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March 17, 1983

ORDER

(Addressing Applicants' Answers to NECNP Second Set of
Interrogatories and Requests for Documents to Applicants
on Contentions 1.0.1., 1.D8. ,* L.P.,* 1.1.; 1.Ls*

11.B., and Motion for a Protective Order (filed
January 29, 1983) and "NECNP Motion to Compel Answers by

Applicants to NECNP Second Set of Interrogatories on
Contentions I1.D.1., I1.D.4.,* I.F.,* I.I, I.L.,*
and I1.B." (filed February 16, 1983)

1. NECNP seeks to compel access in Interrogatory 3 to Applicant's
draft of the Reactor Vessel Examination Plan. In Interrogatory 7, NECNP
moves to compel a "more accurate and specific answer." Applicant has
resisted and seeks a Protective Order.

2. In response to Interrogatory 3, Applicant stated that the draft
versicn of the "Reactor Vessel Examination Plan" will be submittec in
the "summer of 1983." The Board finds such a vague period of time te be

unacceptable and orders Applicant to either provide NECNP

* By letter dated March 4, 1983, NRC Staff confirmed to Counsel for
NECNP that NECNP had agreed to withdraw seven of its admitted
contentions. Three of these contentions were 1.0.4. (Failure to Comply
With GDC 21); 1.F. (Diesel Generator Qualification); and I.L. (PORV Flow
Detection Monitoring). Copies of the letter were served on the Board
and parties to this proceedinag.
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with the "preliminary draft version of the 'Reactor Vessel Examination
Plan,'" identified in response to Interrogatory 2 or advise this Boarg
and NECNP at the Prehearing Conference on April 7, 1983 of a date
certain in the summer of 1983 when the draft version will be submitted
to NRC and the Intervenor.

3. In Interrogatory 7, NECNP sought identification and descripticn
of any tests or studies at Seabrook on the interaction of safety
functions and control functions. Applicant responded with citations to
FSAR sections. However, Applicant did not identify or describe in those
reference sections any supportative tests or studies. NECNP motion to
compel a more accurate and specific answer to Interrogatory 7 is
granted.

4. Applicants motion for a Protective Order is denied.

FOR THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND
LICENSING BOARD

Helen F. Hoy
ADMINISTPATIVE JLDGE

Dated at Bethesda, Marylanc
this 17th day of March, 1983.



