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UNITED STATCS OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY CONCISSION

Before the Atomic Safety and Licensingz Board

In the Matter of

CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING
COMPANY. Et Alo

Docket Nos. 50-440

50-441

(Operating License)

(Perry Nuclear Power Plant,
Units 1 and 2)
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0iiI0 CITIZCIS FOR RISPONSIDLC ENERGY

'
SECOND SET OF INTCRROCATORIES TO STAFT

Ohio Citizens for nNesponsible Enerzy ("OCRC") hereby propounds its second
set of interrozatories to Staff pursuant to the Licensing Board's Order of

July 28, 1981, A statement of purpose will follow,

vhat method for detecting the nresence of corbicula in Lake Irie near PiP?P
does the Staff recommend? oxplain,

In its resnonse to OCRL interrozatory 1-21, Staff stated that the "dischargze
structure of the Perry plant, however, is an of[shore, submersed, hign-
velocity diffuser that should provide no »hcrual habitat or refuse for the
clams." Please state the basis(es) for that statement. It would be help-
ful if 2 contrast between those conditions vhich ercate a ~ood thermal
nabitat or refu;e and those that do not would be nrovided.

interrocatory 1—L_, Staif
Emergency Service later Systenm.
vulneraiility to nostuloted bi
apiyeane o
muclear vover plante in the United Statles and Puerto Dico
la wras mnowm to e nresent in the vicinity of the nlant or
rresent,  (Omit Arl:ansas fu ; 3 this Intcs. venior is
that cituation,

Jor thoze wlan isted in { above, charactcri"ﬂ t“ﬂ
interaction as Lein it nezative (a2 problen:)
uch nlant with neative interaction, enumerate the o
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e what cuuinnien

for those nezative interactions listed
attenpts to control the problen. lote also
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different methods used,

Assuming corbicula is detected in the viecinity of Perry plant, what control
methods does Staff recommend? If Staff still has not yet analyzed methods
for detecting and preventing potential flow blockaze at Perry caused by
corbicula, when does it e:pect to have such analysis completed?

In its response to OCRE interrogatory 1-19, Staff states that "(n)either
the cost effectiveness nor the environmental implications of hypothetical
forms of clam control are at issue in this proceeding." Please explain
and provide factual bases for that statement. Also, interpret the sig-
nificance of the following portion of Issue 7: "...and (Applicant) has not
demonst-ated how it could adequately cope with these clams should they

be present." Order of July 28, 1981 at 84.

Statement of Purpose

The purpose of the feoregoing interrogatories is to clarify the scope of

Issue 7, ascertain the factual bases upon which the IIRC Stalf expects to found
its support of an operating license with regard to Issue 7, and to further pre-
pare OCRE for the offering of evidence on this issue.

Respectfully submitted ,

Robert Alexander

OCRE Interim Representative
2030 Portsmouth St, #
Houston, TX 77098
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

-
Apnlican

This is to certify that ccpies of O
-

~or

CRE First Set of Interrogatories ‘o

nd OCREC Second Set of Interrogzatories to Staff have been served

upon the following persons by deposit, postage prepaid, in the United States

mail this SO th day of January, 1982,
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Robert Alexander

SERVICE LIST

Peter B. Bloch, Chairman

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dr. Jerry R. Klein

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Frederick J. Shon

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board
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

Charles A. Barth, Esq.

Office of the Executive Legal
Director

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Jay Silberg, Esq.
1800 1 Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
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