BElalED CORDESTONDENCT

ENITZD STATES CF AMERICA
NUCLBAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

B=PORE ''HE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BCARD

In the Matter of

POHTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY,
et al.

Docket 50-344

(Centrol Building
Proceeding)

N St S Nl S

(frojan Nuclear Plant)

COLUMBIA ENVIRONMENTAL COUNCIL
INTERROGATORIES TO NRC STAPP

Interrogatery 1
Ahat was . Srmal role and what was the actual role of the
AEC Staff in supervisine the original desipgn of the Control Reom?

Interrogatory 2
Did the AL iuarr independently derive any of the information
srronecusly relied upon?

Interrogatory 93
To the extent taat the scales can be compared, what 18 the baalc
Aicoter scale esquivalent of .25g and of ,150g17

Interregate 4
Describe In éocail the planned anc the actual on-slite supervision
of the censtructlon of the Control Room by employees of AEC.

Interrogato °]
Please state your response of the major paragraph on page two (2)

of the letter to Dr. Pred ¥iller from Hareld I. Laursen, Ph.D., P.E.,
of May 18, 1978. (See Contrel Bullding Docket Correspondence, No.5)

Interrogatory 6
The WRC SEaT; Sencluded en May 26, 1978 that theres was "reasenabdle

assurance" that the fadlity would "withstand the SSE" but that

"the intended and desired margins of safety are not present.”’

(3ce Contrel Reom Decket Correspondsence, No. 10) The Staff (per
Trammell) also eatimated that the Control Bullding had approximately
504 of the seilsmic capacity originally intended and appreved. 1In
tne lignt of tne STARDYNE analyses, what would you new estimate

tne short-fall to te?

Interrogutory 7

AS & resulc oltne two recent major downgradings of the seismic
capacity of the fontrol Room as calculated by Licensee and its
agen$s, nas the NRC 3taff to any extent cencluded that Licenaee
and 1ts agents are less rellables seurces of information than
srevisusly thougnt? If se, to what axtent? If not, why net?
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ories to NRC Staff continuec.

] { STARDYNE computer ) § ? If so, have
they ccn:ucced wn program calculations, why nct?
Intarrcgatory
Has the Stafll
upen whicn th
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n NE 1 ! yed? ‘ why not?

T

n erroza.ory 1C
T?*ane SSE represents the maximum potential earthcuase for the

nd OBE repre sents the maximum earthcuake which can be ex-
LBCde to occur at the site during the 1life of the plant, on what
basis 41s the distinction between these two macde? (See letter from

A. Scheencer to Dr. Miller, Contrcl Building Decket Cirrespondence,
No. 12)

nterrogatery ll
Pl=ase supply cthe study or ot her materlals on wnich it was cen-
cluaed that the csncerns expressed in a June 23, 197C review of
the seismic design crireris for the Trojan Nuclear Plant by
Jenn A. Blecm and Assoclate: could be disregarded.

ne tasis for the statement in the minutes of
tae Directors meeting of PGE on Sept. &, 1lU7¢ that cthere was,
"zeneral agreement among NRC Staff,.Beechtel, the Company's con-

sultant, and tne Company that no sa-ety p"oolema would arise cdue
to interum coperation.”?

nterregatory 13

DosSsSiCle, plLease computs the norizental greund displacement of
4 i 4 =
sartnquaxe at .z5g.

Interrogatory l4

Te wnat extant (s it within the state of th
rattern of nenlinear oehavier of the control reolr
tne spectrum up to and including .25g? Please supp
{nformation oA the sub’ect.
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Interrogatery 17
Previce a nistery
iesign errers.
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