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Definitions

As used in these interrogatories, the following
terms have the following meanings:

"Litigate" with regard to a topic or contention
means to offer direct testimony relating to, to cross-
examine on, to offer proposed findings or rulings
regarding, or to urge the denial (or allowance subject
to conditions) of the pending application on the basis
of the topic or contention.

"ldentify" with respect to an expert witness means
to state:

(a) The name, mailing address, age and present
professional or employment affiliation of the person;
(b) The profession or occupation and field of

claimed evpertise of the person;

(c) The history of formal education or training of
the person, including, but not limited to, (i) the name
and address of each school where the person received
special education or training, (ii) the date those
schools were attended, and (iii) a description of each
degree earned, including the date and granting
institution;

(d) The history of specialized training in the area

of claimed expertise, including, but nct limited to,



(i) the type of training received, (ii) the name and
address of the institution providing this training, and
(iii) the dates of such training;

(d) The history of membersh.p of the person in any
professional or trade association in the area of
claimed expertise, including, but not limited to, (i)
the name of each professional or trade association,
(11i) the dates of membership, and (iii) a description
of each office held in each association;

(f) A list of publications of any kind by the
person in the area of claimed expertise, including, but
not limited to, (i) the title and subject matter, (ii)
the name and address of the publisher, and (iii) the
date of publication;

(g) A list of any and all licenses in the area of
claimed expertise, including, but not limited to, (i)
the designation of the authority by which the license
was issued, (ii) the date(s) of the licensing, (iii)
the requirements for obtaining each license, and (iv)
the manner by which these requirements were met;

{h) The amount of time the person has worked in the
field of claimed expertise, stating periods where work

was other than on a full-time basis;



(i) The name and address of every person, or every
corporation or other institu“ion, that has employed the
person within the last ten years of employment;

(j) All periods of claimed self-employment,
including a description of all duties and
responsibilities thereof;

(k) All previous experience in the field of claimed
expertise which involved problems, analyses or studies
similar to those concerning which the person is
expected to testify in this proceeding;

(1) All other litigation in which the person has
been consulted, specifying those matters in which the
person has testified, including the name of the case or
matter and the court or other forum in which testimony
was given; and

(m) Any other experience in the field of claimed
expertise.

Notice Regarding Supplementation

Your attention is called to the provisions of 10
CFR § 2.740(3)(1)(ii) regarding your obligation to
supplement interrogatories calling for information

regarding proposed expert witnesses.



General Interrogatories

G-1. With respect to your answers to each of the
specific interrogatcries that follow (other than the
last interrogatory in each series, relating to expert
witnesses), is your answer based upon one or more
documents? If so, please:

(a) Identify each such document on which your
answer is based.

(b) 1Identify the information in each document
on which your answer is based.

G-2. With respect to your answers to each of the
specific interrogatories that follow (other than the
last interrogatory in each series, relating to expert
witnesses), 1s your answer based upon any type of
study, calculation or analysis? If sc, please:

(a) Describe the nature of the study,

calculation or analysis and identify any
documents that discuss or describe the

study, calculation or analysis.

(b) Identify the persons who performed the
study, calculation or analysis.

(c) State when and where the study,
calculation or analysis was performed.

(d) Describe in detail the information or
data that was studied, calculated or
analyzed.

(e) Describe the results cof the study,
calculation or analysis.



(f) Explain how such study, calculation or
. analysis provides a basis for your
answer.

. G-3. With respect to your answers to each of the
specific interrogatories that follow (other than the
last interrogatory in each series, relating to expert
witnesses), is your answer based upon conversations,
consultations, correspondence or any other type of
communication with one or more individuals? 1If so,
please:

(a) Identify each such individual.

(b) State the educational and professicnal
background of each such individual,
including occupation and institutional
affiliates.

(c) Describe the nature of each communication
with each such individual, when it
occurred, and identify all other
individuals involved.

(d) Describe in detail the information
received from each such individual and
explain how it provides a basis for your
answer.

(e) Identify each letter, memorandum, tape,
note or other record related to each
conversation, correspondence, or other
communication with such individual.

Specific Interrogatories

I-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention NH-9

(Radiocactive Monitoring)? (1f the answer to this




interrogatory is an ungualified negative, you may
proceed to Interrogatory II-1l.)

I-2. Please identify in detail each respect in
which CCCNH contends that the Seabrook radiation
monitoring program fails to meet the regquirements GDC-
63, GDC-64, NUREG-0737 or NUREG-0800.

I-3. Please identify each addition to, deletion
from, or change in the Seabrook radiation monitoring
program that, if made, would cause CCCNH to be
satisfied that the program meets all applicable
regulatory requirements.

I-4. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? If
so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary cf the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to

testify;



(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a nctice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of iny expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

I1I-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate contention NH-
10 (Control Room Design)? (If the answer to this
interrogatory is an unqualified negative, you may

proceed to Interrogatory III-1.)



I1-2. Please specify in detail each respect in
which CCCNH contends that the Seabrook control room
design does not comply with GDC-19.

I1-3. Please sepcify in detail each respect in
which CCCNH contends that the Seabrook control room
design does not comply with GDC-20.

1I-4. Please specify in detail each respect in
which CCCNH contends that Seabrook control room design
does not comply with GDC-21.

II-5. Please specify in detail each respect in
which CCCNH contends that Seabrook control room design
does not comply with GDC-22.

I1-6. Please specify in detail each respect in
which CCCNH contends that Seabrook control room design
does not comply with NUREG-0737, Item I1.D.1.

II-7. Please specify in detail each respect in
which CCCNH contends that Seabrook control room design
does not ccmply with NUREG-0737, Item 1.D.2?

II-8. Please specify each change in the Seabrook
control room design that, if made, would satisfy CCCNH
that the Seabroock control room design complies with all
applicable regulatory requirements.

II-9. For each change specified in response to the

foregoing interrogatory, please: (i) identify each and



every United States nuclear power plant that
incorpcrates the change specified, and (ii) identify
each and every United States nuclear power plant that
does not incorporate the change specified.

II-10. Please describe each respect in which each
change specified in response to Interrogatory No. II-8
would or might have an offsetting negat‘ve effect on
control room efficiency or operator pe¢rformance.

II-11. When did CCCNH first review the Seabrook
control room design, and what persons reviewed that
design on CCCNH's behalf?

I11-12. When did CCCNH last review the Seabrock
control room design, and what persons reviewed that
design on CCCNH's belx!f£?

1I1-13. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? If
so, please:

(a) identify each expert witress whom CCCNH intends
to present with r oect to this contention:

(b) state the substance of the iacts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(¢) state the substance of the opinion or opiniors

to which each expert witness is expected to testify;




(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each

opinion to which each expert witness is expected to

testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(£) state whether the cpinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether “he opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,

identify the book or publication.

III-1. Does TCCNH intend to litigate ccntention
NH-13 (Operations Personnel Qualifications and

|
|
Training)? (If the answer to this interrogatory is an ‘
\




unqualified negative, you may proceed to Interrogatory
Iv-1.)

III-2. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the station manager of Seabrook do not
comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.A.1l.1

III-3. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the station manager of Seabrook do not
comply with NUREG-0737, Item I1.A.2.1

11I-4. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the station manager of Seabrook do not
comply with NUREG-0737, Item I1.A.2.3

I1I-5. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the station manager of Seabrook do not
comply with NUREG-0737, Item II.B.4

I11-6. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the gqualifications
or training of the station manager of Seabrook do not
comply with NUREG-0737, Item 1.C.1

I11I-7. Please specify in detail each and every

respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
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or training of the station manager of Seabrook do not
comply with MUREG-0737, Appendix C.

I7.-8. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training cf the assistant station manager of
Seabrook do not comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.A.1l.1.

III-9. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNHY contends that the qualifications
or training of the assistant station manager of
Seabrook do not comply with NUREG-0737, Item I1.A.2.1

III-10. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the assistant station manager of
Seabrook do not comply wich NUREG-0737, Item I1.A.2.3

III-11. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the assistant station manager of
Seabrook do not comply with NUREG-0737, Item 1I1.B.4

III-12. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the assistant station manager of
Seabrook do not comply with NUREG~0737, Item I.C.1

III-13. Please specify in detail each and every

respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
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or training of the assistant station manacer of
Seabrook do nct comply with NUREG-0737, Appendix C.

I1I-14. Please specify in detail each and every
re:zpect in which CCCNH contends that the gqualifications
or training of the senior reactor operators of Seabrook
do not comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.A.1.1.

III-15. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the senior reactor operators of Seabrook
do not comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.A.2.1

II1I-15. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the serior reactor coperators of Seabroock
do not comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.A.2.3

III-17. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the gualifications
or training of the suznior reactor operators of Seabrook
do not comply with NUREG-0737, Item I1I.B.4

I1I-18. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the gualifications
or training of the senior reactor operators of Seabrook
de not comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.C.1

III-19. Please specify in detail each and every

respect in which CCCNH contends that the gualifications



or training of the reactor operators of Seabrook do not
comply with NUREG-0737, Appendix C.

II1-20. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the reactor operators cf Seabrook do not
comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.A.1.1.

III-21. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the reactor operators of Seabrook do not
comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.A.2.1

1I11-22. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the reactor cperatcrs of Seabrook do not
comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.A.2.3

II1-22., Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the reactor operators of Seabrook do not
comply with NUREG-0737, Item II1.B.4&

II1I-24. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training ¢f the reactor operators of Seabrook do not
comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.C.1

I111-25. Please specify in detail each and every

respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications




or traininyg of the reactor operators of Seabrook do not
comply with NUREG-0737, Appendix C.

I111-26. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the shift/technical advisors of Seabrook
do not comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.A.1.1.

I1I-27. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the shift/technical advisors of Seabrook
do not comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.A.2.1

I11-28. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the shift/technical advisors of Seabrook
do not comply with NUREG-0737, Item I.A.2.3

I11-29. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualificaticons
or training of the shift/technical advisors of Seabrock
do not comply with NUREG-0737, Item II.B.4

I1I-30. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the qualifications
or training of the shift/technical advisors of Seabrook
do not comply with NUREG-0737, Item I1.C.1

III-31. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the gqualifications
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or training of the shift/technical advisors ¢ . Seabrook
do not comply with NUREG-0737, Appendix C.

I1II-32. Please specify each and every additiorn to,
deletion from, or change to the gualifications and
training requirements for the Seabrook station manager
that, if made, would satisfy CCCNH that the
qualifications and training of the Seabrook station
manag .. fully complied with all applicable
requirements.

III-33. Please specify each and every additior to,
deletion from, or change to the qualifications and
training requirements for the Seabrook assistant
assistant station manager that, if made, would satisfy
CCCNH that the gqualifications and training of the
Seabrook assistant assistant station manager fully
complied with all applicable requirements.

I11-34. Please specify each and every addition to,
deletion from, or change to the qualifications and
training requirements for the Seabrook senior react r
operators that, if made, would satisfy CCCNH that the
qualifications and training of the Seabrock senior
reactor operators fully complied wi™h all applicable

regquirements.



111-35. Please specify each and every addition to,
iel2tion from, or change to the qualifications and
training requirements for the Seabrook reactor
operators that, if made, would satisfy CCCNH that the
cvalifications and training of the Seabrook reactor
operators fullv complied with all applicable
requirements.

11I-36. Please specify each and every addition to,
deletion from, or change to the qualifications and
training requirements for the Seabrook shift/technical
advisors that, if made, would satisfy CCCNH that the
qualifications and training of the Seabrook
shift/technical advisors fully complied with all
applicable requirements.

I11I-37. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
1f so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
erpert witness 1s expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions

to which each expert witness is expected to testify;
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(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are ccntained in any written
repcrt, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

IV-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention NH~-
20 (Emergency assessment, classification, and

notification)? (If the answer to this interrogatory is
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interrogatory is an unqualified negative, you may
proceed to Interrogatory VI-1.)

V-2. Please specify each and every respect in
which ZCCNH contends that the protective measures set
rorth in the Seabroock emergency plans fail to meet the
requirements of 10 CFR dac 50.47 and Part 50, Appendix
E.

V-3. Please specify in detail each and every
additional protective action that CCCNH contends ought
to be called for in the Seabrook emergency plan.

V-4. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? 1If
so, please:

(a) identify each expert witrniess whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness 1s expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in

response to the foregoing are contained in any written
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report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness

is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or

principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or

principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
ident.fy the book or publication.

Vi-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-I1.A.2? (1f your answer to this interrogatory is
an ungualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory VII-1l.)

VI-2. Please list each valve operator that CCCNH
contends must be environmentally qualified in order to
achieve compliance with 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix A, GDC

4.
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Vi-3. Please list each additional valve operator
(beyond those required to be invironmentally qualified
in order to achieve compliance with GDC 4) that CCCNH
contends must be environmentally qualified "to provide
a reasonable assurance that the equipment can survive
an accident environment of the harshness and duration
experienced at TMI Unit 2."

Vi-4. For each valve operator listed in response
to Interrogatory VI-2, state whether CCCNH contends
that the valve operator is not environmentally
qualified, and describe the basis for such contention.

Vi-5. For each valve operator listed in response
to Interro:atory VI-2, state whether CCCNH contends
that the valve operator is not environmentally
qualified, and describe the basis for such contention.

Vi-6. Please guantify what CCCNH means by the
"harshness" of the "accident environment
experienced at TMI Unit 2."

Vi-7. Please quantify what CCCNH means by the
"duration" of the "accident environment
experienced at TMI Unit 2."

VIiI-8. Please describe each and every accident

scenario that CCCNH contends could produce at Seabrook
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an "accident environment of the harshness and duration
experienced at TMI Unit 2".

Vi-9. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? If
so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or

principle;



(g) state whether the opinion of &»y expert witness
is based in wnole or in part on any code or regulation,
goverrmental or otherwise, and, if sc¢, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific sec“.cun or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the bcok or publication.

VII-1l. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-1.B.1? (If your answer to this interrogatory is
an unqualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory VIII-1l.)

VII-2. Please list each and every system that
CCCNH contends is "required for residual heat removal."

VIiI-3. Please state in detail each portion of each
of the systems listed in response tc the foregoing
interrogatory that CCCNH contends is not
environmentally qualified.

Vii-4. Please describe in detail the nature and
duration of the environment for which CCCNH contends
each of the porticns identified in response to the

foregoing interrogatory should be qualfied.
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VII-5. Please describe in detail each and every
accident scenario that CCCNH contends could expose the
portions identified in response to Interrogatory VII-3
to the environmental conditions described in response
to Interrogatory VII-4 at Seabrook.

ViI-6. Does CCCNH intend to cffer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? If
sc, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opirions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness

is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
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principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or

principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

VIiII-1l. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-1.B.2? (I1f your answer to this interrogatory is
an unqualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory IX-1.)

VIII-2. Please identify each item of equipment at
Seabrook for which CCCNH contends that the duration of
environmental qualification is either inadegquate or
inadequately specified.

VIII-3. For each item of equipment specified in
response to the foregoing interrogatory, please state
the nature and duration of the environment which CCCNH

contends thac item ought to be gqualified.




VI1I-4. Please describe each and every accident
scenario that CCCNH contends could produce at Seabrook
ar environment of the nature and duration stated in
response to the foregeing interrogatory.

VilI-5. What does CCCNH contend was the "duration"
of the accident at TMI?

VIIii-6. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
I1f so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without

the necessity of a notice to produce;



(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code cor regulation,
governme. i or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such cod” or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

IX-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-1.C? (If your answer to this interrogatory is an
ungualified negative, you may proceed to Interrogatory
X=1.)

IX-2. Please specify in detail each and every part
of the pumphouse HVAC system that CCCNH contends must
be "considered safety related."

IX-3. Please sta2" . the basis upon which CCCNH
concludes that each of the i1tems specified in response
to the foregoing interrogatory must be "considered

safety related."
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IX-4. Please specify in detail each and every part
of the pumphouse HVAC system that CCCNH contends must
be environmentally qualified.

IX-5. For each part identified in response to the
foregoing interrogatory, please describe the nature and
duration of the environment for which CCCNH contends
the part the part must be qualified.

IX-6. Please describe in detail each and every
accident scenario that CCCNH contends could produce at
Seabrook an environment in the pumphouse of the nature
and duration described in response to the foreoing
interrogatory.

IX-7. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? 1If
so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to

testify;



(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same withcut
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
pertion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering bocok or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

X~1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-1.D.1? (If your answer to this interrogatory is
an unqualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory XI-1l.)

X-2. Please describe in detail each respect in

which CCCNH contends that the ultrasonic testing of
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reactor vessel welds during preservice examination
fails to comply with GDC 1.

X-3. Please specify in detail each addition to ,
deletion from, or change to the prerervice reactor
vessel weld ultrasonic testing procedure that, if made,
would satisfy CCCNH that GDC 1 has been fully complied
with.

X-4. Please describe in detail each respect in
which CCCNH contends that the ultrasonic testing of
reactor vessel welds during inservice examination fails
to comply with GDC 1.

X~-5. Please specify in detail each addition to,
deletion from, or change to the inservice reactor
vessel weld ultrasonic testing procedure that, if made,
would satisfy CCCNH that GDC 1 had been fully complied
with.

X~-6. Does CCCNH contend that Regulatory Guide
1.150 describes the only procedure for the preservice
and inservice ultrasonic testing of reactor vessel
welds by which compliance with GDC 1 may be
demonstrated?

X-7. 1f your answer tc the foregoing interrogatory
is in the affirmative, please state in detail CCCNH's

basis for this contention.



X-8. 1If your answer to Interrogatory X-6 was other
than in the affirmative, please describe in Jdetail each
and every other procedure for preservice and inservice
ultrasonic testing »f reactor vessel welds that also
complies with GDC 1.

X-9. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? If
so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance oi the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness

is based in wkole or in part on any scientific rule or
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principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or

principile;

(g) state whether the opinion ot any expert witness

is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,

governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each

such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XI-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-1.D.2? (1f your answer to this interrogatory is
an unqualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory XII-1l.)

XI-2. With respect to each of the twelve systems
referred in this contention, dces CCCNH contend that no
justification for not testing each at full power is
acceptable?

XI-3. With respect to each of the twelve systems
referred to in this contention, please describe each
and every justification for not testing each at full

power that CCCNH would conclude is acceptable.
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X1-4. With respect to each of the twelve systems
referred to in this contention, does CCCNH contend that
the only way of reliably testing each is testing at
full power?

X1-5. With respect to each of the systems referred
to in this contention, please describe each means cf
testing each other than at full power that, in CCCNH's
judgment, is reliable.

XI-6. Please define the term "reliable" as it is
used by CCCNH with respect to this contention.

XI-7. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? If
so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCIH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to whizh each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which ea~h expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in

response to the foregeing are contained in any written



report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,

whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part osn any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
gortion therecf relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XII-1l. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP~-1.D.3? (If your answer to this interrogatory is
an ungqualfied negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory XIII-1).

X11-2. Does CCCNH contend that the "airborne
radicactivity detector"” referred to in the second
sentence of this contention fails to comply with GDC

a1?
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XI11-3. Please list and describe each and every
system and device which CCCNH contends comprises a part
of "the leakage detection system" and which CCCNH
contends fails comply with GDC 21.

XII-4. Please state each and every reason why
CCCNH contends that GDC 21 applies to the Seabrook
"leakage detection system."

X1I-5. Please describe every regulation,
regulatory guide, NUREG (or similar document) cr other
authority upon which CCCNH relies for its contention
that GDC 21 applies to a leakage detection system.

X1I-6. Please identify and list each and every
other nuclear power plant in connection with the
operating license for which the NRC Staff has asserted
that GDC 21 applies to the leakage detection system of
which.

X1I-7. Does CCCNH contend that Regulatory Guide
1.45 is not complied with by any portion of the
Seabrook application?

XII-8. Unless your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory is an unqualified negative, please
identify each portion of the Seabrook plant which CCCNH
contends fails to comply with any applicable portion of

Regulatory Guide 1.45, and, for each such portion,



identify the provision of Regulatory Guide 1.45 that
CCCNH contends is not complied with and state each and
every reason why CCCNH contends (i) that that portion
of Regulatory Guide 1.45 is applicable to that portion
of the plant and (ii) that that portion of Regulato!y
Guide 1.45 is not complied with.

XII-9. Please list and identify each c~mponent cI{
the Reactor Coolant Pressure “.oundary Leakage Detection
System that CCCNH contends must be tested or calibrated
in accordance with the provisions of IEEE 279-71.

XII-10. For each component identified and listed
in response to the foregoing interrogatory, please
state each and every reason why CCCNH contends that the
component must be tested or calibrated under IEEE 279-
71.

XII-11l. For each component identified and listed
in response to Interrogatory Nou. XII-9, please specify
those that CCCNH contends are required to be tested at
power.

XI11-12. For each component identified and listed
in response to the foregoing interrogatory, please
state each and every reason why CCCNH contends that the

component must be tested or calibrated at power.
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X11- . Does CCCNH contend that compliance with
Regulatory Cuide !.22 requires testing of the Reactor
Coolant Pressure Bounadary Leakage Detection System at
power?

XII-14. Un.ess your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory is an unqualified negative, state each
and every reason why CCCNH so contends.

X11-15. Doues CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
If so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to presentc with respect to this contention;

‘b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness i1s expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without

the necessity of a notice to produce;
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(£) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
prirciple;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or ctherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereot relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XIII-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-1.D.4? (If your answer to this interrogatory is
an ungualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory XIV-1l.)

XIII-2. Does CCCNH contend that the application
fails in any respect o meet the requirements of
IEEE 338-19757?

XI1I-3. 1If your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory was anything other than an unqualfied

negative, please describe in detail each and every
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respect in which CCCNH contends that the application
fails to meet the requirements of IEEE 338-197S.

XIII-4. Please describe in detail each and every
addition to, deletion from, or change to the
application that, if made, would satisfy CCCNH that the
application meets all the requirement of IEEE 338-1975.

XIII-5. Please describe in detail each and every
difference between IEEE 338-1977 and IEEE 338-1975 that
CCCNH contends is significant for purposes of judging
the compliance of the application with GDC 21.

XIII-6. Does CCCNH contend that IEEE 338-1977
describes the only way in which GDC 21 can be complied
with?

XIII-7. 1If your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory was anything other than an ungualfied
affirmative, please describe in detail each and every
means of complying with GDC 21 other than by meeting
the requirements of IEEE 338-1977.

XIII-8. 1If your answer to Interrogatory No. XIII-6
is in the affirmative, please describe how GDC 21 was
complied with prior to the promulgation of IEEE 338-
1977.

XIII-9, Please list and describe each and every
system, device and component that CCCNH contends must
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comply with GDC 18, GDC 21, 10 CFR § 50.55a cor
Criterion XI of Appendix B to 10 CFR Part 50.

XIII-10. Please list each of the standards
identified by the Applicants in their answer to NECNP-
Interrogatory No. 1.D.4-6 that CCCNH contends is
inadequate.

XIII-11l. For each standard listed in response to
the foregoing interrogatory, please state (i) each and
every respect in which CCCNH contends the standard is
inadequate, (ii) each and every reason why CCCNH
contends the standard is inadequate, and (iii) the
standard that CCCNH contends ought to be applied
instead.

XIII-12. Does CCCNH cont nd that any of the ways
in which the Applicants meet the design and operational
criteria for performance of periodic testing of safety
systems identified by the Applicants in response to
NECNP-Interrogatory 1.D.4-8 fails to comply with any
applicable regulatory requirement?

XIII-13. Unless your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory is an unqualfieid negative, please (i)
1iaentifyeach such way, (ii) identify each regulatory

requirement that CCCNH contends is applicable and not
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complied with, and (iii) state each and every reason
why CCCNH so contends.

XIII-14. Does CCCNH contend that any system other
than or in addition to those systems identified by the
Applicants in response to NECNP-Interrogatory 1.D.4-10
are subject to a periodic testing requirement perforce
GDC 21?

XIII-15. Unless your answer is a unqualified
negative, please (i) identify and describe each such
additional system, (ii) state whether CCCNH contends
that the regquirements of GDC 21 are not met in respect
of that system, (iii) state fully each and every reason
why CCCNH contends that the system is subject to the
requirements of GDC 21, (iv) state fully each and every
reason why CCCNH contends that the reguirements of GDC
are not met in respect of that system, and (v) describe
in detail each and every change to or respecting that
system or the testing thereof that, if made, would
satisfy CCCNH that the requirements of GDC have been
fully satisfied.

XIII-16. Does CCCNH contend that the test
equipment will cause a loss of independence between

redundant channels or load groups?
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X11I-17. Unless your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory is an ungalified negative, please (i)
describe and list each loss of independence that CCCNH
contends will be caused, (ii) state fully each and eery
reason why CCCNH so contends, and (iii) describe each
and every modification to the equipment or procedures
that, if implemented, would satisfy CCCNH that such
loss of independence would not cccur.

X11I-18. Does CCCNH contend that there is not
sufficient redundancy within each safety system to
provide redundancy even when degraded by a single
random failure?

XIII-19. Unless your answer toc the foregoing
interrogatory is an unqualified negative, please (i)
describe and list each system which CCCNH contends
lacks such redundancy and (ii) for each such system:
(a) identify specifically each point at which CCCNE
contends redundancy is lost, (bi) describe in detail
how CCCNH contends that a single random failure will
cause the loss of redundancy, and (c) describe in
detail each modification to the system that CCCNH
contends would eliminate the loss of redundancy.

XI11-20. Does CCCNH contends that any of the test

intervals specified in the Standard Technical
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Specification (Regulatory GCuide 452) fails to meet the
requirements of GDC 21?

XII11-21. Unless your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory is an unqualified negative, please (i)
specify each test interval that CCCNH contends is
inadequate, (ii) state what CCCNH contends is the
required test interval, (iii) state fully each and
every reason why CCCNH so contends, and (iv) identify
each rnuclear power plant pcssessing an operating
license at which the intervalspecified in the Standard
Technical Specifications has been found to be
inadequate.

X1I1I-22. Does CCCNH contend that status,
annunciating, display and monitoring functions are
other than control functions? If so, please state each
and every reason why CCCNH so contends.

XI111-23. Does CCCNH contend that status,
annunciating, display and monitoring functions are
safety functions? 1If so, please state each and every
reason why CCCNH so contends.

XIII-24. Does CCCNH contend that response time
testing 1s required by GDC 21 to any extent beyond that
set forth in Applica~ts' response to RAI 420.17 and
Applicants' response to NECNP-Interrogatory I1.D.4-23?
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XI111-25. Unless your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory is an unqualfied negative, please, (i)
identify each system, component, channel, cor sensors in
respect of which CCCNH contends such testing is
required and (ii) state each and every reason why CCCNH
so contends.

XI1II-26. Does CCCNH contend that the procedures
described in FSAR 4\ 1.8 are in any respect not in
compl:ance with the guidance of Regulatory Guide 1.227

XI11I-27. Unless your answer to the forogoing'
interrogatory is an unquxlfied negative, please
(i)describe each aspect of the procedures described in
that paragraph that CCCNH contends fail to meet the
guidance of the Regulatory Guide, (ii) state fully each
and every reason why CCCNH so contends, (iii) state
whether CCCNH contends that the applications therefore
fails to comply with GDC 21, and (iv) state fully each
and every reason why CCCNH so contends.

X111-28. Does CCCNH contend that the design of the
Seabrook safety systems fails to provide adeguate means
to prevent the expansion of any bypass condition =o
redundant channels or load groups during testing

operaztions?
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XI11I1-29. Unless your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory is an unqualified negative, please (i)
describe each point at which CCCNH contends an
expansion is inadequately prevented, (ii) state fully
each and every reason why CCCNH so contends, and (iii)
describe each and every modification to the design
that, if made, wouldsatisfy CCCNH that expansion is
adequately prevented.

XI1iI-30. Does CCCNH contend that in any portion of
the Seabrook safety systems redundant compenents are
used within a single channel or load group?

XIII-31. Unless your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory is a ungqualified negative, please
identify and describe each place at which CCCNH
contends such redundant components are used and state
fully each and every :eason why CCCNH sc contends.

XIII-32. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
1f so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each

expert witness is expected to testify;
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(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
cpinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregocing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a nctice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,

identify the book or publication.
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X1V-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention

NECNP-I1.F? (If your answer to this interrogatory is an

unqualified negative, you may proceed to Interrogatory
Xv-1.)

XIV-2. Please specify in detail each respect in
which CCCNH contends that the Applicants have not met
the requirements of GDC 17, as alleged in Contention
NECNP-1.F.

XIV-3. Flease specify in detail each respect in
which CCCNH contends that the Applicants have not met
the requirements of Criterion III, Appendix B, as
alleged in Contention NECNP-1.F.

XIV-4. Please specify in detail each respect in
which CCCNH contends that the Applicants have not met
the regquirements cf IEEE 323-1974, as alleged in
Contention NECNP-I.F.

XIV-5. Please specify in detail each respect, if
any, in which CCCNH contends that the Applicants have
not met the requirements of Reg. GCuide 1.9 insofar as
Reg. Guide 1.9 addresses compliance with GDC 17,
Criterion III, App. B, IEEE 323-1974, or the
environmental qualification of diesel generators.

XIV-6. Please specify in detail each and every

change in or regarding the diesel generators proposed
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for Seabrook that CCCNH contends must be made in order
for the regulatory requirements of the NRC to be met.

XIV-7. For each change specified in response to
the foregoing interrogatory, specify the regulatory
requirement that, in CCCNH's judgment, requires the
change.

XIV-8. Please describe all differences between
IEEE 323-1974 and "I1EEE 323-1977."

XIV-9. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? If
8o, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect tc this conten*ion;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
cpinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written

report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
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whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion therecf relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XV-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-1.G? (1f your answer to this interrogatory is an
ungqualified negative, you may proceed to Interrogatory
XVI-1.)

XV-2. Please list and describe each of the the
instruments that CCCNH contends are within the
description "RCS wide-rage pressure instruments being

utilized at Seabrook."
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XV-3. Please describe the location of each of the
inst*ruments listed in response to the foregoing
interrcgatory.

XV-4. Please provide the basis for each of the
locations provided in response to the foregoirny
interrogatory.

XV-5. For each of the instruments listed and
described in response to Interrogatory No. XV-2, please
state each and every reason why CCCNH contends that the
instrument "cannot be relied uponto provide accurate
information."

XV-6. Does CCCNH have any basis for this
conteation other than I&E Information Notice No. 82-11?

XV-7. Does CCCNH contend the I&E Information
Notice No. 82-11 applies to the instrumentation
proposed for Seabrook?

XV-8. Prior to the time that CCCNH filed its
contentions, had any person or firm advised CCCNH that
I&E Information Notice No. 82-11 applied to the
instrumentation proposed for Seabrook?

XV-9. VUnless your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory is an unqualified negative, please
identify the person cor firm who so advised CCCNH,

please state the date or dates on which the advice was
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given, please state whether the advice was in writing
and, if so, identify the document or documents
contained or transmitting the advice, and please
describe in detail the gualifications of the person or
firm that CCCNH contends qualified him, her or it to
give the advice.

XV-10. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? 1If
so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this ccntention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness 1s expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are ccntained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without

the necessity of a notice to produce;
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(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in who.e or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XVI-1l. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-1.1? (If your answer to this interrogatory is an
unqualified negative, you may proceed to Interrogatory
XVIiIi-1l.)

XVI-2. Please describe each path to cold shutdown
that, if environmentally qualified, would satisfy CCCNH
that the provisions of I&E Bulletin 70-01B have been
fully satisfied.

XVIi-3. For each of the paths identified in
response to the foregoing interrogatory, please list

each system or device that CCCNH contends must be
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environmentally qualified in order for that path to
satisfy fully the provisions of I&E Bulletin 79-01B.

XVI-4. 1Is there any path to cold shutdown at
Seabrook that, even if environmentally qualfied, CCCNH
contends would not satisfy the provisions of I&E
Bulletin 79-01B?

XVI-5. Unless your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory is an unqualifiea negative, please
describe each and every such path, and state in detail
all of the reasons why it would not satisfy I&E
Bulletin 79-01B.

XVI1-6. Is there any path to cold shutdown at
Seabrook that CCCNH contends cannot be environmentally
qualified in order to meet the provisions of I&E
Bulletin 79-01B?

XVI-7. Unless your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory is an unqualified negative, please
describe each and every such path and state fully all
of the reasons why it cannot be environmentally
qualified.

XVIi-8. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of

any expert witness with respect tc this contention? 1If

s0, please:




(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contenticn;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary -f the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or

pertiocn thereof relied upon; and
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(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XV1iI-1l. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-1.L? (If your answer to this interrogatory is an
unqualified negative, you may proceed to Interrogatory
XVIIiIi-1.)

XVII-2. Please specify in detail each and every
reason why CCCNH contends that the Seabrook PORV
position indicators do not comply with the regulatory
requirements of the NRC.

XVII-3. For each and every reason specified in
response to the foregoing interrogatory, please
identify the regulatory requirement that CCCNH contends
imposes requirement.

XVII1-4. Please identify the source of CCCNH's
contention that the Applicants intend to rely upon
"measuring noiz=_."

XVII-5. Dces CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
If so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends

to present with respect to this contention;
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(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a ncotice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness

is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or

.



engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XVIII-1l. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-I.M? (If your answer to this interrcgatory is an
unqualified negative, you may proceed to Interrogatory
XIX-1.)

XVI1I-2. Please specify eacr regulatory
requirement which CCCNH contends that Applicants' fire
protection plan must comply with.

XVIII-3. Please specify in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the Applicants'
fire protection plan does not comply with any othe
regulatory requirements which CCCNH contends must be
met, describing in detail for each such instance of
asserted non-compliance: (i) the nature of the asserted
non-compliance, (ii) the rature of the addition to,
deletion from, or change in the fire protection plan
which CCCNH contends must be made in order to bring the
plan into compliance, (iii) the regulatery requirement
which CCCNH contends is not complied with, and (iv)
CCCNH's basis “or contending that the regulatory

requirment applies to Seabrook.
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XVII1I-4. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
I1f so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(&) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
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such code or regulation aad the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publicaticn, and, if so,
identify the bouok or publication.

XI1X-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-I.N? (If your answer to this interrogatory is an
unqualified negative, you may proceed to Interrogatory
XX-1.)

XI1X-2. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? If
so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinien to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in

response to the foregoing are contained in any written

-



report, memoranda., or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the cpinion of any expert witness

s based in wheole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering bcok or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XX-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
JECNP-1.U? (If your answer to this interrogatory is an
unqualified negative, you may proceed to Interrogatory
XXI-1.)

XX-2. Please specify the values which CCCNH
contends are the proper values for p;, Pz, Pa and p,
for the calculation of turbine missile probability at

Seabrook?



XX-3. What is the uncertainty associated with each
of CCCNH's values for the foregoing parameters?

XX-4. Please explain in detail how CCCNH derives
the values supplied by it in response to the two
foregoing interrcgatories.

XX-5. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? If
so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the arounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(£) state whether the opinion of any expert witness

is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
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principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XXI-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-II.B.1? (If your answer to this interrogatory is
an unqualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory XXII-1l.)

XXI-2. Please describe in detail what CCCNH
contends is the proper definition of the term "safety
related."

XXI1-3. Please describe what CCCNH contends is the
proper definition of the term "important to safety."

XXI-4. Please explain what CCCNH contends are the
differences between "safety related" and "important to

safety."
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XX1-5. Does CCCNH agree that if, in fact, the
Applicants have aggregated all of the equipment that is
"safety related,"” as CCCNH understands the term, and
all of the equipment that is "important to safety," as
CCCNH understands the term, and has subjected the
aggregated egquipment to requirements applicable to
egquipment that is "safety related," then the difference
in understanding between CCCNH and the Applicants is
academic?

XXI~-€. Please specify and describe each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the Applicants'
Quality Assurance Program for operation fails to meet
the requirements of 10 CFR Part 50, App. B, specifying
in each case: (i) the specific part of the Program that
CCCNH contends is not in compliance, (ii) the specific
part of App. B. with which CCCNH contends it is not in
compliance, and (iii) each and every addition to,
deletion from, or change in the Program that CCCNH
contends must be made in order to bring the Program
into compliance.

XX1-7. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? If

so, please:
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(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect tc this contenticn;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert withess is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, ard, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion ¢f any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulaticon and the specific section or

portion thereof relied upon; and




(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or .n part upon any scientific or
ergineering book or other publication, and, if so,
‘dentify the book or publication.

XXI1I-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-II.B.3? (If your answer to this interrogatory is
an unqualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory XXIII-1.)

XX11-2. Please describe in detail each and every
reason why CCCNH contends that the Program does not
have the independence required by App. B.

XXI11-3. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
If so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

{c) state the substance of the opinion or opinicns
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to

testify;
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(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in

response to the foregoing are contained in any written

report, memcranda, or other transcript, and, if so,

whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whecle or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XXIII-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-11.B.4? (If your answer to this interrogatory is
an unqualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory XXIV-1.)

XXIII-2. Please state each and every reason why

CCCNH contends that the Program does nct meet the




requirements of App. B, specifying in datail: (i) each
specific part of the Program which CCCNH contends is
not in compliance, (ii) each part of App. B with which
CCCNH contends the specific part of the Program is not
in compliance, and (iii) each and every addition to,
deletion from, or change in the Program which CZCNH
contends must be made in order to bring the Program
into compliance.

XX111-3. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
If so, please:

(a) identify cach expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summarv of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written

report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,

=D



whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(£f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the cpinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XXIV-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-II.B.5? (If your answer to this interrogatory is
an unqualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory XXV-1.)

XXIV-2. Please state each and every reason why
CCCNH contends that the Program does not meet the
requirements of App. B, specifying in detail (i) each
specific part of the Program which CCCNH contends is

not in compliance, (ii) each part of App. B with which
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CCCNH contends the specific part of the Program is not
in compliance, and (iii) each and every addition to,
deletion from, or change in the Program which CCCNH
contends must be made in order to bring the Program
into compliance.

XXIV-3. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
1f so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect td this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary c¢f the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinicns listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness

is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
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principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion therecf relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opiniru of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific aor
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XXV~-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
SAPL Supp-3? (If your answer to this interrngatory is
an unqualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory XXVI-1.)

XXV-2. Please describe in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the Applicants are
not in compliance with the Policy Statement c¢f June 13,
1980.

XXV-3. Please describe in detail in terms of
initiating sequences and source terms each and every
"class 9" accident which CCCNH contends is regquired to

be discussed by the Applicants.
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XXV-4. For each and every "class 9" accident
identified in response to the foregoing interrogatory,
ple2ase describe each and every consequence which CCCNH
contends will result from that accident.

XXV-5. CSeparately for each of the conseguences
desc:ibed in response to the foregoing interrogatory,
please state what CCCNH contends is the probability
that the consequence will occur per reactor year of
Seabrook Station operation.

XXV-6. Please describe in detail the derivation of
each of the )(robabilities supplied in response to the
foregoing intcerrogatory.

XXV-7. Does CCCNH contend that on account of the
probability or consequences of any "class 9" accident
at. Seabrock, additional design or related features are
required 28 a condition to the granting of the
operating license?

XXV-8. Unless your answer to the fcregoing
interrogatory is an ungualfified negative, please list
each such feature that CCCNH contends should be
required, and for each such feature state: (i) the
particular accident scenario and conseguences producing
the requirement, (ii) the extent to which the

additional features will mitigate either probability or
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consequence, (iii) the cost (including the cost of
delay) of implementing the additicnal feature, and each
and every basis for the values given in response to
this interrogatory.

XXV-9. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony of
any expert witness with respect to this contention? If
so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness

is based in whcocle or in part on any scientific rule or
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principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XXVI-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
CCCNH-4? (If your answer to this interrogatory is an
unqualified negative, you may proceed to Interrogatory
XXVIIi-1.)

XXVI-2. Please describe each and every fact on
which CCCNH relies in support of this contention.

XXVI-3. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
If so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
o present with respect to this contenticn;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each

expert witness is expected to testify;
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(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is bosed in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code cor regulation and the specific section or
pertion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,

identify the book or publication.
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XXVII-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate ( tention
CCCNH-5? (If your answer to this interrogatory is an
unqualified negative, you may proceed to Interrogatory
XXVIII-1.)

XXVII-2. Please describe each and every fact on
which CCCNH relies in support of this contention.

XXV1I-3. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
1f so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH 1s willing to produce the same without

the necessity of a notice to produce;
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(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert w tness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
gove: nmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code cor regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XXVIII-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
CCCNH-7? (If your answer to this interrogatory is an
unqualified negative, you may proceed to Interrogatory
XXIX-1.)

XXVI1II-2. Please state each and every fact on
which CCCNH relies in support of this contention.

XXVII1I-3. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
I1f sc, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends

to present with respect to this contention;
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(b) state the substance of the facts to which each

expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance cf the opinion or opinions

to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or cther transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whcle or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness

is based in wheole or in part upon any scientific or
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engineer.ng book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XXIX~1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP~-III.1? (If your answer to this interrogatory is
an unqualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory XXX-1.)

XXIX-2. Please specify each and every respect in
which CCCNH contends that the Applicants'
classification and action level scheme fails to comply
with the requirements of 10 CFR § 50.47(b)(4)

XX1X~-3. For each respect specified in response to
the foregoing interrogatory, please describe each
addition to, deletion from, or change in the
Applicants' classification and action level scheme
that, if made, would satisfy CCCNH that the scheme
complies with 10 CFR § 50.47(b)(4) in all respects.

XXIX-4. For each "justification" that CCCNH
contends is both required and not provided by the
Applicants, please describe i1n detail each and every
justification that would satisfy CCCNH as being
adequate and in compliance with 10 CFR § 50.47(b)(4).

XX1X-5. Please explain what is meant by the
contention that "The classification scheme minimizes

the potential signficance of transients."”
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XXIX-6. With respect to the contention that "The
classificaiton scheme minimizes the potential

" please list and describe

significance of transients,
each of .... transients that CCCNH contends have been
minimized.

XXIX-7. With respect to the contention that '"The
classificaiton scheme minimizes the potential

significance of transients,"” please gquantifiy (i) what
CCCNH contends is the Applicants' statement of the
potential for each transientof which CCCNH contends the
Applicants have minimized the potential, and (ii) what
CCCNH contends the potential actually is.

XXIX-8. With respect to the ccntention that "The
classificaiton scheme minimizes the potential
significance of transients," describe each change in
the scheme that, if made, would satisfy CCCNH that the
potential had not been minimized.

XXIX-9., With respect to the contention that "The
Aoplicants' classification scheme fails to include
censideration of specific plant circumstances, such as
the anticipated time lag for evacuation due to local

' please specify in detail the "local

problems,"
problems" that CCCNH contends will affect evacuation

times.
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XXIX-10.

With respect to the contention that "The

Applirants' classification scheme fails to include

consideration of specific plant circumstances, such as

the anticipated time lag for evacuation due to local

problems,

(1)

(11)

(iii)

(iv)

XXIX-11.

please state:

For each sector on the compass, what CCCNH
accepts as the evacuation time under
maximum population conditions apart from
each of the "local problems" specified in
response to the foregoing interrcgatory
(i.e., assuming they did not exist);

The amount of additional time that CCCNH
contends must be added to the evacuation
time estimate for each sector for each of
the "local problems" separately stated;

The aggregate evacuation time that CCCNH
contends must be employed for emergency
planning purposes for each sector, taking
into account all of the "local problems;
and

Each and every ameliorative step that CCCNH
contends must be taken on account of each
of the "local problems."

With respect to the contention that "The

Applicants' classification scheme fails to include

consideration of specific plant circumstances, such as

the anticipated time lag for evacuation due to local

problems,

please specify in detail each and every

other "specific plant circumstance”" that CCCNH contends

must be considered.

=83~



XX1X-12. For each of the "specific plant
circumstances"”" specified in response to the foregoing
interrogatory, please specify each and every addition
to, deletion from, or change in the classification
scheme that CCCNH contends shculd be made as a result
of consideration of the "circumstance."

XXIX-13. With respect to the contention that "The
classification scheme fails to provide a reasonable
assurance that Seabrook onsite and offsite emergency
response apparatus and personnel can b~ brought to an
adequate state of readiness quickly enough to respond
to an accident," please specify each item and category
of onsite apparatus with respect to which CCCNH intends
to litigate this contention.

XXIX-14. With respect to the contention that "The
classification scheme fails to provide a reasonable
assurance that Seabrook onsite and offsite emergency
response apparatus and personnel can be brought to an
adequate state of readiness quickly encugh to respond
to an accident," please specify each item and category
of offsite apparatus with respect to which CCCNH
intends to litigate this contention.

XXIX-15. With respect to the contention that "The

classification scheme fails to provide a reasonable
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assurance that Seabrook onsite and cffsite emergency
response apparatus and personnel can be brought to an
adequate state of readiness quickly enough to respond
to an accident," please specify each item and category
of onsite personnel with respect to which CCCNH intends
to litigate this contention.

XXIX-16. With respect to the contention that "The
classification scheme fails to provide a reasonable
assurance that Seabrook onsite and offsite emergency
response apparatus and personnel can be brought to an
adequate state of readiness quickly enough to respond
to an uccident," please specify each item and category
of offsite personnel with respect to which CCCNH
intends to litigate this contention.

XX1X-17. With respect to the contention that "The
classification scheme fails to provide a reasonable
assurance that Seabrook onsite and offsite emergency
response apparatus and personnel can be brought to an
adeqguate state of readiness quickly enough to respond
to an accident," please specify in detail each addition
to, deletion from, or change in the classification
scheme that, if made, would satisfy CCCNH that onsite

and offsite emergency response apparatus and personnel
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can be brought to an adeqg:-te state of readiness
quickly enought to respoend to an accident.

XXIX-18. With respect to the contention that "The
classification scheme fails to provide a reasonable
assurance that Seabrook onsite and offsite emergency
response apparatus and personnel can be brought to an
adeguate state of readiness quickly enough to respond
to an accident," please quantify, for each item and
category of apparatus and personnel wiilh respect to
which CCCNH intends to litigate this cohtention, what
is denoted by the expressicn "quickly enough."

XXIX-19. With respect to the contention that "The
classification scheme fails to provide a reasonable
assurance that Seabrook onsite and offsite emergency
response apparatus and personnel can be brought to an
adequate state of readiness quickly enough to respond

to an accident,"

please gquantify, for each item and
category of apparatus and personnel with respect to
which CCCNH intends tc¢ litigate this contention, what
is denoted by the expression "adeguate state of
readiness."

XXIX-20. With recpect to the contention that "The

classification scheme fails to provide a reasonable

assurance that Seabrook onsite and offsite emergency
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response apparatus and personnel can be brought to an
adegquate state of readiness quickly enough to respond
to aa accident," does CCCNH contend that the assurance
that it finds missing from the classification scheme is
not supplied by other documents or rarts of documents
consituting a part of or prepared in connection with
the application?

XXIX-21. Please list each of the documents or
parts of documents reviewed by CCCNH prior toc and for
the specific purpose of responding to the foregoing
interrogatory.

XXI1X-22. With respect to the contention that "The
[classification] scheme is incapable of being
implemented effectively to protect the public health
and safety because it provides no systematic means of
identifying, monitoring, analyzing, and responding to
the symptoms of transients and other indicators that
transients may occur," does CCCNH ccntend that this
omission violates any regulatory or quasi-regulatory
standard other than NUREG-0654?

XXIX-23. Unless your answer to the foregoing
intercogatory is an unqualified negative, please
speciiy each regulatory standard which CCCNE contends

is violated by the omission alleged.
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XXIX-24. With respect to the contention that "The
[classification] scheme is incapab’e of being
implemented effectively to protect the public health
and safety because it provides no systematic means of
identifying, monitoring, analyzing, and responding to
the symptoms of transients and other indicators that
transients may occur," please list each of the
transients that CCCNH contends must be included, and,
for each such transient, please describe in detail the
"symptoms" of that transient.

XXIX-25. With respect to the contention that "The
[classification] scheme is incapable of being
implemented effectively to protect the public health
and safety because it provides no systematic means of
identifying, monitoring, analyzing, and responding to
the symptoms of transients and other indicators that
transients may occur," please describe each and every
"other indicator that" each such transient "may occur.

XXIX-26. Has CCCNH performed, or has it had any
other person perform on its behalf, any estimates of
Seabrook evacuation times?

XXIX-27. Unless your answer to the foregoing
interrogatory is an ungualfied negative, please: (i)

identify each such estimate, (ii) identify the
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author(s) of and principal contributor(s) to the
estimate, and (iii) state the date the estimate was
completed.

XXIX-28. Does CCCNH intend to rely upon any
estimate of Seabrook evaluation times other than any
estimate identified in response to the foregoing
interrogatory? 1If so, please: (i) identify each such
estimate, (ii) identify the author(s) of and principal
contributor(s) to the estimate, and (iii) state the
date the estimate was completed.

XXIX-29. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
If so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts tc which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or ocpinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in

response to the foregoing are contained in any written
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XXX-3. Please describe what CCCNH means by the
phrase "failure of both units" as used in connection
with the foregoing interrogatory.

XXX-4. Please quantify the parameters of the
earthquake that CCCNH contends could cause a "failure
of both units."

XXX-5. Please describe in detail each addition to,
deletion from, or change in the Seabrook emergency plan
that CCCNH contends is necessary in order to respond to
a "failure of both units" on account of a severe storm.

XXX-6. Please describe what CCCNH means by the
phrase "failure of both units" as used in connection
with the foregeing interrogatory.

XXX-7. Please quantify the parameteis of the
severe storm that CCCNH contends could cause a "failure
of both units."

XXX-8. Please describe in detail each addition to,
deletion from, or change in the Seabrook emergency plan
that CCCNH ccntends is necessary ‘n order to respond to
a "failure of both units" on account of a loss of
offsite power.

XXX-9. Please describe what CCCNH means by the
phrase "failure of ' _th units" as used in connection

with the foregoing interrogatory.
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XXX-10. Please quantify the parameters of the loss
of offsite power that CCCNH contends could cause a
"failure of both units."

XXX-11. Flease describe in detail each addition
to, deletion from, or change in the Seabrook emergency
plan that CCCNH contends is necessary in order to
respond to a "failure of both units" on account of a
degraded grid voltage.

XXX-12. Please describe what CCCNH means by the
phrase "failure of both units" as used in connection
with the foregoing interrogatory.

XXX-13. Please gquantify the parameters of the
degraded grid voltage that CCCNH contends could cause a
"failure of both units."

XXX-14. Please describe each and every respect in
whizh CCCNH contends that 10 CFR § 50.47(b)(1) requires
"different actions for a simultaneous event than for an
event at a single reactor."

XXX-15. Please describe each and every respect in
which CCCNH contends that 10 CFR § 50.47(b)(2) requires
"different actions for a simultaneous event than for an
event at a single reactor."

XXX-16. Please describe each and every respect in

which CCCNH contends that 10 CFR § 50.47(b)(3) requires



"different actions for a simultaneous
event at a single reactor."

XXX-17. Please describe each and

which CCCNH contends that 10 CFR § 50.

"different actions for a simultaneocus
event at a single reactor."”

X¥XX-18. Please describe each and

which CCCNH contends that 10 CFR § S50.

"different acticns for a simultaneous
event at a single reactor."

XXX~-19. Please describe each and

which CCCNE contends that 10 CFR § 50.

"different acticus for a simultaneous
event at a single reactor."
and

XXX-20. Please describe each

which CCCNH cont.ends that 10 CFR § S50.

"different actions for a simultaneous
event at a single reactor."

XXX-21. Please describe each and

which CCCNH contends that 10 CFR § 50.

"different actions for a simultaneous
event at a single reactor."

XXX-22. Please describe each and

which CCCNH contends that 10 CFR § 50.
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requires "different actions for a simultaneous event
than for an event at a single reactor."

XXX-23. Please describe each and every respect in
which CCCNH contends that 10 CFR § 50.47(b)(11)
requires "different actions for a simultaneous event
+han for an event at a single reactor."

XXX-24. Please describe each and every respect in
which CCCNH contends that 10 CFR § 50.47(b)(13)
requires "different actions for a simultaneous event
than for an event at a single reactor."

XXX-25. Please describe each and every respect in
which CCCNH contends that 10 CFR § 50.47(b)(15)
requires "different actions for a simultaneous event
than for an event at a single reactor."

XXX-26. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
If so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance c¢f the opinion or opinions

to which each expert witness is expected to testify;
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(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion therecf relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XXXI1-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention

NECNP-III.3? (If your answer to this interrogatory is
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an unqualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory XXXII-1l.)

XXXI-2. Please describe in detail each addition
to, deletion from, or change in the S2abrook emergency
plan that CCCNH contends is required to be made in
order to bring the plan into conformance with 10 CFR
Part 50, App. E, § 1IV(F).

XXXI-3. Does CCCNH intend to offer the testimony
of any expert witness with respect to this contention?
If so, plezse:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opiniors
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without

the necessity of a notice to produce;
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(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
iz based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
porticn thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientifi: or
engineering book or cother publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XXXII-1. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention
NECNP-III.12? (If your answer to this interrogatory is
an unqualified negative, you may proceed to
Interrogatory XXXIII-1.)

XXX11-2. Please describe in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the "evacuation
time estimate provided by the Applicants in Appendix C
of the Readiolgoical Emergency Plan are inaccurate."

XXXII-3. Please describe in detail each and every
respect in which CCCNH contends that the "evacuation

time estimate provided by the Applicants in Appendix C
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of the Readiolgoical Emergency Plan . . . provide
unreasonably optimistic estimates of the time required
for evacuation."

XXX11-4. Please gquantify what CCCNH would contend
is a "reasonable" degree of optimism.

XXXI1-5. Please describe what CCCNE contends is
the proper method of determining "bounds of error" when
using the EVAC computer model for calculating
evacuation times.

XXX1I-6. Please describe what CCCNH contends is
the proper method of determining "bounds of error" when
using the CLEAR computer model for calculating
evacuation times.

XXXII-7. For each sector of the compass, please
quantify and specify: (i) what CCCNH understands the
Applicants' maximum population evacuation time to be,
(ii) what CCCNH contends the "real" evacuation time is,
(i11) what the error bound to the CCCNH estimate is,
(iv) the confidence interval to which the CCCNH error
bound is associated, and (v) what CCCNH contends is the
error bound associated with the Applicants' estimate?

XXX11-8. Please identify each study of Seabrook
evacuation times other than the study contained in

Appendix C which CCCNH has reviewed. For each such
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study, please gquantify and specify: (i) what CCCNH
understands the study's maximum population evacuation
time to be, (ii) what CCCNH contends the "real"
evacuation time is, (iii) what the error bound to the
CCCNH estimate is, (iv) the confidence interval to
which the CCCNH error bound is associated, and (v) what
CCCNH contends is the error bound associated with the
study's estimate?

XXXI11-9. With respect tc CCCNH's reference to
"common knowledge of the difficulties of leaving the
beach area on a crowded weekend," please describe each
and every difficulty which CCCNH contends affects
evacuation of the beach.

XXXII-10. With respect to CCCNH's reference to
"common knowledge of the difficulties of leaving the
beach area on a crowded weekend," please describe each
and every means by which CCCNH acquired this "common

"

knowledge," including: (i) the idenification of the
perscons at CCCNH who acquired the knowledge on its
behalf, (ii) tre identification of all documents which
contain the knowledge, (iii) the identification of all
persons ocutside of CCCNH who provided this knowledge to

it, (iv) the dates on which all such interviews were

had, (v) whether such knowledge was acquired by means
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to verbal or written communication and, if and to the
extent of the former, whether the communication is
recorded in any notes, memoranda, or the like, and the
identification thereocf, and the extent to which the
"difficulties" are subject to the focllowing parameters:
‘A) time of the year, (B) time ol the day, (C) day of
the week, (D)cloud cover, (E) outside air temnerature,
and (f) history of cloud cover and outside air
temperature over the preceding twelve hours.

XXXII-11. With respect to the "conversation with
the Hampton Police Department" referred to by CCCNH,
please: (i) identify the person, rank, and capacity of
the individuals with whom CCCNH conversed, (ii)
identify the persons at CCCNH with whom the
conversation took place, (iii) state the date and time
of the conversation and the identification of all
persons not previously identified who were present,
(iv) state whether the conversation was recorded by any
means, including notes or memoranda, and, if so,
identify the record, and (v) state as fully as possible
what each participant in the conversation said to each
other person.

XXXII-12. With respect to the assertion that
"According to the Hampton Police Department, during a
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hurricane several summers ago, evacuation of only 7,300
people from Hampton beach on a weekday night t> nearby
schoels and churches took 3 hours,” pleise state: (i)
all of the information called for by the foregoing
interrogatory with respect to this conversation, (ii)
the date of the "evacuation" referred to, (iii) the
time at which the "evacuation" occurred, (iv) whea<,
insofar as CCCNH is aware, 7,300 people were doing at
the beach at night during a hurricane, (iv) CCCNH's
estimate of the additional time that would have been
required for the same persons under the same
circumstances if, instead of evacuating to "nearby
schools and churches," the people had been evacuated to
a point 10 miles from the beach, and (v) each and every
basis for CCCNH's estimate.

XXXI1I-13. Does CCCNH intend to offer th: testimony
of any expert witness with respect to th.s contention?
If so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
~Xpert witness 1s expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;
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(d) provide a summary of “he grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memcranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) sta.e whetner the opinion of any expert witness
is brsed in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
principle, and, if so, set forth such rule or
principle;

(g, state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is pased in wvhole or in part on any code or r-raqulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and the specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the op.nion of any expert witness
1% based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,
identify the book or publication.

XXXIII-1l. Does CCCNH intend to litigate Contention

NECNP-III.13? (If your answer to this interrogatory is
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an unqualified negative, you need not answer the
balance of these interrogatories.)

KXXI1I-2. Please state each and every change in
the input assumptions used by the Applicants' for the
evacuation time estimates submitted by them that CCCNH
shculd be made in order to produce a "worst case"
situation.

XXXII1I1-3. Please state separately for each such
change the extent to which the change would alter the
resulting evacuation time estimates.

XXXIII-4. Please state the frequency per year with
which all of the "worst case" assumptions adopted by
CCCNH in resporise to the foregoing interrogatories
occur between the hours of 9 am and 7 pm.

XXXIII-5. For each sector of the compass, please
state what CCCNH contends is the worst case evacuation
time.

XiXI11-6. Please describe what CCCNH means by the
term "evacuee directional bias."

XXXII1-7. Has CCCNH accounted for "evacuaee
directional bias" in its evacuation time estimates?

XXXIII-8. For each sector of the compass, please

state the correction that CCCNH must be made to the
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Applicants' evacuation time estimates solely to account
for "evacuee directional bias."

XXX1II-9. Please describe each measure that might
be taken bv emergency personnel, both onsite and
offsite, to mitigate or eliminate the effects of
"evacuee directional bias" and the extent to which
CCCNH contends such measures would be effective.

XXX111-10. Please describe what CCCNH means by the
term "evacuation shadow."

XXXIII-11. Has CCCNH accounted for "evacuation
shadow" in its evacuation time estimates?

XXXI11-12. For each sector of the compass, please
state the correction that CCCNH must be made to the
Applicants' evacuation time estimates solely to account
for "evacuation shadow."

XXXI1I-13. Please describe each measure that might
be taken by emergency personnel, both onsite and
offsite, to mitigate or eliminate the effects of
"evacuation shadow" and the extent to which CCCNH
contends such measures would be effective.

XXXIII-14. Please describe what CCCNH means by the
term "reasonably expected vehicle mix."

XXXII1-15. Has CCCNH accounted for "reasonably

expected vehicle mix" in its evacuation time estimates?
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XXXII1-16. For each sector of the compass, please
state the correction that CCCNH must be made to the
Applicants’' evacuation time estimates solely to account
for "reasonably expected vehicle mix."

XXXI1I-17. Please describe each measure that might
be taken by emergericy personnel, both onsite and
offsite, to mitigate or eliminate the effects of
"reasonably expected vehicle mix" and the extent to
which CCCNH contends such measures would be effective.

XXXIII-18. Please state what CCCNH would contend
is the maximum probability of each of the following
events in the vicinity of the Seabrook beaches: (i) a
decline in visibility from CAVU to less than 0.5 miles
in 60 minutes; (2) a decline in barometric pressure of
more than 0.5 inches of mercury from a reading of more
than 29.92 inches in less than 30 minutes; (3) a
decline in outside air temperature of more than 13
degrees farenheit from a temperature of more than 80
degrees in l2ss than 45 m.rutes; and (4) all three of
the foregoing simul taneously.

XXXIII1-19. 1s it the contention of CCCNH that the
Police Department of Hampton, New Hampshire, is not
capable of evacuating the beaches within its

jurisdicticn in 6 hcurs or less?
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XXXIII-20. 1Is it the contention of CCCNH that the
Police Department of Seabrook, New Hampshire, is not
capable of evacuating the beaches within its
jurisdiction in 6 hours or less?

XXXIII-21. Does CCCNH intend to offer the
testimony of any expert witness with respect to this
contention? 1If so, please:

(a) identify each expert witness whom CCCNH intends
to present with respect to this contention;

(b) state the substance of the facts to which each
expert witness is expected to testify;

(c) state the substance of the opinion or opinions
to which each expert witness is expected to testify;

(d) provide a summary of the grounds for each
opinion to which each expert witness is expected to
testify;

(e) state whether the facts and opinions listed in
response to the foregoing are contained in any written
report, memoranda, or other transcript, and, if so,
whether CCCNH is willing to produce the same without
the necessity of a notice to produce;

(f) state whether the opinion of any expert witness

is based in whole or in part on any scientific rule or
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principle, and, if so, set fcrth such rule or
principle;

(g) state whether the opinion of any axpert witness
is based in whole or in part on any code or regulation,
governmental or otherwise, and, if so, identify each
such code or regulation and tha2 specific section or
portion thereof relied upon; and

(h) state whether the opinion of any expert witness
is based in whole or in part upon any scientific or
engineering book or other publication, and, if so,

identify the book or publication.
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Request for the Production of Documents

Pursuant to 10 CFR § 2.741, the Applicants' request
that CCCNH produce for inspection and copying all of
the documents identified or referred to in its answer
to the foregoing interrogatories at its preference of
the following places: (a) the offices of the
Applicants' counsel at 225 Franklin Street, Boston,
Massachusetts, 24th Floor, or (b) the offices of the
Applicants' counsel at 1200 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, D.C., or (c¢) the offices of Public Service
Company of New Hampshire, 1000 Elm Street, Manchester,
New Hampshire, on January 20, 1983. Please advise of

the location at which the documents will be producecd.

By its attorneys,

b/ K& Y Ll

Thomas G. Dignan, Jr.
R. K. Gad I1I:
Ropes & Gray
225 Franklin Street
Boston, Massachusetts 02110

Dated: December 8, 1982.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Robert K. Gad III, one of the attorneys for the

Applicants herein, hereby certify that on December 8,

service of the within "Applicants'

1982 1 made

Interrogatories to Ceoastal

Chamber of Commerce of New Hampshire" by mailing copie:s thereof,

postage prepaid, to:

Helen Hoyt, Chairperson
Atomic Safety and Licensing
Bcard Panel
U.S. Nuciear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Dr. Emmeth A. Luebke
Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Dr. Jerry Harbour
Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Atomic Safety and Licensing

Board Panel
U.S. Nuclear Regqulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Board Panel

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, DC 20555
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Rep. Beverly Hollingworth
Coastal Chamber of Commerce
209 Winnacunnet Road
Hampton, NH 03842

William S. Jordan,
Harmon & Weiss
1725 1 Street, N.W.
Suite 506
Washington, DC 20006

III, Esquire

E. Tupper Kinder, Esquire
Assistant Attorney General
Office of the Attorney General
208 State House Annex

Concord, NH 03301

Roy P. Lessy, Jr., Esquire

Office of the Executive Legal
Director

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

Washington, DC 20555

Robert A. Backus,
116 Lowell Street
P.O. Box 516

Manchester, NH 03105

Esquire



Philip Ahrens, Esquire

Assistant Attorney General

Department of the Attorney
General

Augusta, ME 04333

David L. Lewis
Atomic Safety and l.icensing
Board Panel
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Rm. E/W-439
Washington, DC 20555
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Edward J. McDermott, Esquire
Sanders and McDermott
Professional Association
408 Lafayette Road

Hampton, NH 03842

Jo Ann Shotwell, Esguire
Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Bureau
Department of the Attorney General
One Ashburton Place, 19th Floor
Boston, MA 02108
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Robert K. Gad III




