LATED CORRESPO NDENCE

UsS., NUCLEAK RBGULATORY COMMISSICS

’

In the matter of Docket Nes, 50-72¢ OF OL
CeFPoCo. Midland Plant 50=-270 Ok OL
Unite 2 & 2

BEFORE TEE ATOKIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

INTERVEMOE RESPONSE TO C.P.CO. 1/16/A. DISCOVERY REPLY
FOR NOTICE OF TEE BOARD
1/26/81

In the intrest of moving ferward with substantive issues, I will hereby
set forth my ebjeetione te Consumer's reply infermally. I have salse included
clarifying end fellew up questiens te my 12/4/80 reguest,

(Instrustiens and definitiens as stated in 12/4/80 request)

PERTAINING TO DOCUMENT RBQUESTS

1. nesponse is satisfactery.

2+ Respense is incemplete.

s) What are the mest roosnt estimates fer total soil settlement cests
(inoluding warieus cempletien sshedule pathe) sssuming ourrent remediatien
prepossls are scoeptable?

b) Pleswe explain these estimstes, breaking them dewn inte their cempenent

parts.

o) What are the most reeent estimates fer tetel seil settlement veets if
femove] and Replasement after Frelewding (Optien 2) (50=541#21) were now

necessary?
d) Will auy pertierm ef these soil settlement coste be ineluded im reqguests

before the Michigan Public Serviee Commission ae & part of esnstruetien cests

ér cests to be ultimately included in the ratebasse’
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o) If the snswer te d) is yes,plesse deperilis and explain such anticipated
requests,

®« Respense is ineemplete and deouments previded de net respond te the intent

ef the request.

I recuested désumentation of "all dissussions sencerning and leading up te
C. P. Co's decisien te appesl the NRC recusets fer additiensl berings’ net
of the appeal itself enee the final decisien had besn made.
The meeting surmaries and netes provided did net ~wver these preliminary
aoalysis as requested.
I would censider any meeting netes or ether communicat .ene on the subject
of additiens] berings during July and August 1980 te be relevant to my
recuest and disceverable(sccerding te the parenthetical discussien at the
_and i Gupport & my

end of item & page 8 of the Ooteber 24,1980 Frehearing Cenfersnee Order)s i i.ped
conkehrion Lo

Iweuld sask that amy ebjeetiens te predusing sush decuments be specifically

stated and explained.

4. Hespense is ipcemplete.

L
I requested decumentatien ef amy discussiens er censiderations of pessible
fawguits tnvolving seil gottlement matters®.

One dooument was previded. Flesse state sand explain the pivelege or objeetien

by whiech further deoument requests sre here refused.

5. Respense is satisfactery. that ne such decuments exist.
I requested decumentatien ef "sll eptiens ever eensidered (whether fermsl er
infermal tentative er semplete) for serrestion of the Adminietrstien Building

settlement®.

s) Why are there ne recerds er desuments cencernir, serres’ ion of Administratie

Building settlement (ineluding the shesen eptien)?
b) On what basis was the decisien te remeve and rep’sce the faulty fill

under the Administretien Building made?



o) Whe made this (5b) decisient?
d) When was this (6b) deeisien made?

e) Desoribe and explein any slternative cerrective actiens ever cemsidered and

rejeoted fer the Administratien Bullding if suck eensiderations were made.

PERTAINING TO INTERROGATORIES
I am aoting en the und erstanding that respenses te diseevery recuests
are te be researched with the intemt ef finding answers if they exist to

questiens pesed. I de net cenmeider te be sdecuste an individual response
made"to the best ef eur present knewledge recellection and belisf® which

mekes no attempt te review the peried in cuestien er include the respenses

of persens involvedy

1. Response to la is satisfectory.
Kequest 1b ssks'™Who makes the final decisions on which actions are taken

or will be takerf In sentence 2 define the phrase "depending on its 1mport;nce'
more precisely.Similarly define the phrase”in the case of decisions of lesser

imvortanee” in the last sentence. What oriteris deffne "impertance” warranting

menagemsnt review in each i‘nestance?
<) Were any decisions of the Bechtel Project Engineer on seil settlement

metters later modified by Bechtel er Cengumer's Project Mansgemen® Review?

Please descride and explain any such decigiens end modifications.

2. Response is incomplete and dees mot respond teo the ouestion asked.
nequest Ca aske "Did your cemsultante ever differ in their recemmcndatiens

ptative stages)?

or soil settlement matters (including te
of sonsui-ante Peck and

1 am partioularly igtrested in differing opiniens

or "miner differences e? opinien” te use yeur

Fendron ‘n tentative steges

words.



¢) Did you cemwmunicate with consultants Peek Hendren er Geuld asking their
input ip respense te this questien ae yeur enewer implies?

Please previde deoumentatien ef any such requests, giving the date of the

.

reguest.

b) What is the working relatienship of cemsultants Peok Hendren and Geuld?
o) Did censultants Feck and Eendren ever differ in recommendatiens er

"~ appresches te aetions concerning the Electrieal Ducts, Turbine luildtng3rcmovu].¢'-
proaoaa; use of gratings; greuting ef gcpnjtho md mat feundatien;er any ether
« sotions ocencerning the effeots of the prelead.er ether remedial actiens?
d) If the previeus answer is yes what were these differences and hew were they r .

reselved? (Origina)l request 2a)

%. Respense is incemplete and dees net respend te the parenthetical cualificatiens
of the rgauont.

Reouest 3a maks 'lhntlir cny,originn1 recexmendations of cemsultents (whether
fermal or infermal tentative er complete) were later changed er net fellowed?
e) In respending please address dbut de net limit yeur respense te the feldowing
iteme: 1) Timing of ceeling pend filling in relstien to plecement ef prelead

2) Breaking up ef mud mat

1) Greuting ef gaps between feotings and wud mat (D.G. Building)

4) Use of gratings (D.G. Buidding)

§) Cutting of ecendensate line

6)Turbine Building etresses

7) Beringe in ceeling pend dike ares
b)ies in eriginal request) Explein the reasen fer such changes or departures
-(exoepting ohange frem greuting te permanent dewatering).
o) (ms in eriginal reguest) fhat was thedecisien making process for each ef

such changes er departures?



