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Ts3am PROCEEDINGS
— 2 Nhareupon,
3 JOSEPH D. KANE
B resumed the stand sanc, naving dbeen previously duly sworn,

3 was examined further ancd teastified as follows:
3 MR. ZAMARINT This (s the continuation of the

7 Seposition of Joseph Kane, continued froms yestarday.

3 CROSS=EXAMINATION

Pl . 3Y Xa. ZAMARIN®

12 3 You understand that you are still under ocath?
1" A I <ceo.

12 ? [ nave what has Deen sarked Exhibit 23, as of

13 tocay“s date. [ would like %o ask you if this four-paged

4 Cocument Dearing several dates, are the pages in your

13 hanawriting?

s A They are sy handwritten notes.

I7 ] Cari you tell me on the first page and second pace
13 where % says one of two and two of two, dated 1/24/8!, can
s you tell what those two Dages represent or what they are?
z (Handing document to witness.)

2! THE WITNESSt They are a record of a conference
< Call with consumers on the 3orming of the 24th of March.

- Az Fedeal Repertew. Ine
"“.m & awm
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These are issues which were discussed with the individuals
which have deen incicated at the top of the paper.
BY MR. ZAMARING

< Mhat was the sudject of that conference call?

A The plans of consumers in the exploration program
that was to begin, I think, on the 25th of March.

< Exploration program is what we’ve been referring
to as the Boring Program? .

A That is correct.

< Would you also identify the third and fourth pages
of Exhibit 237 The third page is dated 3/20/8!, marked one
of orei and the fourth page {s dated 1/21/8!, marked one of
cne. —

. The single paper dated 3/20/8! was a prior
conference call with Consumers, with individuals in the call
noted atove, on the same subject, the exploration program.
This was a call prior to the call of March 24th. It was the
means where the call on March 24th was set up.

The last sheet |s dated the 23rd of March, and is
entitled *Discussion Topics for Telecon on Monday.® And
what (t wa3s, my notes so that | could discuss thess {tess
with ':onsunrs on the call of the 24th,

HAee- Fedeeal Resorters, Tne
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Q Does Sxhibit 23, then, represent your recordation
of what the exploration program Dy Consumers 1s (ntendec to
be? !

A Yes.

< Are there any portions of the prograam or any
approach taken Dy the exploration program with which you do
not agree?

A There is one additional document that you nave,
which records a conversation between myself, Hari Singh, and
Nilliam Otto, which discusses the problea with not doing SPT
borings of this program. It also states the conclusion with
regard to our concern for no. doing the SPTs on that sheet.

The conclusion (s 1t (s recognized that the progran that
you are undertaxing in areas will %e more than what we hava
requested, and will go further than what we have reguested,
The one arsa vhere no SPTs are being talen, (t {s not quite
clesr whether the SPTs would have given us & measure of in
Situ properties bDetter than under undisturbst and there [ am
referring to the praodles ve have of taking undisturbded
samples (n cohesionless saterials and the advantage of the
SPT ir that regard is (%t 1s a measure of the perstration

resistance which can give us known (nformation on the

Ace. Fedenal Reperten. Tnc
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properties of cohesionless materials which we may lose (n
cisturting that type of sample.

! Other than those items which we ciscussed
yesterday, any other problems with the Boring Program?

A Sasec on 3y understanding, which ! have recorced
there, [ have no other probleas. [ have asked %o have a
Setter record than that telephone conversatisn for a copy of
your contract.

) Ahen you talked about areas of concern, using the
undisturSs rather than the SPTs, were you talking atout
particular areas of the plant or siaply areas where there
may De cchesionless soil?

A Strictly with regards to areas where there is
co™esionless solls.

o} There was no particular area of the plant sits
that you had in aind? -

- That {s correce.

(Consumers Exhibit 23 {dentifled.)
MR. ZAMARIN: [ have what s marked Exhibit 24, as

of today”’s cdate.

(Consumers Exhibdit 24 identifiled.)

:ﬁkl-jﬂinaf.;?qxwﬂzg Tne

At NOWNTW CaAMTTOL FTRRET
W e @Y% DL NS
- BeT FveS

e T WYRE  COVER A0S




7648 Q1 05 5C8é

TosamH BY MR. ZAMARIN®
2 - Can you %tell =8 what that (s?
3 (Hanc ing documbnt to witness.)
4 THE WITNESS®* The document you have indicated as
3 Exhibit 24 is actyally two parts. One part (s a handwri:iten
) sumary dy Tony Cappucci on & January 20, 198! meeting with
7 Consumers with regard to the settlement of category |
e underground piping. | was provicded a copy of Tony
s Cappucci’s notes and | responded Dy writing the first page
10 of Exhibit 24, which {s my handwritten notes in response to
1 Mr. Cappucci“s summary of that seeting.
12 3Y NR. ZAMARIN:
13 Qe With regard to the Sorings that are bdeing or are

9 4 * to be taken in the dike, pursusnt to the exploration program
13 that we have Deen talking adout, in the event that those
F] Serings show no problem with dike stability, will that
17 satis’y the concCerns of the NRC with regard to the dike?
3 A I can only snswer for myself. [ canmnot answer for
19 the entire NRC., [f the berings show the fill has bdeen
b2 placea :ropcriy and has soll praperties egqual to or Detter
2! than what was used In the desion, as far as [ an concermed
< 1t will rosolve =y concerns c¢f the past with the dike.

-

- cHee- Fedenal Repertes. T
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o} As far as you know, «2ulc that alsc resclve any

concemms Or satisfy any concerns that the corps had wiih the
cike? )

A [ would say the same thing would De trus.

Q Jo you kncw of anyone else within the NRC who
weuld have any different opinion?

A he borings presently are entirely around the
ultisate Meat sink. WNhether (n consicderation of
environmntal needs othar (ssues were ralsed with the other
portion of the dike, | cannot ackiress.

3 So far as you inow, sithin the contaxt of the
f{ssues (n this sactter, there {3 no one else who would Mavs
anry contrary opinion %o yours with regard to the dike anc
what the Dorings should shows (s that right?

A As far as [ know at this tise. [ as not hedging.

s [ understand. L

A "hat [ am sttempting to @ is there (s an Lssue of
daa safety, which the NRC is involved with, Whether under
the requiresents of federsl das Quidelines or das safety (¢t
Decomes an (ssue in the future, [ don’t Lnow,

o) [ have here a draft, a letter “arked “craft.” It

incicates J. Kane, received, V24/8 ot 4140 32.2., ONn e
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T s34 letterhead of the Department of the Army, anc once again

-

with no indication of whose Army., And on the second page s
typed the name P. Callister, Chief of the Engineering

& W N

Division.
The last paragraph of this letter, (t statess *It {s our

LY

understanding that the .&/10 Kips has dDeen obtained by

- ©

Jeducting stage 5 load on 16 January, 1980 (2.2 Kips) fros

stage 5 load on 3! Decenber, 1981 (3.0 Kips). Table 4~la.
? H“owever, from the heading of 4~la it is Clear that this

) table pertains to uilding load only, thersfore loads shown
§ at various stages sust be the dead load of the bullding load
12 oenly. The applicant should clarify this discrepancy.”

13 Can you look at that and explein to me just what the
: l;‘ problem there is that McCallister is attempting to convey?
13 . (Handing document to witness.)
18 THE WITNESS: [ would like to.indicate that the
17 Army (s your army and 3y arwy, the U.S. Arwy.
8 BY MR. ZAMARIN®
19 o} All rignht.
2 A Wr. McCallister has not signed this, This is also
Q! & Cra’t, so this is directly froa Heri Singh. "hat he s

2 attempting to cConvey (s thaet there (s st.l]l some confusion

w cta- Federal cRepetters. Tne.
At BOETH CaAPTO. FTRRRT
'.“:...M a——
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in his aind about the load that was supplied prior to the

surcharge. He {s siLill having some confusion with tadle

d=la,

3 And this letter that [ have referred to, this
draft, was a reviev of Consumers Power Company”’s response to
interrogatories 1, 2, and 3 of the NRCs {s thet right?

A That is correct. As far as [ know, there are two
1, 2, and 3 NRC interrogateries, I think. Structural
Engineering Sranch, when they sent our their+, was also
lacelea 1, 2, and 3. This was the first set of
intsrrogatories.

WR. ZAMARIN' | would like & short recess,

please.
(Recessy,)
MR. ZAMARIN®* Back on the record.
8Y MR. ZAMARIN: o
Q H4ave you done some kind of an analysis of bullding

settlenment markers for = within the full surcharga arsa of
the Tlesel generateor btuilding?

. Yes.
< Mhat was the purpose of thet?
A To summarize the voluminous settlesent data to

Ace- Federal Reporters, ne

And BOET™ CAPTTE, STRENY
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where it would have meaning %o me.

3 Has (t Deen summarizZed to a point where (t has
meaning %o you? .

A Yes.

Q Mhat is the seaning? Is that too general a
question?

- I think I can answer what you are asking. [ had
prodleas in reviewing the data, with trying to understand
the different (nstruments at different elevations at
different locations, and so [ attespted to summarizZe thnse
and see If Toundation Zones settle sore than others. Also !
was puzzled Dy the asount of rebound that was indicated in
some OF the devices. [ was trying to understand what would
have cCaused that.

[ think sy sumary has answered those questions.

S In arriving at those answers, ars you satisfiled
with the surcharge program as having consolidatad the soil
Seneath the diesel generator bullding to a point of
seconcary consolidation?

A Not entirely. There are rebound measuresents in
some Iinstruments which are not realistic, {n sy opinion., I

think 1t (s Decause of the way the settlesent was

cHce. Fedeval cReporters Jnc
Mt NOEYVE CASTTEA. FTRERRY
-n-:n-.u e
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conducted during the period when the full surcharge was
imposed, that period. And Decause of that, (t raises
questions ab~ut the accu;-acy of your survey data.

Mhat it does (s it reinforces my understanding that deing
the acdditional borings and laboratory tessting will help
resclve any questions [ do have.

c Aith the resolut.ion of some questions at which you
arrived as & result of your setllement marksr survey, were
you able to or <id you, Iin fact, resolve scase questions c(hat
indicated that the surcharge program had not achieved
secondary consolidation in the soil beneath the diesel
generator building?

A [ was not atle to conclude that it had not. One
thing locking closely st the data has pointsd out that the :
only settlement markers that we have been giver data for
continuously was the DG-series, which went up to, [ think,
/X, /30, whersas all of the other instrusents, the
anchors settlement plates, extended only 'p to the time of
surcharge rebuttal.

I think [ have indicated (n my review of ssendment .85,
that we are asking for that data to be = w are

sarticularly (nterested to look at the settlement resulting
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{‘:-asaln I from the dewatering operations. WNe. are particularly
2 interested in looking at the settlement that occurred since
3 you have loaded the DedeStals with the diesel generators.
4 There (s also one other {tem which (s not reflectec in

(V2

that. In Dr. Gould’s deposition we were handed a document

Wl that showed settlements significantly larger than any of the
7 data that has Deen recorded there. They are (ndicated to de
3 PO, wnich [ understand are pedestsl markers, and the
- sagnitude of those settlesents are » 1ot larger than
19 anything [ heave seen. [ am talking about 17 (nches, 20
al inches.
12 [ asked DOr. Gould what do these ssasuresents reflect and
13 what == there i3 a tise scale on the drawing, but (t does

R 14 not give the year. And | was trying to understand what do
15 those records show?
15 3 014 he tall you what they shew?
1”7 . Yo did not know, He said it was inforsetion sent

le to hia, out he did not reveal thet Inforsation. | suggest
19 this would De a one item | will provide from Dr, Goula’s -
P o) Or you have aiready provided (it o se = the graphs of that
2! settlement which we could discuss st the seeting on

2 Amencdesnt 85,

<
P T, W S—
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MR. ZAMARIN: 0OFff the record,

(Discussion off the recosd.)
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MR. ZAMARIN® 3ack on the record.
3Y MI. ZAMARIN:

- [ have here what is sarced Consumers Exhibit 25
for tdentification,

(Consumsrs Zxhibit No. 25 identified.)

Can you tell se what this sheet (3?7

(Han<ding dJocumenrt t0 wilness.)
(Pause.)

A It 1s & record of a telsghone conversation 2n the
25th of March Detween Williasm Otta, Mari Singh and myself on
proposed 3oring °rograa at Midland.

Q [ have & letter cated Jaruary 16, 1981, froa the
Jepartaent of the Army, and on ths left (t dJdoes say United
States of America, Matervays Exgerisent S:atlon. directed %0
the District Enginesr for the Detroit District. It asopears
t9 be over the signature of Peaul F, Hadu&:. Heg=d=o~]~a.

Have you read this letter.

(Hancing Jocument to witness.)

A Yes, | Nave read that lezter,

< S0 you egres with all af the statesents sade Dy
Paul Hacele (0 his 16 Jenuary 1991 lette?

A [ Nave not reviewed thea (»n Mtall. | nNave

¢ﬁk--:1lﬁ|-queqlnuns Tne
- - CasTren YT

- AT - § & -
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confidence in Paul Hacdalas’s review,

sonfidence {n Pauyl Hadala asize, do you have any

O

incdepencdent verifization rgr any of the conclusions reacnecd
Dy Mr. Hadala in tHis letter?
A 3y that I understand you t0 mean have [ made an

{ndesencdent check af the things that he has Jiscussed there?

- Yes.
. Is anyane else 3cing t2 20 an {ndepencent review

of Mr. Hadala’s work here?

A It i3 ay understanding Mr. Hedalas (s doing this
work for the DJetroit District. Thet (s & copy that
dr. 483ala Nas sent we At lhe 58%e tlme he sent t3 the
Sarps. The Coros ™as reviewed that and has incorporstes it

inte 2raft tThat you have Deen provided a copy of.

S You J0n’T have any reason to disegree with
Mything 15 this letter, do you? B

. No, [ do0 not.

] And In f8ct you tend t0 agree with Lt Decause of

aur zanflMmnce In tHe ot lity of Or. Hedale?
« hat Ls zorrect:?

W2, ZANASING The Jenuary 15, 13991, letter 2het we

er - Tasenal Revorres, Joe
L e BT S

SadhnaTen 2 A -
- e



are discussing (s aarked onsumers Sxhibit 24. _
(Sonsumers Exhioit No. 29 {Zentified.)
BY WA, ZAYARINT
- Any=hing about the cracks Iin the borated water
storage tank Toundation ring thet [ diavt ask you yesterday
that yau thlnge [ ought t2 know adout?
A No.
e Have you Teviewsd any of the answers %0 NRC
Tervagatories that have dDesn file2 oy Jonsumers Power
-omganry?
. Mould you repeat the guesstion, please.
Have you reviewd any of the answars to NRC
LtterTsgatories that have Deen flled Dy Consumers Power
-2mzany? '

B Yes.

MMizh ones?

-

B TRE Lhree thet were airessed 33 the (nitial set

27 1nterragatories, | Navwe 120ked at the resconses to the

intervagetories oy the Structural Engineering Srench.
- “AVE yOu reache? any zonc.usiang or arrived st ary

LUSTESSL0N8 48 2 Tesult 2f those reviewm?

A ALLN e, aTd 0 the Tirst set 3! (nterrogatories,




Siy
the reason the Corps of Engineers responded in their letter,
which [ think s a teletyde, 324, was Decause Oof the concern
[ had in ressconse %o Interyosatory No. 3, and [ agree with
what 1is Seing asked for oy the Corps of Engilneers.

S That is the thing we talked about Jjust a few
1inutes ajoe?

A That {s correct. Aith regard %2 the second sot
interrogataries, | think [ {ndicated yesterday there were
several (nterragatories wnich [ felt were not responsive.

S J0 you recall which ones they were, what the
sSuUb ject matter of thosde interrogatories (s?

B [ would have to be =~ to De specific, [ would have
S 120k at the (nterrogatories, out (f [ remeaber correctly
INere sere responses that we. s saying we did this analysis
Ind we will provide Lt to you at the tiae of the audit
Teview, and Lt seemad tO 3¢ that {f the qgrk had alreadgy
Seen ZJone then 1T should have Deen subaltted at the tine of
/SUr resaonse 0 the (ntarrszatory.

- That is the dDasls for your dissacisfaction with
tme (ntervogatory answers?

L [ would have to review the responses to De adle t2

1~ sSwer that.

cver- Fedeval cheportens. Tnc
ad SHETW LaseTen, TYRENY
W AGvee T B4 SRS
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MR, ZAMARIN: QOff the record.

(Qiscussion off the record.)
Sack on the record.

8Y MR, ZAMARIN:®

< Have you done any review of the underground plping
adtter with regard to the Midland soil settlement?

= Other than review of the Corps of Enginesrs”
efforts, no.

Q AS & result of whatever review you nave done, what
cenclusion, Lif any, have you drawn with regard to the
dnderground pliping?

A The conclusions that | have drawn are a result of
your analysis where it has Deen (ndicatasd that some of the
pipes are oversiressed at this stage Decause of the
deflections that have bDeen already seasured.

< [s that the extent of your conc‘luston or
{apgression, fesling adout the underground piping?

. [ have had discussions with Tony Caspucc! adout
your position of profiling some lines and not others, anag

you have 3y position with regard %o thet Iin 2omething [ nave

siven youy, and that 1s the single copy Defore you, Tany

Sazpucci’s notes.




S2!
to ;l'. se the troutle of aig3ing for
1. me wnat that says?
yS that you want t0 Indicate t3 us that (t s
NOt Nnecessary ¢ srofile other pipe and concduits. Then you
should deaonsirate Dy this sudb=-surface sxploration
inforsation you Nad that they are indeed sini ) sr.
S 20 you have an c2inion with regard %o the 2roposed
remedial fix for the suxiliasry bullaing?
Sould vou De more specific?
N .
fould you repeat the guestion?
o} Sure. Do you have an opinion with regard to the
aroposed remedial fix for the suxlllary Sullding, as to

«Nether LT 1S saguate?

" dy opinian 1s there are still some outstanaing

({3sues with regard to (t. They are reflected by the Jorps’

raft and Dy my Notes on reconse to, | thinkg 1t 18, Suestion
2.

< Aside Trom the satters that are contained 1n the
Iraft report, the Zorps regort and your mnotes, hen there
wOuU.d D8 "0 cancerns that you have with regers? %0 ihe

adequacy 37 the aurlilliary Dullding resedial fix L1nsofar as
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Lt comes within your revisw responsidilityr is that right?
A [ understand that Juestion 0 2e8n everything thet
[ have reservation an i3 {(pdicated in thet cgraft, eng |

wayuld have %o say ne.

| T™Hen you know what | have to say. What are the
athers?
A You have summarized your technical speczifization

far J0ing that work In response to ane of your guestions.
ne Nave o2talned, through desosition, & cooy of the
technical specs .for doing that underpiming work. In
Jr. Goula’s depasition thare were juestions that we Nad
asked, which he Nas referred to Deing In the tech spec.

I know one Lten (s i-nttortnq. and | think there ware
several athers., And 30 not everything that you “ave on
either the Corps arafts or my notes would encompass that.
Anat | am attempting to sey 18 | would want ta review the
TeCh $20C 3 see LT It erswers all of the guestions thet !
Nave ralsed with Or, Jould 1n the past. Excuse we. [t 1»
et 2r. Jeuldy (t ts ¥r, Qould.

< 4% you tall 3e what those Juestions are o ™e
QXTeNT trat they are "ot tontelined In your reviev or the

iraft Joros Teviaw of lJevisien 1217

At Tedenal Repovienn Tne
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A [ have concerns, once this work Degins, what
asnttaring aof the adjacent structures and the effect of this
work will have on Doth the,excavation of the arift and the
lacking of the calssans, the effect on the foundation of the
turoine sullaing.
. Is your concern far the excavation of darift with

req8rd %2 ¢ lateral suoport or suapert of adlscent

siructures?
A Yes.
] Aould thet 0o tThe s9me concern with regard to the

effect an the Toundation of the tursine dullaing?
A Loss of lateral suppert would affect the
faungetian of the tyraine wLlI3INg.

THat (s what your dencern 131

L 8

D T™et is correct.

b Ahet Is your councern with regergy to the Jeciing of
the calssans?

A Ahather the Jacking process would cause sovesant
L9 50 ST UCture That YOU Are Jacking sgalingt and what
MALLIring you 2len far where those operations are
tomgletes,

. ARyiNing eine?
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:ax. I A Not that [ can think c¢?f.

v 2 YR. ZAMARINT Off the record.
3 (Oiscussion off the record.)
4 3Y “R. ZAMARIN:
- o) Do you hase .any problea or concern with the
) concept of the now proposed remedial fix for the service
7 water siructure?
3 A Ae have not Deqn jiven any details on the concest
’ f the service water structure.
10 - Jo you hase some idea what the concept is?
1 A To extend the wall and put a footing on the

12 slecial till.

13 o) J0 you have any prodlea with that concept as a
- 14 oropcsed fix for the sorvtci water pusphouse structure?
= s A I do not. .
16 (Fause.) E
17 < i note {n the Jorps orare ro:eril Revision 10,
'3 whish Nas Deen marked Exniolt 22 as of yesterday’s date,
19 darry Singh states some concern with the effects of
23 Serzanent stirains in the reinfarcing cars of the fuct
2! Sanks. J0 you consider this to De 8 significant proolem?
22 (Me~ding document %0 witness,)
-

HAce- Fedeval cReportess. Jac
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Sféqa i - [ don’: know, [ don’t consider tnat the area of
1 2 review of jeotechnical engineeering, and dr. Sinzh has
3 {ndicated that this is somgthing that should Se followed uo
1 oy %he asorooriate sectiosn of NRC.
3 - Yechanical or structural?
S A Structural.
7 < You cdon’t have any I{moression as you sit here now?
3 B No.
: (Pause.)
19 - I note that on page 12 of this draft carpgs raepore,
I Sxhidis 22, with regard to Question 46 and 45-1-F, the last
12 complete Daragrash of that page, that Mr. Singh states, “we
. 13 soncur.® dere you referring to the Corps of Engineers?
-~ 14 B Yes.,
) 13 < ®Ae concur with the remaining portisns of the
15 Asglizant response to Question 45-i-F, I{ the apgropriate
17 valies of shear sirength paraseters are uiod. the aralyses
13 Serforved Oy Nim would assure the seismic safety of the
i ? founzations of the two Catoqéry [ reinfarced concrete return
3 3ices.”
2! Jo you agree wiih that statement if the shear sireng:n
22 sarameters used are cOorTect, that the analysis perforzed oy
N

HAce- Fedeval Reportew. Tre



Consusers Powsr Zompsany would assure the selszic safety of
the foundasicns 37 the reinforced concrete return pices?

A Yes. Anat I Jﬁcrfstdﬁd from that s =5 say that
=ne sta2pility analysis that you have provided us, {7 the
shear strength frca the testiing that you are now joing tc do
are e3ual or exceeded Y thcese results, egual or exceeded
the values that ycu have used in your design analysis, then
we wou.d agree that you have demonstrated stadility 37 those
soncuics.

< On sage 13 3f Sxhistt 22, with regard %o Juestion
47, which cite devatering, Mr. Singh states, he (s referring

ull=szale recharje test that will De Jdone maybe

that {¢ the test incdicates more than 90 Jdays

fecharze time to reach elevation 351G, the Jevatering systea

L]

#{1ll De acceptaole. In your opinion, {s there some time
seriscd less than 97 days that would also Se acceptadle?
It is my understanding that 90 Qays ars coaing
Secause that (s your estimate of the time. [ don’t
tnere (s aryihing sagic asout the 70 Jays. There {3 a

{3it whizh | think would Secome critical. [ a= not

within which t2 effect the cold shutdown of

Ace- Federal d?qwftu. Tnc
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the reactor?
A Yes.
e As long as (¢ was greatsr than the tinme in which a

2ol .nwtdown of the reactor could be affect it nwould be

syfficient?
R Or whatever measurss were necessary in addition to

shutting the zlant down.

3 Necessary.ts 2o what? Shut the plant dJown. In
2ther wecris, you are talking acout {f they were 30in3 o 3¢
outT and run sSome tests Or try to out some Dackup wells (n
service first you would add that on to the time, {f you were
30ing %o Jo that before you go into shutdown?

B [ am not clear in ay own aind. Shutting the
slant down (s one operation, but maintaining {t in shutdown
sosition is snother. If there is something that | cannot.
think 3f now which {s Seing affectead by the dewatering that
has to ramain oseradle for & long pertodﬁzr time other than
Just the Jeriod to shut (it down, then that may be affected.

VR. ZAMARIN® 0Off the record.
(Qiscussion aff the record.)
3Y 4R. ZAMARIN:
3 n the last page of Exhibit 22, paragraph numder

S, it says "[f you have any juestions rejarding our review

HAex- Federal Keportera, Tne.
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comments, please contact Mr. Harry Singh.®

¥ 1 have any quisti:ns should I do that?

A The letter i{s Jirected t2 the NRC and nct t2
Consyuaers.
- Aith regard to any of the prososed remecial fixes

or any of the activities of Consumers Power Company or their
contractors or consultants that relate o the soils issues,
10 y3'1 have any Jd{sagr eemants or reservations or criticisas
that you have not Jescribed 0o us cduring the course of your
deposition?

MR. PATONs [ will have to put ay objeciicn to
that guestion on the record as calling for an {mmediate
review of (nforvaticon that ¥r. Kane may or may not have
51282 up over sany, many months., I[f he wants t2 stteap: o
ans«sr that, %t is all right with me, but the question (s
coviously objectiocnable.

3Y ¥R, ZAMARINs

»

[ 8

can you think of anything else?

MR. PATONt Do you understand the guestion,
ir. Cane?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

Can we 30 0% the record.



(Jiscussian of?f the record.!
AITNESS:s Zverytaing that [ presentlyv nave
kowlewdge 3¢ [ hink you have dSeen jiven 3 <2y 8f 1ia 1
capers.
WR. ZAYARINS [ don’: nave anything fursh
Signature {s reserved,
(Aherevoon, at 10

Jdeccsiticon was azjourned.)
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