aTh

at Shoreham are capable and reliable for fuel loading and low
power testing (Id. at 139); or as to any of the four categories
he was to study (Id. at 104). Dennis Eley, in his deposition,
preliminarily concluded that the crankshaft was overrated but
needed additional data before finalizing that opinion. Eley
Deposition at 119 (Attachment 2). He indicated no final
o, 1ion on any individual components. Id. He was not prepared
to state that shot peening was inadequate on replacement
crankshafts. Id. at 143, 146-49. Aneesh Bakshi only broadly
commented based upcn what he had heard, but had no opinion in
component-by-component questioning. Bakshi Deposition at 69-75
(Attachment 3).

This charade is hardly "meaningful participation."
Not only does the County's pleading fail because it is
unsupported, the County's challenge of the Shoreham EDGs fails
because it has no basis in fact. Such dilatory tactics subvert
the entire adjudicatory process. They would be subject to
sanctions in federal court litigation and should not be

condoned in this proceeding.

BAR72RBR1aR06%%,



* 1

By its own admission, the County states that it has been unable
to ascertain whether those cylinder heads were manufactured
after 1980 and, therefore, whether they are similar to the
cylinder heads at Shoreham. On its face, this issue fails to
comply with the Board's requirement that a nexus be shown to
Shoreham. Furthermore, the additional QA/QC procedures LILCO
employed to ensure installation of acceptable heads makes
LILCO's situation dissimilar from others.

In summary, all of the cylinder heads at
Shoreham have been replaced with heads manufactured after 1980.
The fire decks of a number of these heads have been inspected
for casting defects, welding defects and thickness after
approximately 300 hours of operation, including 100 hours at
full locad. No relevant indications or deviations were
reported, and these heads are suitable for unlimited operation.

(Owners Croup Report On Cylinder Heads). Furthermore, LILCO

has initiated a barring over procedure recommended by the NRC
to detect leaks in the unlikely event a head were tc leak. The
County has presein ‘ed no specification to refute that the

extraordinary and conservative measures to assure the

reliability and safety of the heads have been zuccessful.
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testing of EDG 103 is complete. Testing of EDC 103 will not
change the extensive design and quality analyses that have
already been performed on the engines. The County has had more
than enough time to amass the information it needs to start
this litigation. LILCO does not dispute that EDG 103 must
successfully complete the pre-operational test program and
post-testing inspections before an operating license may be
issued. There is, however, no reason to delay the start of
these proceedings.

(b) New cylinder block testing program is not
defined.

Response: The cylinder block in EDG 103 has been
replaced. EDG 103 will repeat the entire start-up test
prcrram.  After the start-up program has been completed, the
engine will be pa‘tially disassembled and inspected.

4. Procedures for increased engine maintenance,
inspection, and surveillance act. "ities, including crack
indications monitoring relied upon by the Owners Group, have
not yet been issued.

Response: See the response to Part III Section A,
Paragraph 4(a) - (h).

The County has known for months wl.it components were
being evaluated by the Owners Group Program. The task
descriptions, test procedures, component tracking list, and

other information have been available for months. The County




records and operating histories from TDI at least two months
ago. Yet, conspicuously absent from the County's request is a
showing of any special circumstances or particular information
in the possession of the TDI owners which would, under the
Board's Bench Order, permit the County to obtain additional
discovery from the TDI owners. The County simply recites .hat
it needs more information in three areas and lists the owners
involved for each a:z2a without any sort of specification or
particularization as to how this information will add anything
to the information already available.

What the Filing does show is that the majority of
instances involved relate to marine applications of TDI
diesels. But the County's own experts, Aneesh Bakshi
and Stanley Christensen, have stated in their
depositions that the operating conditions and the stresses
ope. «ting upon marine diesels are much different from those
operating in nuclear standby application. See Bakshi
Deposition at 89 and 100 ( Attachment 3); Christensen
Depcsition at 78-79 (Attachment 15).

Furthermore, the County's assertion that piston crown
cracking is an area that should be added to its contentions and
in which discovery should be conducted ignores tie Board's
Shoreham specific requirement. Ther2 is no evidence in this
proceeding that any piston crowns in the Shoreham EDGs have

cracked. The information the County "may" be seeking in these
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