-3. Identify each of the "governrental bodies" which you
contend are insuf ficiently staffed to successfully

implement an evacuation.

EP-4. With respect to each governmental body identified in

your answer to Interrogatory EP-3 above, specify the
function (s) which that body is relied on to perform

in an evacuation but which you allege will not be

adequately performed due to insufficient staffing.

E P -5 . With respect to each function listed in your answer
,

to Interrogatory EP-4 above, ind ica te (a) the'

approximate number of personnel available to perform

| that function in an evacuation and (b) the number of
|

i
additional personnel you contend are required to

successfully implement that function in an evac-
|

| uation.

EP-6. Specify the criteria which you apply to determine
whether the personnel of " governmental bodies" are

adequately trained to perform their assigned func-

tions pursuant to the evacuation plan (s) .
I
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EP-7. Identify any personnel of " governmental bodies" which

you contend lack sufficient training to perform their
assigned functions in an evacuation.

EP-8. With respect to each governmental body referred to in

your answer to Interrogatory EP-7 above, specify the
function (s) which that body is relied on to perform

in an evacuation, but which you contend its personnel

are not properly trained to perform.

EP-9. With respect to each function listed in your answer to

Interrogatory EP-8 above, descrit e in detail the

training which the personnel must receive in order to

successfully perform that function in an evacuation.

EP-10. Specify the criteria which you apply to determine

-whether governmental bodies are sufficiently equipped

to successfully implement che evacuation plan (s).'

EP-11. Identify each of the " governmental bodies" which you

contend are insuf ficiently equipped to successfully

implement an evacuation.

EP-12. With respect to each governmental body listed in your

answer to Interrogatory EP-ll above, describe each

piece of equipment which that bcdy does not now have

but which you contend is required to successfully

implement an evacuation, and explain why each such

piece of equipment is required to successfully

implement an evacuation.

EP-13. Specify the criteria which "qu apply to determine
whether governmental bodies are sufficiently funded

to successfully implement the evacuation plan (s).

-3-
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EP -14 . Identify each of the " governmental bodies" which you

contend are insuf ficiently funded to successfully

implement evacuation plans.

EP-15. With respect to each governmental body identified in

your answer to Interrogatory EP-14, specify the,

amount of additional funds you contend is necessary
;

4 for succecsful implementation of evacuation plans.

EP-16. With respect to each amount identified in your answer

to Interrogatory EP-15, describe in detail what you
contend the proposed additional amount should be used

to fund.

EP-17. Describe any deficiencies (other than staf fing ,

training, equipment and funding deficiencies
identified in answers to the above interrogatories)

which you contend render the evacuation plan (s)

i unworkable.

EP-18. With respect to each of your answers to

Interrogatories EP-1 through EP-17 above, answer

! General Interrogatories 1 through 4.

Financial Qualifications Contention

FQ-1. Sper.ify the criteria which you apply to determine

I whether Applicants are financially qualified to

operate the Wolf Creek facility.
|

| FQ-2. Describe each aspect in which you contend financial

conditions have changed since the issuance of the
1
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construction permit for the Wolf Creek facility, and

explain the impact of those changes on the costs of

operating the Wolf Creek f acility.

FQ-3. Describe each aspect in which you contend Applicants

lack the financial ability to operate the Wolf Creek

faci?.ity.

FQ-4. Specifically identify the figeres, and the source (s)

cf the figures, which you contend are Applicants'
,

estimates of the costs of operating the Wolf Creek

facility.

FQ-5. State specifically the manner in which you contend

the costs identified by the Applicants for operating

the Wolf Creek facility have increased and are

underestimated.

FQ-6. State specifically the a$ mount by which you contend

the costs of operating the Wolf Creek facility have

increased over Applicants' projected costs, or are

underestimated, and identify the the individual

components which make up those increased or underes-

timated costs.

FQ-7. Identify specifically any " work stoppages" which you

contend have increased the cost of operating the Wolf

Creek facility, and explain in detail how, and the

amount by which, each has increased operating costs.

FQ-8. Identify specifically any." construction problems"

which you contend have increased the cost of

| -5-
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operating the Wolf Creek f acility, and explain in
detail how, and the amount by which, each has

increased operating costs.

FQ-9. Identify specifically any " regulatory changes made

necessary by Three Mile Island problems" which you

contend have increased the cost of operating the Wolf

Creek facility, and explain in detail how, and the

amount by which, each has increased operating costs.

FO-10. Identify specifically any " costs of permanent waste

storage" which you contend have increased the costs

of operating the Wolf Creek f acility, and explain in
detail how, and the amount by which. each has

increased operating costs.

FQ-ll. Identify specifical1v any " potential delays due to
'

water draught conditions" which you contend have

increased the costs of operating the Wolf Creek

f'cility, and explain in detail how, and the amount

by which, each has increased operating costs.

FQ-12. Identify specifically any " air and water emissions"

which you contend have increased the costs of

operating the Wolf Creek facility, and explain in
detail how, and the amount by which, each has

increased operating costs.

FQ-13. Describe 'in detail the relationship, if any, which

you believe exists between the safe operation of the
Wolf Creek facility and the increased operating costs

-6-
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alleged in your answers to Interrogatories FQ-2

through FQ-12 above.

FQ-14. Specify all information on which you rely regarding
the costs of operating a nuclear power plant.

F Q-15 . Specify the criteria which you apply to determine
whether Applicants are financially qualified to
decommission the Wolf Creek facility.

FQ-16. Describe each aspect in which you contend financial

conditions have changed since the issuance of the

construction permit for the Wolf Creek facility, and

explain the impact of thosa :nanges on the costs of

decommissioning the Wolf Creek f acility.

FQ-17. Describe each aspect in which you contend Applicants

lack the financial ability to decommission the Wolf ,

Creek facility.

FQ-18. Specifically identify the figures, and the source (s)
of the figures, which you contend are Applicants'
estimates of the costs of decommissioning the Wolf

Creek facility.

FQ-19. State specifically the amount by which you contend

Applicants have underestimated the cost of decommis-

sioning the Wolf Creek facility.

FQ-20. Describe what you contend will be the cost of

decommissioning the Wolf Creek facility. State

whether the cost is in constant (i.e., real) or

current (i.e., inflated) dollars. Identify the

!

i
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method of decommissioning on which your figures are

based.

FQ-21. Describe in detail the " reserve" which you contend

Applicants should establish for the Wolf Creek

facility. The description should include , but not ce

limited to , an explanation of how the proposed

" reserve" would be funded.

FQ-22. Specify all information on which you rely regarding
the costs of decommissioning a nuclear power plan.t.

FQ-23. With respect to each of your answers to interroga-

tories FQ-1 through FQ-22 above, answer General

Ir..errogatories 1 through 4.

Emergencv Planning and Financial Qualifications Contentions

EP/FQ. With respect to each individual whom you intend to

call as a witness in this proceeding :

Identify by name and address each sucha.

ind ivid ual;

b. State the educational and professional back-

ground of each such ind iv id ual , including

occupation and institutional affiliations,

publications and papers;

Identify the contention as to which each suchc.

individual will testify;

d. Dascribe, to the ex tent known , the nature of the

testimony which may be presented by each such

individual;

-8-
, , , - - , . - . - - - - .- .. _.



.

. .

-

.

.

e. Identify by court, agency or other btdy,

proceeding, date, and subject matter all prior

testimony by each such individual.
.

GENERAL INTERROGATORIES

1
1. Is your answer based upon one or more documents? If so:

Identify each such document on which your answer isa.

based.

b. Identify the information in each document on which

your answer is based.

Explain how such information provides a basis forc.

your answer.

2. Is your answer based upon any type of study, calculation,

or analysis? If so:

a. Describe the nature of the study, calculation, or

analysis and identify any documents which discuss or

describe the study, calculation, or analysis.

b. Who performed the study, calculation, or analysis?

c. When and where was the study, calculation, or

analysis performed?

1 For the purpose of these General Interrogatories, " documents"
means all writings and records of every type in the possession,
control or custody of Intervenor, ir aluding but not limited to
memoranda, correspondence, reports, surveys, tabulations, charts,
books, pamphlets, photographs, maps, bulletins, minutes, notes,
diaries, speeches, articles, transcripts and all other records,
written, electrical, mechanical or otherwise.

" Documents" shall also mean copies of documents even though
the originals thereof are not in the possession, custody or con-
trol of Intervenor.

9_
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d. Describe in detail the information that was studied,

calculated, or analyzed.

e. What were the results of such study, calculation, or

analysis?

f. Explain how such study, calculation, or analysis

provides a basis for your answer.

3. Is your answer based upon reaearch? If so:

Describe all such research and identify each documenta.

discussing or describing euch research.

b. When and where was the research conducted?

By whom was the research conducted?c.

d. Explain how such research provides a basis for your

answer.

4. Is your answer based upon conversations, consultations,

correspondence or any other type of communications with

one or more individuals? If so:
i
i Identify by name and address each such individual.a.

b. State the educauional and professional background of

each such individual, including occupation and

institutional affiliations.

Describe the nature of each communicaticn with eachI c.

i such individual, when it occurred. and identify all'

other individucl.a involved.

d. Describe the information received from each such
individual and explain how it provides a basis for

your answer.

;
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Identify each letter, memorandum, tapo, note or other.

e.

record related to each conversation, correspondence,

or other communication with such individual.
Respectfully" submitted,

P

SHAW, PITTMAN, POTTS & TROWBRIDGs

By r4

._

%J' Q . Silberg j
pelis|a A. Ridgways

,unsel for Applicants
1800 M Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20036
(202) 822-1000

Dated: August 19, 1981
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August 19, 1981

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA I
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Before The Atomic Safety and Licensing Bo.ud

In the Matter of )
)

KANSAS GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY _e_t _a_l . ) Docket No. STN-50-482
)

(Wolf Creek Generating Station, )
Unit No. 1) )

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of

1. Applicants' First Set of Interrogatories
to Intervenor Christy

2. Applicants' First Set of Interrogatories
to Intervenor Salava

3. Applicants' First Set of Interrogatories
to Intervenor Kansans for Sensible Energy

4. Applicants' First Request to Intervenor
Wanda Christy for the Production of Documents

5. Applicants' First Request to Intervenor
Mary Ellen Salava for the Production of Docu-
ments

6. Applicants' First Req 2est to Intervenor
Kansans for Sensible Energy for the Produc-
tion of Documents

were served upon those persons on the attached Service List by

deposit in the United States mail, postage prepaid, this 19th

day of August, 1981.

b Qa nwik
Gy Delissa (6. R$lgMAy7

Dated: August 19, 1981
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UNITED STATUS OF AMERICA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Before the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

In the Matter of )
)

KANSAS GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY, et_ a_l . ) Docket No. STN 50-482
_ _

)
(Wolf Creek Generating Station, )
Unit No. 1) )

SERVICE LIST

James P. Gleason, Esquire Kent M. Ragsdale
Chairman General Counsel
513 Gilmoure Drive Missouri Public Service Commission
Silver Spring, Maryland 20901 ~ P.O. Box 360

Jefferson City, Missouri 65102
Dr. George C. Anderson
Department of Oceanography Treva J. Hearne, Esquire
University of Washington Assistant General Counsel
Seattle, Washington 98195 Missouri Public Service Commission

P.O. Box 360
Dr. J. Venn Leeds Jefferson City, Misscuri 65102
10807 Atwell
Houston, Texas 77096 Eric A. Eisen, Esquire

Birch, Horton, Bittner & Monroe
Myron Karman, Esquire 1140 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Deputy Assistant Chief Washington, D. C. 20036

i Hearing Counsel
Office of the Executive C. Edward Peterson, Esquire

Legal Director Assistant General Counsel
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Kansas Corporation Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555 State Office Building - 4th Floor

Topeka, Kansas 66612
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission John M. Simpson, Esquire
Washington, D. C. 20555 4400 Johnson Drive Suite 110

Shawnee Mission, Kansas 66205
Atomic Safety and Licensing

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

Docketin7 and Service Section
Office of the Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20S55
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