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(River Bend Staticn, Units 1 & 2)

ANSWERS TO APPLICANT'S
FIRST SET OF 1NIERROGATORIES

The State cf Louisiana answers the Applicant's First
Set ¢f Interrcgaturies, which pertain tc Contenticns Nc. 1 and
Nc. 2, as fcllcws:

l., Requires nc answer.

2. Requires nc answer,

3. Requires nc answer.

4. The state has nct yet retained or interviewed
expert witnesses fcr Ccontenticns 1 ¢r 2. It is poessible that
the state will have such witnesses. When the information
requested in Interrcgatcry N¢. 4 is known by the state, it
will be provided tc applicant.

5. The state has nct yet 1dentified factual
witnesses for Contenticons 1 ¢r 2. It is possible that the
State will have such witnesses. wWhen the infcormation
requested in Interrcgatcry No. 5 is known by the state, it

will be provided t¢ applicant.
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6. Inscfar as Interrcgatcry Ng. € reguests
infc;maticn tc be used on cross-examinaticn, it is cbjected to
as premature. Hcowever, the state 1ntgnds to use
the current, cr previcus, versicns ¢f the RES-FSAR and SZR.
As cther dccuments are identified which will be used at the
hearing, the infcocrmaticn requested in Nu. 6 will be provided
tc applicant.

7. Requires nu answer.

8. Reguires no answer.

9. Requires nc¢ answer.

1C. Requires nc answer.

l1l. Tnasmuch as the ltems referred to in
Tnterrcgatcry No. 11 are available tc all parties this
questicn seems i1rrelevant. However, the state contends that
applicant is cbligated tc comply with all regulaticns that are
relevant tc River Bend Staticn. This wculd include any which
refer tc asiatic clam infestation. The state is nct
obligated tc¢ dc¢ the Applicant's legal research. The
contention is specifically addressed toc the Applicant's
compliance with I & E Bulletin 81-03, "Flow Blockage of
Cooling Water tc Safety Components by Corbicula (Asiatic Clam)
and Mytibis (mussel)" and t¢ "Repurt con Service Water System
Flew Blockakge by Bivalve Mcllusks at Arkansas Nuclear cne and
Brunswick" by the Office for Analysis and Evaluaticn of
Operaticnal'bata dated February, 1982, See alsc, Vol. 47,

Federal Register, Nc. 92, Wednesday, May 19, 1982 Nctices.



12, Inquiry by applicant as tc matters cf
Applicant's activities seem designed tc be more burdenscnme
than aimed at cbtaining relevant infoermaticn. The state
cbjects to Interrcgatory Nc. 12, The state is not
cbligated nor able tc¢ identify every written deccument vhich
could be conceivably relevant to the clam inguiry. /ithout
in any way limiting this respcocnse tu these documents,
the state calls the attenticn of the applicant tc their cwn
letter dated February 14, 1983, which states in pertinent
part, that GSU dces not have sufficient da}a tc make a
detailed assessment of intrusticn potential.

13, The applicant prcpecses a bicfcouling system
censisting of chlerinaticn with scdium hypocchlorite.
Chlorinaticn may nct be adeqguate in scme systems. See "What

Are We Dcing Abcut the Asiatic Clam", Energv Management,

January, 1982; Gocd News: Corhicula Fluminea is Being Brought

Under Contrel, Energy Management", July, 1982,

14. The applicant admits the clams are present in
the river as is demcnstrated by the Applicant's cwn
menitering. Whether cr nct clams presently exist at the site
in sufficient gquantity tc present a problem is, in cur
¢pinion, a purely academic questicn as this clam has no
enemies and 1s spreading thrcughcout the area. The state
is not awage cof the experience cf cther plants on the

Mississippi River with clams :c¢r are they in a pesiticn to



cbtain this informaticn easily. Intervencrs de net have this
informaticn.

15. See Nc. 13 abcve.

l6. See Ng. 13 abgve.

17. This infcrmaticn is presently unknocwn te the
applicant, as is indicated by their letter of February 14,
1983, Until the applicant is better able tc¢ respcnd,
the state will be unable to dg sc.

18, See Nc. 14 above.

19. Measures undertaken by applicant shculd be
specified by applicant. Upcnh receipt c¢f such infcrmaticn, the
state will be able tc respcnd tc the rest ¢f the questicnh.

20, This gquesticn cannct be answered. See Ng.
17 abcve.

21. This questicn cannct be answered. See Ng.
17 abgve. |

22, (a) Perscnal familiarity with the continuing
precblems ¢f the 0ld River Ceontrcl Structure cbtained by living
in the area.

(b) The state 1s not cobligated tc d¢ the
research fcr the applicant teo lcgcate all such repcrts
including thoese not published. Specifically, see the
following:

A. Louisiana Water Rescurces Research

** Institute Bulletin 12, September 1980

"If the 0ld River Ccntr¢l Structure Fails"



’ by R. G. Kazmann and P. B. Jchnscn.

B. "Water on the Mississippi", Discover March,
1983.

Cs Senate Hearings, "0ld River Cgntrcl Struc-
ture", 96th Ccngress.

D. Rural Lcuisiana, "Taming Ole ™Man River"

pages 6-7.

E. Please ncte that Rural Lguisiana is pub-

iished by the Louisiana Asscciation cf Electric
Cooperatives, a closely related entity to Ap-
plicant, Cajun Electric. LAEC is apparently

«f the opinicn that the 0l1d River Contrecl
Structure may not be salvagable.

23. This questicn asks the intevencrs tu generate
mathmatical precbabilities which are based ¢n such diverse
factors as (1) metecrlcjical cenditions cver the next thiry
(30) plus years; (2) the willingness c¢f Cocngress to
appropriate mcney; (3) scil conditicns under the 01d River
Control Structure; (4) the ability ¢f the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers given sufficient finding and numercus cther factors.
The. state believes that such prcbabilities cannot be
calculated tu any meaningful accuracy.

24, See dcocuments referrad in No. 22 above.

2% Un¥nown. There are failures which cannct be

repaired.



26, See Ng. 22 abgve.

27. Unknown.

28. Urkncwn. Alsc, "Steady State Conditicns® do
nct necessarily represent the pcint where River Bend would be
affected. The guesticn is rather, at what pcint the salinity
cf makeup cocling water for the reactcr wculd be affected,

29. Failure cf the 0ld River Centrcl Structure
presents a long term problem fcr the plant. It is not
contended that the plant cannct be shut down safely assuming
the adverse salinity conditicns are identified. The
cententicn is that the plant is nct designed tc-cperate with
salt water and virtually every compcrnent of the cccling tower
water system would be atfected if the plant continued to
cperate under adverse salinity conditicns. 1In additicn, there
could be a longer term adverse impact on well water used for
the makeup water for the reactcr condensate cycle. All
regulatory requirements dealing with ccrresicn and state water
quality criteria ccould petentially be viclated.

20. All Secticns dealing with «corrosicn at all
points of the plant cocling system.

31. This gquesticn cannct be fully answered at this
time, however, at a minimum, facilities should be previded to
desalinate cucling tower make up water.

32. See the kazmann and Jehnscrn article referred to
in No. 22 abeve.

33. Unkncwn. See answer tc No. 22.



34, Obvicusly, the Mississippi River is nct guing
to direct itself intc the channel it ncw cccupies. Unknuwn.

See answer t¢ Ng., 22.

35. Unkncwn. See answer tc No. 22.
36, Unkncwn., See answer toc No. 22.
37. Unknewn, except that there wculd be a
substantial increase.
Respectfully submitted,

WILLIAM J. GUSTE, JR.
Attorney General

J. DAVID McNEILL, III
Assistant Attcrney GCerneral

iUe
DAVID McNEILL,
A851stant Attcrney General
Department cf Justice

7434 Perkins Read

Suite C

"aten Rcuge, Lovisiana 70808
(504) 922-0187




