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In the Matter of )

)
COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY ) Docket Nos. 50-454-OL

) 50-455-OL
(Bryon Nuclear Power Station, )
Units 1 and 2) )

)

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY'S SECOND ROUND
OF INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO BE ANSWERED BY
THE ROCKFORD LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS

Pursuant to 10 C.F.R. SS 2.740b and 2.741 and the

Licensing Board's " Revised Schedule" dated September 9,

1981, Commonwealth Edison Company (" Edison") requests the

Rockford League of Women Voters (" League") to answer sep-

arately and fully in writing, under oath or affirmation,

! each of the following Interrogatories and to produce the

requested documents at the offices of Isham, Lincoln and

Beale, Suite 4200, One First National Plaza, Chicago,

Illinois 60603 not later than November 1, 1981.
|

INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

1. As used in these Interrogatories, whenever

appropriate, the singular form of a word shall be inter-

preted as plural and the masculine gender shall be deemed to

include the feminine. g3
1
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.
2. As used in these Interrogatories, the term

"and," as well as "or," shall be construed either diajunc-

tively or conjunctively as necessary to bring within the ,

|

scope of these Interrogatories any information which might ;

otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.

3. As used in these Interrogatories, the term

" person" includes, without limiting the generality of its

meaning, avery nature person, corporate entity, partnership,

association, governmental body or agency.

4. As used in these Interrogatories, the term

" document" shall mean 311 written or recorded material of
any kind or character known to the League, its agents or

consultants or in the possession, custody or control of the

League, its agents or consultants, including, without limita-

tion, letters, correspondence, telegrams, memoranda, notes,

records, minutes, contracts, agreements, records or nota-

tions of telephone or personal conversations or conferences,

interoffice communications, microfilm, bulletins, circulars,

pamphlets, studies, notices, summaries, reports, books,

articles, treatises, teletype messages, invoices, tape

recordings and worksheets. The term " document" shall also

include copies containing information in addition to that

contained in or on the original and all the attachments,

appendices, enclosures or documents referred to in any docu-

ments produced pursuant to this Request.

5. When used with respect to any act, occur-

rence, transaction, statement, request, conduct, communica-
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tion, instance, aspect of any event, defect, or omission,

" Identify" means, without limitation, to describe in com-

plete detail the event or events constituting such act, the

location, the date, the individuals involved, the indivi-

duals having knowledge thereof, and the documents referring

or relating thereto.

6. When used with respect to a document, "Ident-

ify" means, without limitation, to state its date, the type

of document (e.g., letter, memorandum, telegram, chart,

photograph, sound reproduction, et cetera), the author and

addressee, the present location and the custodian, and a

description of its contents.

7. If any of the information contained in the

answers to these Interrogatories is not within the personal

knowledge of the person signing the Interrogatory, so state

and identify each person, document and communication on

which he relies for the information contained in answers not

solely based on his personal knowledge.

8. If you cannot answer any portion of the fol-

lowing Interrogatories in full, after exercising diligence

to secure the information to do so, so state and answer to
1

the extent possible, specifying your inability to answer the
|

| remainder and stating whatever information or knowledge you

have concerning the unanswered portions.

9. If you claim privilege with respect to any

information which is requested by these Interrogatories,

specify the privilege claimed, the communication and/or

...
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answer as to which that claim is made, the parties to the

communication, the topic discussed in the communication and

the basis for your claim.

10. Pursuant to the Licensing Boards " Memorandum

and Order" of August 18, 1981, at page 11 paragraph 2 there-

of, these Interrogatories are continuing Interrogatories and

require supplemental answers if Intervenors obtain further

information between the time the answers are served and the
time of an initial decision in the proceeding.

INTERROGATORIES

1. With reference to Contention lA, (a) identify

all instances demonstrating how Edison's qu&lity assurance

function is not independent of Edison's other departments;

and (b) identify and produce all documents which support

your answer to this laterrogatcry.

2. With reference to Contention 8, (a) provide
!

|
citations to WASH-1400 where subject matter of this conten-

tion is addressed, (b) identify the type of assessment of

the risks posed by operation of Byron which you consider an

" accurate" assessment; (c) identify the ways in which the

! assessment of such risks that has been done is inadequate

and (d) identify and produce all documents which support

your answers to subparts (b) and (c) of this Interrogatory.

3. With reference to Contention 9, (a) identify

f the " power projects" which Applicant has cancelled or halted

I "for lack of financing"; (b) identify every situation in
!

!

|

|
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which Applicant has placed " economic necessity over required

safety"; and (c) identify and produce all documents which

support your answers to subparts (a) and (b) of this Inter-

rogatory.

4. With reference to Contention 17, (a) identify

that information which the Environmental Report must include

"to permit an independent evaluation of the environmental

impact" of Byron; (b) identify those Staff questions which

" indicate" that Byron "will not be operated in accordance

with the Atomic Energy Act, as amended, NRC Regulations, or

C.E.'s own application"; and (c) identify and produce all

documents which support your answers to subparts (a) and (b)

of this Interrogatory.

5. With reference to Contention 19, (a) identify

the "[r]ecently developed information" referred to in the
first sentence thereof; (b) identify the "information"

referred to in the third sentence thereof and which allegedly

shows that " evacuation regarding Byron in an acceptable time

cannot be accomplished;" and (c) identify and produce all
|

documents which constitute, refer or relate to the "informa-
i

tion" identified in your answers to subparts (a) and (b) of
|

| this Interrogatory.

6. With reference to contention 20, (a) provide

| page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox Testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this contention is ad-I

dressed; (b) identify each of the components which you

| contend will be affected by water hammer phenomena; (c)
:

\

L
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identify each of the modifications to the design or oper-

ating procedures for the Byron facility which you contend

are necessary to resolve safety problems attributable to

water hammer phenomena; (d) identify and produce all docu-

ments which support your answers to parts (b) and (c) of

this interrogatory.

7. With reference to Contention 21, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox Testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this contention is ad-

dressed; (b) identify the factual basis for your assertion

that the Byron design fails to consider the effect of asym-

metric loading on the reactor vessel support resulting from

a postulated coolant pipe rupture at specific locations; (c)

identify the specific postulated reactor coolant pipe rup-

ture(s) to which you refer in this contention; (d) identify

the modifications to the Byron design or operating proce-

dures which you believe are necessary to adequately resolve

the problem of asymmetric loading on reactor vessel support

resulting from a postulated reactor coolant pipe rupture at

specific locations; (e) identify each factual issue which

this contention purports to encompass which is not encom-

passed in Contention 68; and (f) identify and produce all'

documents which support your answers to subparts (b), (c),
|

and (d) of this interrogatory.

I 8. With reference to Contention 22, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this contention is addressed;
|

|
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(b) identify all other plants where there presently exists

an " extremely serious problem" of degradation of steam

generating tube integrity; (c) for each of the plants identi-
fied in your response to part (b) of this Interrogatory,

identify both the differences and the similarities between

the identified plant and the Byron plant, in relation to (i)

materials in the secondary system; (ii) secondary water

chemistry control, and (iii) operating procedures; (d)

identify each fact which would tend to indicate the " serious

problem" referred to in the first sentence of the Contention>

is "likely to occur at CE's Eyron Plant"; (e) identify what
would constitute an adequate resolution at Byron of the

problem referred to in the last sentence of this Contention;
and (f) identify and produce all documents which support

your answers to parts (b) (c), (d) and (e) of this Interro-
gatory.

9. With reference to Contention 23, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox Testi-
|

mony" where the subject matter of this contention is ad-
|

dressed; (b) identify specifically the factual basis for

your assertion that the Byron design does not address the

problems associated with anticipated transience without'

scram incidents; (c) identify the modifications to the Byron

j design or operating procedures which the League believes are

necessary to adequately address the problem of anticipated

transience without scram incidents; (d) identify each factual
i.

issue which this contention purports to raise which is not

l

. . - . - - . .- - - - - - . - . .- .-- - - --
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encompassed in Contention 85; (e) identify and produce all

documents which support your answers to parts (b), (c), and

(d) of this interrogatory.

10. With reference to Contention 24, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox Testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this contention is ad-

dressed; (b) identify with particularity the factual basis

for your assertion that there is no assurance that suitable

safety margins will be maintained throughout design life of

the Byron facility with respect to the materials used in

reactor vessel fabrication; (c) define what is meant by

" suitable safety margins" as used in thic contention; (d)

identify the modifications to the Byron design or operating

procedures which you believe are necessary to provide assur-

ance that suitable safety margins will be maintained throughout

the design life of the Byron facility with respect to the

materials used for reactor vessel fabrication; (e) identify

each factual issue which this contention purports to encompass

|
which is not encompassed by Contention 80; and (e) identify

and produce all documents which support your answers to

parts (b) (c), (d) and (e) of this interrogatory.

11. With reference to contention 25, (a) provide
!

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this contention is addressed;

! (b) identify the " materials" used at the Byron Station for
;

steam generator and reactor coolant pump supports which'

exhibit a potential for lamellar tearing or low fracture

toughness, (c) identify what would constitute an adequate

!
L
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resolution of the " problem" referred to in the third sentence

of this contention; (d) identify and produce all documents

which support your answers to parts (b) and (c) of this

Interrogatory.

12. With reference to Contention 26, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this contention is addressed;

(b) identify all inadequacies, referred to in the first

sentence of this Contention, in the examination of the

methodology important to determine the necessity for using

snubbers as component supports at Byron; (c) identify all

inadequacies in the consideration for the actual and poten-

tial snubber malfunction at Byron referred to in the first

sentence of this contention; (d) identify all inadequencies

of the technical specifications for Byron referred to in the

third sentence of this contention; (e) identify what would

constitute an adequate resolution of the " problem" referred

to in the fourth sentence of this contention; (f) identify

and produce all documents which support your answers to

parts (b), (c), (d), and (e) of this Interrogatory.

13. With reference ~to Contention 27, (a) provide

page cit &tions to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testimony"

where the subject matter of this Contention is addressed;

(b) identify the factual basis for your assertion that there
exists "significant uncertainties" in the Byron design to
detect and size flaws; (c) define what is meant by a "suffi-

ciently low" failure probability as used in this Contention;

.. . .- - - .__ .,. -- .- _
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(d) identify what steps would constitute an adequate resolution

of the problem as referred to in this contention; (e) identify

all factual issues raised in this contention not raised in

Contention 27 and (f) identify and produce all docuemnt

which support your answers to parts (b), (c), (d) and (e) of

this Interrogatory.

14. With reference to Contention 28, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this Contention is addressed;

(b) identify all inadequacies in the examination of the

safety-related interrelationships between and among the

various nuclear power plant systems at Byron referred to in

the third sentence of this contention; (c) identify what

would constitute an adequate examination of the safety-related

interrelationships referred to in the third sentence of this

Contention; (d) identify what would constitute an adequate

| resolution of the " problem" referred to in the last sentence

of this Contention; (e) identify each factual issue purported

to be raised by this contention which is not encompassed by

Contention 69; and (f) identify and produce all documents

which support your answers to parts (b), (c), and (d) of

this Interrogatory.
l

15. With reference to Contention 29, (a) provide

.page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this contention is addressed;

(b) identify each inconsistency in the design criteria Byron

| Station for the postulation of pipe breaks and protection

|

|

. , - - ,w-, ,- ,- . . - , - . - - .. ~ -_.- - , - - - , . - . ,
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therefrom at Byron referred to in the first sentence of this

Contention; (c) identify each design criterion for postu-

lation of pipe breaks at the Byron Station which have not

been justified; (d) identify what would constitute an adequate

design criteria for the postulation of pipe breaks and pro-

tection therefrom for the Byron Station; (e) identify what

would constitute adequate justification of the design criteria

used I the Byron Station for the postulation of pipe breaks

and prot .ction therefrom; (f) identify and produce all

documents which support your answers to parts (b), (c), (d)

and (e) of this Interrogatory.

16. With reference to Contention 30, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this Contention is ad-

dressed; (b) identify the reasons for your assertion that

existing main steamline break analyses, both inside and

outside containment, are seriously inadequate; (c) identify

the modifications to the existing main steamline break

analyses, both inside and outside containment, which you

believe are necessary to provide assurance that the Byron

facility will be operated safely; and (d) identify and

produce all documents which support your answers to parts

(b) and (c) of this interrogatory.

17. With reference to Contention 31, (a) provide

paga citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mong" where the subject matter of this contention is addressed;

(b) identify how the Byron containment leak testing program

. . . _ . _ - __ , . . ._ . . . _ _ . _ . ~ . . __
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is nct in compliance with 10 C.F.R $50.54(c); (c) to the
*

extent that the League claims there are any deficiencies in

applicant's containment leak testing program at Byron,

identify each such deficiency; (d) identify what would

constitute an adequate resolution at Byron of the problem

referred to in the last sentence of this Contention; and (d)

identify and produce all documents which support your answers

to (b) and (c) of this Interrogatory.

18. With reference to contention 32, (a) provide

page ci+-:.vns to both NUREG-0410 and " Black Fox Testimony"

where the subject matter of this Contention 30 is addressed;

(b) specify what would constitute " adequate qualification

methods with which to satisfy the objective of the require-

ment that all safety-related equipment conform to the re-

quirements established in IEEE Standard 323-1974"; (c)

identify and produce all documents which support your answer

to subpart (b) of this Interrogatory; (d) identify each

factual issue which this Contention purports to raise which

is not encompassed within Contentions 61, 70 or 77.

19. With reference to Contention 33, (a) identify

any Task Actions Plans contained in NUREG-0410 and/or the

" Black Fox testimony" which address the subject matter of

this Contention; (b) with reference to the third sentence of

this Contention, identify by whom it is unknown whether the

connection of non-safety loads to Class IE power sources

significantly affect the reliability of those power sources;

(c) identify all facts which suggest that the connection of



F

.

-13-

non-safety loads to Class IE power sources significantly*

affects the reliability of those power sources; (d) identify
what would constitute an adequate resolution of the problem

referred to in the last sentence of this Contention; (e)

identify and produce all documents which support your answers

to sub-parts (b), (c) and (d) of this Interrogatory.

20. With reference to Contention 34, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this contention is ad-
dressed; (b) identify the pressure and temperature levels

which you believe are established as the pressure and tempera-

ture limits of the Byron reactor vessel; (c) identify each

inadequacy in the provision for overpressure protection at

Byron; and (d) identify and produce all documents which

| support your answers to parts (b) and (c) of this interro-

gatory.

21. With reference to Contention 35, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this contention is addressed;

(b) quote the precise language in NUREG-0410 and the " Black
,

Fox testimony" where "the Staff has correctly identified

this as a potentially serious problem" as alleged in the
I

third sentence of this Contention.
22. With reference to Contention 36, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this contention is addressed;

. ~ . . _ . - ._ _ __ . . - - . _ - . -_-____
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(b) provide page citations to NUREG-0305 which specify

design criteria for DC power systems; (c) identify all

extensive criticisms of WASH-1400 referred to in the third

sentence of this Contention; (d) identify any document, with

specific page references, authored by the Lewis Committee

which reflects that the Lewis committee virtually discarded

as worthless the methodology of WASH-1400; (e) identify each

factual issue purported to be raised by this Centention

which is not encompassed within Contention 73; (f) identify

what would constitute an adequate resolution of the problem

referred to in the last sentence of this interrogatory; (g)

identify and produce all documents which support your answers

to parts (b), (c), (d) and (e) of this Interrogatory.

23. With reference to contention 37, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and " Black Fox Testimony"

where the subject matter of this Contention is addressed;

(b) identify the respects in which existing criteria (in-

cluding but not limited to GDC-17) are or may be inadequate

"in relation to the susceptibility of safety-related elec-

tric equipment to the conditions described by the staff in

Task A-35 in the Black Fox testimony"; (c) identify each

factual issue purported to be raised by this Contention

which is not encompassed by Contention 48; and (d) identify

and produce all documents which support your answer to

subpart (b) of this Interrogatory.

24. With reference to Contention 30, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

. .

- _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _
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mony" where the subject matter of this Contention is ad-

dressed; (b) identify what would constitute " acceptable

standards and criteria governing the control and management

of heavy loads near spent fuel"; (c) identify all instances

showing the " lackadaisical approach of C.E. to quality

control, and other safety-related matters"; and (d) identify

and produce all documents which (i) support your answer to

subpart (b) of this Interrogatory and (ii) refer or relate

to the instances identified in your answer to subpart (c) of

this Interrogatory.

25. With reference to Contention 39, (a) identify

each deficiency alleged to exist in the method of evaluating

and analyzing radionuclide sediment transport through the

hydrosphere in the Environmental Report for Byron; (b) identify

the relationship, if any, between the " serious and unresolved

problem" referred to in the last sentence of this Contention

and the findings required by 10 C.F.R. $$50.57(a)(3)(i) and

50.57(a)(6); and (c) identify and produce all documents

which support your answers to parts (a) and (b) of this

Interrogatory.

26. With reference to Contention 40, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

meny" where the subject matter of this Contention is addressed;

(b) identify all inadequacies in the analysis and justifica-

tion for the determination of the design basis flood for the

Byron Station; (c) identify the increase in the elevation of
the Rock River which woulf be required to cause flooding of

-- - . - - - . - .-. .- . . . . . _. -. - -- -
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. any safety related structures, systems, or components of the

Byron Station; (d) identify the expected frequency of a

flood on the Rock River which would result in water reaching

the elevation identified in your answer to sub-part (c) of

this Interrogatory; (e) identify what would constitute

adequate resolution of the problem referred to in the last

line of this contention; (f) identify and produce all docu-

ments which support your answers to parts (b), (c), (d) and

(e) of this Interrogatory.

27. With reference to Contention 41, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testimony"

where the subject matter of this contention is addressed;

(b) identify each safety related water supply at the Byron

Station which is subject to ice build-up; (c) identify what

would constitute an adequate resolution of the problem

referred to in the last sentence of this Contention; (d)

identify and produce all documents which support your answers

to parts (b), (c), and (d) of this Interrogatory.

28. With reference to contention 42, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this contention is ad-

dressed; (b) identify the "new information on low-level

radiation effects" referred to in this Contention; and (c)

identify and produce all documents which (i) constitute,
refer or relate to the "new information" identified in your

answer to subpart (b) of this Interrogatory and (ii) support

your allegations in Contention 42.
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29. With reference to Contention 43, (a) identify

the basis for your assertion that there is no assurance that

existing geometry can t.lequately satisfy the functional

design criteria for behavior of fuel element assemblies

during accident conditions; (b) identify the specific acci-

dent conditions during which you believe the existing geom-

etry cannot adequately satisfy the functional design criteria

for the behavior of fuel assemblies; (c) identify any modif-

ications to the proposed fuel element geometry for the Byron

Station which you believe are necessary to assure safe

operation of the Byron facility; and (d) identify and pro-

duce all documents which support your answers to subparts

(a), (b), and (c) of this interrogatory.

30. With respect to Contention 44, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

many" where the subject matter of this contention is addressed;

(b) identify each similarity in the design of the Byron

Station's on-site diesel generatcr to diesel generator

systems considered by the Staff to be inadequate or unreliable;

(c) identify what would constitute a inadequate resolution

to the problem referred to in the last sentence of this
| interrogatory; (d) identify and produce all documents which

support your answers to parts (b), (c) and (d) of this

Interrogatory.

31. With reference to Contention 45 (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and " Black Fox testimony"

where the subject matter of this contention is addressed;

___ _ _ _ _ . . . . _ . . . ~ . . . . _ _ _ _ _ . . . . _



r-

.

-18-

.

(b) identify what would constitute ";dequate safety and

environmental acceptance criteria for the replacement of

major pieces of equipment;" (c) identify specifically the

respects in which such existing criteria are or may be

inadequate; and (d) identify and produce all documents which

support your answers to subparts (b) and (c) of this Inter-

rogatory.

32. With reference to Contention 46, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this Contention is ad-

dressed; (b) identify the factual basis for your assertion

that there do not exist adequate methods to estimate the

probability of damage by turbine missiles; (c) identify the

basis for your assertion that there does not exist reason-

able assurance that the overall damage probability from

turbine missiles is sufficiently low with respect to the

Byron facility; (d) describe the modifications,to the Byron

( design or operating procedures which you believe are neces-

1
sary to assure the safe operation of the Byron facility in

view of the turbine missile problems alluded to in the

contention; and (e) identify and produce all documents which

j support your answers to parts (b), (c) and (d) of this
|

| interrogatory.
|

| 33. With reference to Conttution 47, (a) provide

page citatons to both NUREG-0410 and tDa "SAack Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this Contention is addressed;

(b) identify all inadequacies in the conservatism of the

i

. . . . . _ _ _ _ . . _ - , _ _ _ ._. _ . . _ . _ - _ _ _ _ . _ , _ . . _ . _ _ , _ _ _ _ , _ , . - _ . _ _ _ . . .
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seismic design sequence for the Byron site; (c) identify all

measures which would have to be taken to provide an edequately

conservative seismic design sequence for the Byron site; (d)

identify all factual issues that this Contention purports to

raise which are not raised by contentions 61, 71 or 77; (e)

identify and produce all documents which support your answers

to parts (b), and (c) of this Interrogatory.

34. With reference to Contention 48, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this Contention is addressed;

(b) identify by whom it "is known ... that the present

generation of plants, including Byron, are not designed to

accommodate a total loss of all AC power"; (c) identify each

fact known to each person identified in response to part (b)

of this Interrogatory upon which the person bases his opinion

that the Byron station is not designed to accomodate a total

loss of AC power; (d) identify each factual issue purported

to be raised by this Contention which is not encompassed

within Contention 37; (e) identify what would constitute an

adequate resolution of the " problem" referred to in the last

sentence of this contention; and (f) identify and produce

all documents which support your answers to parts (b), (c),

(d) and (e) of this Interrogatory.

35. With reference to Contention 50, (a) state

whether the design of the design of the Yankee Rowe Nuclear

Power Plant turbine is similar to the design of the turbine

at Byron; (b) identify specifically the modifications which

_ _ _ _ - _ .
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you believe are necessary with respect to the design of the

Byron turbine to adequately assure safe operation of the

Byron facility in light of the matters rasied in Conten-

tion 50; and (c) identify and produce all documents which

support your answers to subpart (a) and (b) of this inter-

rogatory.

36. With reference to Contention 51, (a) identify

the basis for your assertion that retiance on natural circu-

lation to remove decay heat is contemplated for the Byron

facility; (b) identify the modifications to the Byron design

or operating procedures which you believe are necessary to

assure safe operation of the Byron Station in light of the

matters discussed in Contention 51; and (c) identify and

produce all documents which support your answers to subparts

(a) and (b) of this interrogatory.'

37. With reference to Contention 52, (a) identify

the basis for your apparent belief that the reactor coolant

pumps should have an on-site power supply; (b) identify the

| basis for your assertion that the reactor coolant pump
|

| controls at Byron will not meet the requirements of IEEE279;

(c) identify the basis for your assertion that the reactor

|
coolant pumps should be seismically and environmentally

| qualified; (d) identify the basis for your belief that the
residual heat removal system should be capable of being

utilized at the design pressure of the primary system; (e)

identify the basis for your assertion that the emergency
;

core cooling system cannot be operated in the bleed and feed
i
|

:

-. . - - - - - _ - _ - ___
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mode for the necessary period of time because of inadequate

capacity and radiation shielding for the storage of radio-

active water bled from the primary coolant system; (f)

identify the modifications to the Byron design and/or operat-

ing procedures which the League asserts are necessary to

assure the safe operation of Byron in light of the matters

raised in Contention 52; and (g) identify and produce all

documents which support your answers to subparts (a), (b),

(c), (d), (e), (f), and (g) of this interrogatory.

38. With reference to Contention 53, (a) identify

the " associated controls" which along with the pressurizer

heaters the League believes are necessary to maintain natural

circulation at hot standby conditions; (b) identify the

" Staff's resolution" regarding pressurizer heaters and

associated controls at Byron; (c) identify the modifications

to the Byron design and/or operating procedures which you

believe are necessary to provide an " acceptable level of

protection" at Byron; and (d) identify and produce all

documents which support your answers to subparts (a), (b),

and (c) of this interrogatory.

39. With reference to Contention 54, (a) identify

the regulations which require that power-operated relief

valves, associated block valves must be classified as compo-

nents important to safety; (b) identify the basis for your

ascertion that proper operation of power-operated relief

valves, associated block valves and the instruments and

controls for these valves is essential to mitigate the

_ .. __ . _ _ _ __
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consequences of accidents; and (c) identify and produce all

the documents which support your answers to subparts (a) and

(b) of this interrogatory.

40. With regard to Contention 55, (a) identify

each respect in which the testing and verification of the

valves for the Byron Station referred to in that Contention

is not " appropriate"; (b) identify each NRC requirement

which such testing and verification fails to meet; (c)

identify what would constitute " appropriate qualification

testing . to verify the capability" of the reactor. .

coolant system relief and safety vetlves at Byron to function

"during normal, transient and accident conditions"; and (d)

identify and produce all documents which support your answers

to subparts (a), (b) and (c) of this Interrogatory.

41. With reference to Contention 56, (a) identify

any rule or regulation specifically requiring an instrument

capable of directly measuring water level in the fuel assem-

blies; (b) identify any " feasible" or " practical" systems

capable of directly measuring water level in the fuel assem-

blies; and (c) identify and produce all documents which

support your ans _r to part (b) of this Interrogatory.

42. With reference to Contention 57, (a) identify

the specific loss of coolant accidents which the League

believes must be analyzed in order to permit a finding of

compliance with 10 CFR 50.46 and General Design Criteria 35;

and (b) identify and produce all documents which '"pport

your answer to subpart (a) of this interrogatory.

._. - _ _ _ _ _ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ . . _ , _
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43. With reference to Contention 58, (a) identify'

each difference between the system for the Byron Station to

inform the operator of the status of safety systems an?. what

would be required of a system meeting the Regulatory Position

of Reg. Guide 1.47; (b) identify with respect to each such

difference identified in response to sub-part (a) hereof how

the system provided for at the Byron Station does not provide

equivalent protection to that required by Reg. Guide 1.47;

(c) identify each modification to the safety system status

display for the Byron Station which would ne required to

make it acceptable and adequate; (d) identify and produce

all documents which support your answers to parts (a), (b),

(c) and (d) of this Interrogatory.

44. With respect to contention 59, (a) state

whether it is your contention that compliance with IEEE 279

as incorporated in 10 C.F.R. 550.55a(h) will not meet the

! NRC's regulatory requirements; (b) identify each protection

| system at the Byron station which does not meet the require-

ments of IEEE 279; (c) identify and produce all documents

which support your answers to parts (a) and (b) of this

interrogatory.

45. With reference to Contention 60, (a) identify

what is meant by the term " nominal" as used in this con-

tention; (b) identify the basis for the League * apparent

| belief that the " worst case" situation should assume that
|

| 100% of the fuel cladding reacts to produce hydrogen; (c)
\

! identify the modifications to the plant design or operating
i

!

!

!

I
1
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procedures which you believe are necessary to adequately

assure the health and safety of the public if it is assumed

that 100% of the fuel cladding reacts to produce hydrogen;

and (d) identify and produce all documents which support

your answers to subparts (a), (b), and (c) of this interro-

gatory.

46. With regard to Contention 61, (a) identify

the " equipment previously deemed to be environmentally

qualified" which failed during the IMI accident; (b) ident-

ify each price of equipment for use at the Bryon station

which is identical to equipment identified in response to

part (a) of this Interrogatory; identify the " safety-related

equipment at Byron", the environmental qualification of

which is deficient; (d) identify and produce all documents

which support your answers to subparts (a), (b) and (c) of

this Interrogatory; and (d) identify each factual issue

! which this contention purports to raise which is not raised

in Contentions 32, 47,70, 71 or 77.
!

47. Identify all factual issues raised in Conten-

tion 62 which purport to address new issues not raised in

Contention 8.

48. With reference to Contention 63, (a) provide

page citations to NUREG-0578 or any other NUREG document

where the subject matter of this contention is addressed;
|

(b) identify specifically those " systems and components

presently classified as non-safety related" which you con-

| tend should be identified and classified as " components
|

|
|
|

. _ . . . ,_- . . _ . _ _ . _. . - - . . _ . _ , _ . -
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important to safety"; and (c) identify and produce all

documents which support your answer to subpart (b) of this

Interrogatory.

49. With reference to Contention 67, (a) identify

eacn of the Commission's regulations concerning fire pro-

tection referred to in the first sentence; (b) identify each

" safety system modificaticus" which the staff has concluded

must be implemented at the Byron Stations as referenced in

the second sentence of this interrogatory; (c) identify each

of the specific plant locations at the Byron Statica where

the Staff does not have reasonable assurance that a postu-

lated fire would not damage both redundant divisions of

shut-down systems as referenced in the third sentence of

this contention; (d) identify each modification referred to

in the fourth sentence of this Contention; (e) identify and

produce all documents which support your ansvers to parts

(a), (b), (c) and (d) of this Interrogatory.

50. With reference to Contention 68, identify all

factual issues purported to be raised by this Contention

which not raised in Contention 21.

51. With reference to Contention 69, (a) provide

page citations to NUREG-0410, NUREG-0510 and the " Black Fox

testimony" where the subject matters of this Contention is

addressed; (b) identify each inadequacy in the review performed

by the NRC staff of the Byron Station referred to in the

first sentence of this Contention; (c) identify each specific

system interaction to which this Contention refers; (d)

?

..

._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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identify each factual issue which this contention purports

to raise which is not raised by Contention 28; and (e)

identify and provide all documents which support your answers

to parts (b), (c) and (d) of this Interrogatory.

52. With reference to Contention 70 (a) provide
,

page citations to hath NUREG-0510 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this Contention is address <d;

(b) identify each factual issue which this Contention purports

to raise which is not raised by Contentions 32, 61, 77; and

(c) identify and produce all documents which refer to the

factual issues identified in responses to part (b) of this

Interrogatory.

53. With reference to Contention 71, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0510 and the " Black Fox testi-

mony" where the subject matter of this Contention is addressed;

(b) identify each requirement of the general design criterion

in Appendix A to 10 CFR Part 50 with which Byron is not in

compliance; (c) identify each of the effects of aging in

cumulative radiation on the ability of electrical equipment

to withstand seismic stresses which have not been considered

for the Byron Station as alleged in the first sentence of

the third paragraph of this Contention; (d) identify each

factual issue which this Contention purports to encompass

which is not encompassed within Contentions 47, 61 or 77;

(e) identify and produce all docuna~ts which support your

answers to parts (b) and (c), of this Interrogatory.

. _ ~. ._ _ __ ._ ._
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54. With reference to Contention 72, (a) identify

erch of the requirements of General Design Criterion 3 of

Appendix A to 10 C.F.R. Part 50 with which the Byron Station

does not comply; (b) identify the fire protection requirements

referred to in the second sentence of this Contention; (c)

identify each respect in which each fire protection require-

ment identified in response to sub-part (b) hereof is not

adequate to prevent a fire from disabling the electric

cables for all redundant safety systems; (d) identify the

type of mineral wool blankets referred to in the sixth

sentence of this interrogatory; (e) identify where in the

Byron Station mineral wool blankets of the type identified

are proposed for use; (f) identify the types of sprinkler

systems which you allege have failed; (g) identify where in

the Byron Station similar sprinkler systems are proposed for

use; (h) identify the " fire-retardant" cable coatings which

are alleged in the sixth sentence of this Contention to have

burned; (i) identify where in the Efron Stations electric

cables with such coatings are proposed for use; (j) identify

the regulatory practice referred to in the seventh sentence

of this Contention; (k) identify all modifications which

would have to be made at the Byron Station to meet the

requirements of General Design Criterion 3 of Appendix A to

10 CFR part 50; (1) identify and produce all documents which

support your answers to sub-parts (a), (b), (c), (d), (e),

(f), (g), (h), (i), (i) and (k) of this Interrogatory.

_..



,
_ _ _ _ _ ________ _ ______ __________ __.---- - ---- - ---- -

.

-28-

.

55. With reference to Contention 73, (a) provide

page citations to both NUREG-0410 and the " Black Fox testimony"

where the subject matter of this contention is addressed;

(b) identify the " redundancy required by the single failure

criterion" as used in the third sentence of this contention;

(c) identify how the failure of one of two redundant systems

is inconsistent with the single failure criterion; (d)

describe in detail the sequence of events which would lead

to a failure of both redundant divisions of the DC power

su' , at the Byron plants in a time frame which would pose

a credible threat to public health and safety; (e) identify

each factual issue which this Contention purports to encompass

which is not encompassed within Contention 36; (f) identify

and produce all documents which support your answers to

parts (b), (c) and (d) of this Interrogatory; (g) produce a

copy of the cover memo Eender to Gossick, with attachments,

referred to in this Contention.

56. With referer.:e to Contention 74, (a) identify

the basis for your assertion that there is no " acceptable

way... to directly measure the water level or temperature in

the core after an accident; (b) identify the specific defi-

ciencies which the League believes exists with respect to

the equipment at Byron te monitor water level and tempera-

ture in the reactor and also to monitor the integrity of the

core; (c) identify the specific modifications to the Byron

design and/or operating procedures which the League believes

are necessary to assure the safe operation of the Byron

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _
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facility in light of the matters raised in Contention 74;
*

and (d) identify and produce all documents which support

your answers to subparts (a), (b), and (c) of this interro-

gatory.

57. With reference to Contention 75, (a) identify

specifically the components which the League asserts are

incorrectly classified as passive; (b) identify the basis

for the assertion that failure of passive components has not

been odequately considered in the Byron design; (c) identify

the specific design basis which you believe should be con-

sidered to assure safe operation of the Byron facility in

light of the matters raised in Contention 75; and (d) ident-

ify and produce all documents which support your answers to

subparts (a), (b), and (c) of this interrogatory.

58. With reference to Contention 76, (a) identify

all events referred to in the third to the last sentence of

this contention which would damage equipment and cause the

Byron plant to lose shut-down capabilities; (b) identify all

equipraent in the Byron Station control room which if damaged

would prevent the capability of shutting down the Byron

plant from outside the control room; (c) identify all data

referred to in the second to the last sentence of this

Contention; (d) identify and produce all documents which

support your answers to sub-parts (a), (b) and (c) of this

Interrogatory.

59. With reference to contention 77, (a) for each

component which you believe will be progressively weakened

.- - . . . _ - - . _ - .
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by aging, explain (i) the relationship between aging of that
*

component and the extent to which that component may be

weakened as a result of aging and (ii) the extent to which

aging will impair the ability of that component to withstand

natural forces such as earthquakes and the accident environ-

ment and still perform its safety functions; (b) identify

and produce all documents which support your answer to

subpart (a) of this Interrogatory; and (c) identify all

factual issues raised in this contention which purport to

address new issues not raised in contentions 32, 47, 61, 70,

or 71.

60. With reference to contention 78, (a) identify

the criteria and the source of said criteria against which

the Byron site was measured to reach the conclusion that the

Byron site is "not acceptable"; (b) identify all "new facts"

which have arisen since the construction phase. which " call

into serious question that decision"; (c) identify and

provide all documents which support your answers to parts

(a) and (b) of this Interrogatory.

61. With reference to Contention 80, identify all

factual issues raised in this Contention which purport to

raise new issues not raised in Contention 27.

62. With reference to Contention 81, (a) identify

the basis for your assertion that thermal shock to the

reactor pressure vessel as a result of ECCs injection has

not been adequately considered in the Byron design; (b)

identify the modifications to the Byron design which you
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believe are necessary to assure the safe operation of Byron-

in light of the matters raised in Contention 81; and (c)

identify and produce all documents which support your answers

to subparts (a) and (b) of this interrogatory.

63. With reference to Contention 83, (a) identify

all "new facts" which have arisen since the construction
phase which " call into serious question" that decision; (b)
identify all factual issues purported to be raised by this
Contention not covered by 10 C.F.R. Part 51, Tables S-3 and

S-4; and (c) identify and produce all documents which support

your answer.

64. With reference to Contention 84, (a) identify

;

| the basis for your assertion that the present design for the

Byron facility would not prevent a missile from disabling or

( severely crippling the emergency core cooling system and

containment heat removal system; (b) identify the modifica-

tions to the Byron design and/or operating procedures which

you believe are necessary to assure safe operation of Byron

in light of the matters raised in Contention 84; and (c)
identify and produce all documents which support your answers

to subparts (a) and (b) of this interrogatory.

65. With reference to Contention 85, identify
-

L

each factual issue which this Contention purports to encom-

pass which is not encompassed in Contention 23.

66. With reference to Contention 86, (a) identify

specifically the " failures" to which this contention refers;
(b) identify the basis for your apparent assertion that the

- - _ - - . - - . . . - . . - . . . . . . ._. _ . - .
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Byron facility should be designed to address the accident

scenario involving a single failure to one of the emergency

core cooling systems during the injection phase and either a

single active or single passive failure during the recircu-

lation phase; (c) identify the modifications to the Byron

design and/or operating procedures which you believe are

necessary to assure the safe operation of Byron in light of

the matters raised in contention 86; and (d) identify and

produce all documents which support your answers to subparts

(a), (b), and (c) of this interrogatory.

67. With reference to Contention 87, (a) identify

each deficiency in the design of the Bryon core; (b) ident-

ify each anticipated or actual consequence of each design

defect identified in your answer to part (a) of this Inter-

rogatory; (c) identify and produce all documents which

| support your answers to subparts (a) and (b) of this Interro-

|
gatory.'

68. With reference to Contention 95, (a) identify

l
' each insufficiency in the safety evaluation of the structural

integrity of the reactor pedestal concrete at the Byron

i Station referred to in the first sentence of this Conten-

|
tion; (b) identify the magnitude of the temperature referred

to in the second sentence of this Contention; (c) identify

what steps need be taken to insure that thermal shock of the
,

concrete pedestal in the event of a loss of coolant accident
would not constitute a threat to the public health and

|

safety; (d) identify and produce all documents which support

_ . _ . _ __ . _
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your answers to sub-parts (a), (b), and (c) of this Interro-

gatory.

69. With reference to Contention 100 (a) identify

each and normal and emergency flight path referred to in the

first sentence; (b) provide the details of the expansion

plans for the City of Rockford's airport referred to in the

second sentence of this Contention; (c) provide the frequency

with which jumbo jets are currently landing and taking off

at the Rockford airport; (d) provide the projected frequency

with which jumbo jets are expected to land or take off from

the Rockford airport in the next 40 years; (e) identify and

produce all documents which support your answers to sub-parts

(a), (b), (c), and (d) of this Interrogatory.

70. With reference to Contention 102, (a) identify

each question from the Regulatory Staff which indicates that

not all of the Category 1 and 2 structures have foundations

sufficient to provide safety under normal and accident

conditions; (b) identify each aspect of the Staff's meeting

with Edison on December 18 and 19, 1979 which indicated not

all the Cate;._y 1 and 2 structures have sufficient foundations

at. the Byron Station; (c) identify each structure referred

to in the first sentence of this Contention; (d) identify

each insufficiency in the foundations of the structures at

the Byron Station referred to in the first sentence of this

contention; (e) identify and produce all documents which

support your answers to sub-parts (a), (b), (c) and (d) of

this Interrogatory.

._
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71. With reference to Contention 103, (a) identify

each question which the Staff has raised as referred to in

the first sentence of this contention; (b) identify each

insufficiency referred to in the first sentence of this

Contention; (c) identify wher. in what manner the Staff

categorized the design problem referred to in the second

sentence of this Contention as safety-related and represent-

ing a deviation from applicable regulations and requirements

of the Byron Station construction permit; (d) identify and

produce all documents which support your answers to sub-parts

(a), (b), and (c) of this Interrogatory.

72. With reference to Contention 104, (a) identify

each document or other source of information which reflects

that the post tension wires in the Byron containment buildings

are breaking or have broken from their attachments; (b)

identify each document or other source of information which

reflect that "no steps have been taken by C.E., Sargent &

Lundy, or Westinghouse to evaluate this phenomena or to

replace all post tension wires"; (c) identify each applicable

regulation and each committment made by Edison as referred

to in the third sentence of this Contention; (d) identify

and produce all documents which support your answers to this

Interrogatory.

73. With reference to Contention 105, (a) identify

specifically every respect in which the radiation monitoring

program applicable to Byron is " deficient" or "in violation
of the principles set forth in" the "Varga Memorandum"

- _ .-. . .. . .
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referenced therein; (b) identify the respects in which

Applicant's efforts to comply with the " modifications sug-

gested in the aforesaid Varga Memorandum" have been "inade-

quate"; (c) identify each step necessary to correct each

inadequacy identified in your answer to part (a) of this

Interrogatory; and (d) identify and produce all documents

which support ycur answers to subparts (a), (b) and (c) of

this Interrogatory.

74. With reference to Contention 106, (a) identify

each " serious seismic related site problems discovered sub-

sequent to the construction permits herein" referred to in

the first sentence of this Contention; (b) identify all of

>tne "recent information" which indicates that the Plum River
fault should be considered a capable fault as alleged in the

third sentence of this Contention; (c) identify each "new

fact" referred to in the second to the last sentence of this

Contention which calls into serious question the decision at

the construction permit phase; (d) identify and produce all

| documents which support your answers to parts (a), (b) and

(c) of this Interrogatory.

I 75. With reference to Contention 107, (a) The

Byron Station FSAR at Section 9.1.2.3 discusses the analysis

of the geometric configuration of the high density fuel

racks as it relates to criticality and refer to in sub-section

(1) of this contention. Identify any inadequacies in the

! analysis described therein and identify any facts which

| would suggest that the geometric configuration of the fuel

|
!
\

!
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racks will not be adequate to prevent criticality; (b) Spent

fuel pool cooling water system malfunctions referred to in

sub-section (2a) of this contention have been analyzed and

are discussed in Byron FSAR Sections 9.1.2.3 and 9.1.3.1.

Identify any inadequacies in the analysis contained therein

and identify any fact which would suggest that spent fuel

pool cooling water malfunctions at Byron present a credible

threat to public health and safety; (c) Spent fuel shipping

cast drop accidents referred to in Section (2b) of this

Contention are discussed in the Byron FSAR Sections 15.7.4.

Identify any inadequacies in the analysis described therein

and identify any facts which would indicate that the proba-

bility or consequences of a spent fuel shippin; cast drop

are other than described therein; (d) identify the manner in

which turbine missiles as referred to in sub-section (2e) of
this Contention could affect the operation of a fuel storage

system; (e) identify 8 he sequence of events which could

result in accident induced missiles adversely effecting the

operation of the spent fuel storage system; (f) identify

each accident referred to in ub-section (2f) of this Conten-
tion including a description of the causative factor in the ;

accident sequence; (g) identify and produce all documents

which support your answers to parts (a), (b), (c), (d), (e),

and (f) of this Interrogatory.

76. With reference to Contention 108, (a) provide

page and section citations to both 10 C.F.R. Part 50, Appen-

dix E and NUREG-0396 where the subject matter of this Conten-

.- _ _ __. .
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tion is addressed; (b) identify how the Byron plant is not

in compliance with 10 C.F.R. Part 50, Appendix E or other

" applicable regulations" and identify each such other "applic-

able regulation"; (c) identify all "new facts" which have

arisen since the construction phase which " call into serious

question the.t decision"; and (d) identify and produce all

documents which support your answers to parts (b) and (c) of

this Interrogatory.

77. With reference to Contention 109, (a) provide

page citations to NUREG-0440 where the subject matter of

this contention is addressed; (b) identify the "recent

events" which " indicate that [ Applicant] has not complied

with" the commitments referenced therein; (c) (i) identify

the " commitments" which Applicant has not complied with and

(ii) state specifically how Applicant has failed to comply

with such " commitments"; and (d) identify and produce all

document'. which support your answers to subparts (b) and (c)

of this Interrogatory.

78. With reference to Contention 110, (a) identify

| the quantity of krypton-85 to be released by each unit of

the Byron Station each year; (b) identify the maximum exposure

to the maximum exposed individual resulting from the release

of krypton-S5 from each unit at the Byron Station; (c)

identify the total cumulative population dose to all persons|

1

within a 50 mile radius of the Byron Station as a result of

the release of krypton-85 at each unit of the Byron Station;

(d) identify the cost of each of the methods of removal of

|

. - - - _ . _ . _ _ _ _ . _ . _ _ ,. _. - - _ _ , ___ ___.._., __ _ _ _ _ _ _ .
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krypton-85 referred to in sub-section (d) of this contention;

(e) identify the reduction in exposure to the maximum exposed

individual, and the reduction in the cumulative population

dose to all persons within a 50 mile radius of the Byron
i

Station which would result from use at Byron of each of the

methods of removal of kyrpton-85 referred to in sub-section

(d) of this Contention; (f) identify and produce all docu-

ments which support your answers to partc (a), (b), (c) and

.

(d) of this Interrogatory.

79. With reference to Contention 111, (a) identify

the specific " deficiencies in the Byron plant which fail to

keep radiation levels as low as achievable; (b) identify

what steps would constitute an adequate resolution of the

problem; (c) identify and produce all documents which support

your answers to parts (a) and (b) of this Interrogatory.

80. With reference to Contention 112, (a) identify

the " plant designs" and "new evidence" referred to in part (a)

of this contention; (b) identify the nature of the " improved

record keeping referred to in part (b) thereof; (c) identify

each improvement to applicant's training called for in

part (c) thereof; and (d) identify and produce all documents

which support your answers to this Interrogatory.

81. With reference to Contention 113, (a) identify

specifically the " safe limits" referred to therein; (b)

state the extent to which the cumulative radiation exposure

referred to in Interrogatory 113 will or may exceed those

" safe limits"; and (c) identify and produce all documents

__ _ , .__ _ _ _ _,
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which (i) contain, refer or relate to the " safe limits"

identified in your answer to subpart (a) of this Interroga-

tory or (ii) support your answer to subpart (b) of this

Interrogatory.
,

82. With reference to Contention 114, identify

and produce all documents which tupport, refer, or relate to

the assertions in parts (c), (d), (c), (f), (g) and (h) of

this Contention.

83. With reference to Contenticu 115, (a) identify

all "new facts" which have arisen since the construction

phase which " call into serious question" that decicion; r.nd

(b) identify and produce all documents thich support your

answer.

84. With reference to contention 117, (a) identify

all "new facts" which have arisen since the construction

phase which " call into serious question" that decision, and

(b) identify and produce all documents which support your

answer.

85. With reference to Contention 119, (a) identify

all instances of Edison's " poor managerial and safety record",

(b) specify precisely hcw the instances in (a) impact on

Edison's financial structure; and (c) identify and produce

all documents which support your answers to subparts (a) and

(b) of this Interrogatory.

86. With reference to Contention 126, (a) identify

each "new safety regulation" referred to in this Co. ation

and (b) identify and produce all documents which support

your answers to this Interrogatory.

. _ _ ___ _ _ _ - __ _ _ ,.
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G7. With reference to Contention 129, (a) identify

all "new facts" which have arisen since the construction

phase which " call into serious question" that decision; (b)

state whether is is the 7,eague's position that the use of

cryogenic transmission or storage on Edison's system would
i

reduce or eliminate any need for additional power perceived

by Applicant; and (c) identify and produce all documents

which support your answer to part (a) of their Interrogatory.

88. With respect to Contention 134, (a) identify

each of the "new facts since the construction phase" which

allegedly call into serious question that decision; (b)

identify and produce all documents which support your answers

to parg (a) of this Interrogatory.

89. With reference to Contention 135, (a) identify

all "new facts" which have arisen since the construction

phase which " call into serious question" that decision; and

(c) identify and produce all documents which support your

answer.

90. With regard to contention 136, (a) state

specifically how Table S-3 was derived illegally; and (b)

identify and produce all documents which support your answer

to subpart (a) of this Interrogatory.

91. With reference to Contention 137, (a) identify

all "new facts" which have arisen since the consttuction

phase which " call into serious question" that decision, and

(b) identify and produce all documents which support your

answer to this Interrogatory.

. _ _ - - _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - - _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _
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92. With reference to contention 141, (a) identify*

all "new facts" which have arisen since the construction

phase which " call into serious question" that decision; and

(b) identify and produce all documents which support your

answer.

93. With reference to Contention 142, (a) identify

all "new facts" which have arisen since the constructio's

phase which " call into serious question" that decision, and

(b) identify and produce all documents which support your

answer.

94. With reference to Contention 143, (a) iden-

tify what rules or regulations the Byron plant fails to com-

ply with; (b) identify how the Byron plant fails to comply

with these rules or regulations; (c) identify what "new

facts" have arisen since the construction phase which " call

into sericua question that decision"; (d) identify and

provide all documents which support your answer to (b) and

|
(c) of this Interrogatory.

95. With reference to Contention 144, (a) identify
i

specifically the " Department of Health figures" which al-

legedly show that " levels of radiation in milk and food-

stuffs already exceed standards"; (b) identify all "new

i facts" which have arisen since the construction phase which
|

| " call into serious question" that decision; and (c) identify

and produce all documents which support your answer in parts

(a) and (b) of thin Interrogatory.

!
t

I
1
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96. With reference to Contention 146, state what you

believe would be an adequate evacuation plan for transplant-

ing trees and plant life, moving animal life or transferring

fish and other organisms which might be adversely affected

by accident consequences; and (b) identify and produce all

documents which support your answer to part (a) of this

Interregatory.

97. With reference to each of the above Interroga-

tories, identify all persons who participated in the prepara-

tion of the answers, or any portion thereof, or who directly

provide information to the League, its counsel or agents for

use in the preparation of the answers or any portion thereof,

to these Interrogatories.

Dated: October 9, 1981
#

Re ul itted

<-st)..
~

Paul M. Mu'rphy/ /
One of the Attorneys [

for Commonwealth Edison Company

Michael I. Miller
Paul M. Murphy
Alan P. Bielawski
ISHAM, LINCOLN & BEALE
One First National Plaza
Suite 4200
Chicago, Illinois 60603
(312) 558-7500

I
.--- - . -- . . . . . . -
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE*

The undersigned, one of the attorneys for Common-

wealth Edison Company, certifies that on this date he filed

two copies (plus the original) of the attached pleading with

the Secretary of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and

served a copy of same on each of the persons at the addresses

shown on the attached service list by United States mail,

postage prepaid, with the exception of Mr. Myron Cherry,
,

Esq., who was served by Messenger. ',_,
,- ',

DATE: October 9, 1981 ~
3 /,

!.
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*

Dr. Alex Me.yer
Department of Physics
Northern Illinois University
DeKalb, Illinois 60115

Dr. Bruce von Zellen
Department of. Biological Sciences
Northern Illinois University
DeKalb, Illinois 60115
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.

I

!
!

.

L



,

COMMOHWEALTH EDISON COMPANY - Byron Station
Docket Nos. 50-454 and 50-455

.

Marshall E. Miller, Esq., Chairman Dr. A. Dixon Callihan,

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Union Carbide Corporation
Panel P. O. Box Y

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dr. Richard F. Cole Mr. Steven C. Goldberg
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Ms. Mitzi A. Young

Panel Office of the Executive Legal
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Director
Washington, D. C. 20555 U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D. C. 20555

Myron M. Cherry, Esq. Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Cherry, Flynn & Kanter Board Panel
One IBM Plaza U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Room 4501 Washington, D. C. 20555;

Chicago, Illinois 60611'

,

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Secretary
Panel Attn: Chief, Docketing and

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

Washington, D. C. 20555

|

I
Chief Hearing Counsel Ms. Betty Johnson
Office of the Executive Legal 1907 Stratford Lane

Director Rockford, Illinois 61107
,

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