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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of

TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING Docket Nos. 50-445-2

COMPANY, e¢c al.

and 50-446-2

(Comanche Peak Steam Electric
Station, Units 1 and 2)

N Nl N S S S St

APPLICATION FOR ISSUANCE OF SUBPOENAS
DUCES TECUM FOR NRC STAFF WITNESSES

CASE requests that the Board issue the attached subpoenas
duces tecum to the following named NRC Staff members pursuant to
10 C.R.F. 2.720(h)(2)(1):

Mi1. Vince Noonan

Mr. Thomas Ippilito
Mr. Herbert Livermore
Mr. Jose Calvo

Mr. Larry Shao

Mr. Conrad McKracken
Mr. Richard Bangert

According to Section 2.720(h)(2)(i), "in a proceeding in
whi~h the NRC is a party, the NRC Staff will make available one
or more witnesses designated by the Executive Director for
Operations (EDO) for oral examination at the hearing or on
deposition regarding ary matter, not privileged, which is
relevant to the issues in the proceeding." Further, this section
states that "attendance and testimony of the Commissioners and

named NRC personnel” may not be required by the presiding officer

officer, by subpoena or otherwise: Provided, that the presiiing
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officer may, upon a showing of exceptional circumstances, such as

a case in which a particular named NRC employee has direct

personal knowledge of a material fact not k-own to the witnesses

made available by the EDO require the attendan~e and testimony of
named NRC personnel. (emphasis added)

To date the NRC Staff has not named the witnesses it intends
to call to suppcrt its position in this case. However, it is
clear that the Staff position will be based on the Technical
Review Team's work as presented in SSERs 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11, and
that the Board corsiders the SSERs extremely important
(Memorandum, Importance of SSERs, April 30, 1985). Each of the
named individuals, with the exception of Mr. Noonan and Mr.
Ippilito, were group leaders for specific SSERs.1 Mr. Noonan,
and Mr. Ippilito before him, managed the TRT effort which began
in March of 1984.2

Intervenors request that the depositions be scheduled for
October 29, 30 and 31. These dates are prior to the November 5
and 6 meeting between the Staff and the Applicant regarding the

responses to the Staff questions on the CPRT. Our request is

consistenc with the request we have been pursuing informally,

1

Mr. Jose Calvo was the group leader for electrical issues, Mr.
Richard Bangert for miscellaneous items, Mr. Larry Shaw for
mechanical/civil/structural, Mr. Herb Livermore for QA/QC, and
Mr. Conrad McKracken for paint coatings.
2

Mr. Thomas Ippilito was in charge of the Special Review Team's
April 1984 inspection and the production of the July 13, 1984 SRT
report (Letter from Darrell Eisenhut to Michael Spence, TUGCO,
re: Report of the Special Review Team), and of the Technical
Feview Team work through October 1984 when Mr. Ippilito resigned
as head of the TRT and Mr. Vince Noonan was appeinted.



albeit unsuccessfully, with the Staff since March 1985.
Intervenors' urgent request is prompted by recent events
which convince us that the discovery blackout which Intervenors
have been required to tolerate has now placed CASE at a
significant disadvantage in relation to events which are
scheduled to occur within the next several weeks. First, we know
that the CPRT reinspection effort, although not yet formally
approved by the Staff, is 38% completed. (See statements of John

Beck in Ft. Worth Star Telegram, October 13,1985 (Attachment 1)).

We understand that Applicants will seek to have the Staff accept
the work they have already completed, and that will be on their
agenda for the November 5 and 6 meeting between the Staff and
Applicant.

We also have been told that the NRC Staff approval of the
CPRT 1is being predicted within a month. Theoretically it will be
based on the Staff's analysis of the adequacy of the reinspection
plan to resclve those specific and generic issues raised in the
SSERs. CASE's comments on the plan, pro or con, will be
effectively irrelevant after Staff approval is given.
Simultaneously, in this hearing, CASE is expected to identify any
problems or deficiencies in the CPRT plan prior to resubmitting
our request for an evidentiary standard and Board action
regarding the CPRT. (See Board Order denying CASE's request for
an evidentiary standa:d, March 12, 1985). CASE will be unable to
protect its interests without access to the basis of the TRT's
findings and conclusions.

Additionally, CASE faces a continuing defense by the



Applicant that the issue of specific deficiencies or a pervasive
QA breakdown is irrelevant based on the existence of the CPRT
Program Plan. CASE cannot demonstrate the inadequacies in the
CPRT to address the identified deficiencies without having the
basis for the Staff's conclusions. Nor can CASE evaluate the
adequacy of the CPRT Issue Specific Action Plans (ISAPs) without
knowing the basis of the Staff's findings and conclusions as
ocutlined in the SSERs.

The Applicant has had the benefit of numerous meetings,
conversations, communication with the Staff since January, as
they sought to understand the basis of the various Staff
conclusions and findings in order to develop their plan. CASE
has not been a party to those communications. Only after we
fully understand the basis of Staff findings and conclusions will
we be able to agree or disagree with Applicants' specific
proposals, the scope of the CPRT program, or the merits of their
position.

Finally, CASE now learns =-- through the press -- that
Applicant anticipates going to hearing in January or February.
Following nine months of discovery and infermation blackout from
both the Applicant and the Staff, CASE has significant amounts of
work to do prior to hearings. That work cannot begin until we
have had adequate discovery. The cornerstone of the remaining
work is discovery into tho'Staff's conclusions.

We are prepared to cooperate on this matter in any way =-- we
will conduct the depositions as evidentiary depositions to save
substantial hearing time, we will delay the depositions if the

Staff goes forward with its long promised CASE-Staff meeting



prior to the November 5, 6 CPRT meeting. However, we believe it
is critical that such a meeting be scheduled prior to the
November meeting with Applicant.

By way of background to this request, the information sought
here is more than ripe for discovery. It has now been over a
year since the TRT members completed the majority of the actual
site inspection work that served as the basis for the various
conclusions in the SSERs, and months since the majority of the
written work was completed on the SSERs which are now issued.

Additionally we have attempted to pursue this information
informaily for over six months. Intervenors first sought
depositions of ten named Staff members in a March 29, 1985 letter
from Stuart E. Treby, Esq. to Anthony Z. Roisman, Esq., in which
we sought discovery on the basis of the TRT findings as reflected
in the SSERs available at the time. After SSER 1l was issued
CASE again sought to have the preliminary meeting scheduled with
the Staff. We formally requested that meeting again in a July
17, 1985 letter to Mr. Treby. Following that letter the Staff
agreed to make the appropriate knowledgeable individuals
available informally for a "meeting" with the Intervenors, after
the issuance of the original SSERs. This position was discussed
and confirmed in numerous telephone conversations between
counsel  That meeting has been scheduled and postponed at least
three times since July, and now appears to be postponed until the
completion of the Staff's work on approving the CPRT. That
significant schedule change was never agreed upon between Staff

and CASE. It has always been our position that we needed the




basis of the Staff's findings before we could take our final
position on the CPRT.

Intervenors origirally agreed to a meeting instead of
depositions at the Staff's request. We have operated on a good
faith belief that a meeting with the individuals named below
would have been held informally months ago, prior to any formal
depositions, and prior to a final CPRT. However, based on the
most recent cancellation of that meeting with no reschedule date,
as well as the announced intention by Applicant to move these
matters to hearing in January or February of 1985, CASE believes
that it has no choice but to formally move for these depositions
immediately.

We have included supboenas duces tecum for the named
individuals, all of whom have direct material knowledge about the
issues in the SSERs for which they were responsible, as defined
by 10 C.F.R. 2.7200(h)(2).

Respectfully submitted,

M\" 4 ”
. waizwc-n Bl
ANTHONY 2. ROISMAN

Trial Lawyers for Public Justice, P.C.
2000 P Street, N.W., Suite 611

Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 463-8600

Counsel for CASE
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING ROARD

In the Matter of

TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING
COMPANY, et al. Docket Nos. 50-445-2
and 50-446-2
(Comanche Peak Steam Electric

Station, Units 1 and 2)
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

By my signature below, I hereby certify that true and

correct copies of CASE's Application For lssuance Of Subpoenas

Duces Tecum For NRC Staff Witnesses have been sent to the names

listed below this 18th day of October, 1985, by: Express mail
where indicated by *: Hand-delivery where indicated by **: and

First Class Mail unless otherwise indicated.

Administrative Judge Peter B. Bloch
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Herbert Grossman

Alternate Chairman

ASLB Panel

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dr. Kenneth A. McCollom, Dean

Division of Engineering, Architecture
and Technology

Oklahoma State University

Stillwater, Oklahoma 74074



Dr. walter H. Jordan
481 W. Outer Drive
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830

Ms. Ellen Ginsberg, Law Clerk
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Cammission
washington, D.C. 20555

Robert A. Wooldridge, Esquire
Worsham, Forsythe, Sampels

& Wooldridge
2001 Bryan Tower, Suite 2500
Dallas, Texas 75201

Nicholas Reynolds, Esquire

Bishop, Liberman, Cook,
Purcell & Reynolds

1200 17th Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

Stuart Treby, Esquire

Geary S. Mizuno, Esquire

Office of Executive Legal Director
U.S8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
washington, D.C. 20555

Docketing & Service Section

Office of the Secretary

U.S. Nvclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Renea Hicks, Esquire

Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Division
Supreme Court Building

Austin, Texas 78711

Mrs. Juanita Ellis
President, CASE

1426 S. Polk

Dallas, Texas 75224

Mr. W.G. Counsil

Executive Vice President
Texas Utilities Generating Co.
Skyway Tower, 25th Floor

400 N. Olive Stre:t

Dallas, Texas 75201




Mr. Roy P. Lessy, Jr.
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius
1800 M Street, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20036

Mr. Thomas G. Dignan, Jr.
Ropes & Gray

225 Franklin Street
Boston, Massachusetts 02.10




United States of America

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
———

In the matter of:

TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY,
et. al.

(Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station, } DOCKET NO. 50 4452
Units 1 and 2) 50-44€-2

TO

Mr. Vince Noonan J

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear ..1555 Connecticut Ave. . NW
........... TR T P R PSSP SR DL R-St< SR SO

B YW i WARDADEERME. Bar.....iieiiideirssssnsssnssssassnssrsrssssssssaasnssasasusarssssssnes
on the.... 29 .. day of .. October . 19.85  at...92:00. 0cock AM.
to testify on behalf of ... Citizens Association for. Sound Energy. (CASE)

in the above entitled action and bring with you the documentis) or object(s) descrived
in the attached schedule.

BY ORDER OF THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

BY

Anthony Z. Roisman, Esq.
ATTORNEY FOR CASE PRy,
20002 Street., MW 4. 611
Wb RGaRy ey Al 16

TELEPHONE L202) 462 -3600.

10 CFR 2720 (D

prending officer or. if he 1 unvailable, the

On morion made promptly. and in any event Commission may (1) quash or modify the sub
at or before the nme specifiec in the mibpoena poena (f (1t Is unreasonable or requires evidence
for complignce by the person to whom the sub not relevant to any matter in issue, or (1) con-

poena (3 divected. and on notce to the party at dinon denial of the motion on just and reasonable
whose instance the subpoena was issued the termy



RETURN ON SERVICE

Received this SUDPOENE ... o on
.................... R s I M s s ss s nis ensasionmn i imcss yanuinsn KouwHbES SIh v PER SR SR
served it on the within named.. ... - S——
by delivering a copy to h.... and tendering to h... the fee for one day's
attendance and the mileage allowed by law.’
T T L —— 9. T O ——C—
Service Fees

Travel..... ..oooooovinnn.. S

T TR $

L R R L b
Subscribed and sworn to before me, a ... B s sbbnti s okairns st
LR I p—— 19

NOTE - Affidavit required only if service is made by a person other than a i nited States
Marshal or his deputy.

A e et e g e A 0 e e e A e s %

!
Fers and mileage need not be tendered 1o the witmess wupon gervice of @ subpoeng issued in behalt of the
(U mired Srares or an officer or agenc here o/ o8 LS 1928



Schedule of Documents

CASE requests that the deponent bring with him to the
deposition all documents or documentation generated in connection
with the preparation of Suppleriental Safety Evaluation Report No.
7, January 1985; No. 8, February 1985; No. 9, March 1985; No. 10,
April 1985; and No. 11, May 1985.*

"Documents"” include, but are ncot limitea to, all drafts of
the SSERs, interim or final reports, memoranda, notes, summaries,
tapes, transcripts, interview reports, procedures, instructions,
drawings, engineering analyses, files, graphs, charts, maps,
photographs, agreements, handwritten notes, studies, notebooks,
books, telephone messages, computer runoffs, and allegation
tracking system computer runoffs generated during the SRT/TRT
work related to this specific SSER, or other Staff work which
served as a basis for any Staff conclusion on the issues/

allegations raised in this SSER.

* This request is similar to information already requested and
being cowviled in response to several Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) Requests from the Government Accountability Project. When
the information responsive to this subpoena duces tecum has been
nroduced in response to the FOIA, CASE will accept a

digest of the information with its location or production date
and/or accession number. (Those FOIA requests are 85-15, 19, 33,
34, 50, 59 and 299).



Hnited States of America

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
—_—

In the matter of:

“EXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY.

et.al.
(Cousache Peak Steam Electric
Station, Units 1 and 2)

Mr. Herbert Livermore

S DOCKET NO. 50-445-2
50-446-2

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

wWashington, D.C. 20555

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear .at. 1555 Connecticut Avenue, NW

in the city of wumgtoncnnc- .............

on the........ 29 .. .day of .October . .

to testify on behalf of ... Citizens Asociation. for.Sound Energy .(CASE)

in the above entitled action and bring with you the document(s) or object(s) described

in the attached schedule.

BY ORDER OF THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

BY

Anthony Z Roisman, Esq.

10 CFR. 2720 ()

On morion made promptly. and in gany event
at or before the rime specified in the wmibpoena
for compliance by the person to whom the sub-
poena is directed, and on nonice 1o the party at
whogse instance the subpoena was issued the

presiding officer or, if he is unvailable. the
Commission may (1) quash or modify the sub -
poena if it is unreasonable or requires evidence
not relevant to anv matter in issue, or (2) con-
dition denial of the motion on just and regsonable
terms



RETURN ON SERVICE

Received this subpoena at..... ... S e o i L o e AR Vel e
IR SO Spp s erey B Bl s sasisinsrriasesians Y i e Sl TR e . 18
served it on the within aamed..................... e B L A : ,
by delivering a copy to h.... and tendering to h.. . the fee for one day's

attendance and the mileage allowed by law '

N o i i Mapite st 19..... Ty L e e o ol o L el S E E
Service Fees

Travel ..., S

DRIV o i s s S

RS s
Subscribed and swom to before me. a ... ... R M E L o
B B Lriains avcmmtsmaasiyoms 19

NOTE - Affidavit required only if service is made by a person other than a United States
Marshal or his deputy.

y Fees and mileage need not be tendered] 1o the witness upon service of @ subpoena (ssued i behal' of the
U'nited Stares or an officer or agenc thereo! SN USC NS



Schedule ¢of Documents

CASE requests that the deponent bring with him to the
deposition all documents or documentation generated in connection
with the preparation of Supplemental Safety Fvaluation Report No.
11, May 1985.*

"Documents"” include, but are not limited to, all drafts of
the SSERs, interim or tinal reports, memoranda, notes, summaries,
tapes, transcripts, interview reporis. procedures, instructions,
drawings, engineering analyses, files, graphs, charts, maps,
photographs, agreements, handwritten notes, studies, notebooks,
books, telephone messages, ccmputer runoffs, and allegation
tracking system computer runoffs generated during the SRT/TRT
work related to this specific SSER, or other Staff work which

served as a basis for any Staff conclusion on the issues/

allegations raised in this SSER.

* This request is similar to information already requested and
being compiled in response to several Freedocm of Information Act
(FOIA) Requests from the Government Accountability Project. When
the informacion responsive to this subpoena duces tecum has been
produced in response tc the FOIA, CASE will accept a

digest of the information with its location or produc:ion date
and/or accession number. (Those FOIA requests are 85-15, 19, 33,
34, 50, 59 and 299).



United States of America

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
—_—

In the matter of:
TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING
COMPANY, et.al.
(Comanche Peak Steam Electric
Station, 'nits 1 and 2)

TO
Mr. Jose Calvo

U.S. Nuclear Regulatry Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

> DOCKET NO. 50 - 445-1
50 - 446-2

..... I I e vicionssimia cominis e e baa s s £ SR NSRS PO F M PR A IS o PO S
in the citv of ........... S IS D trcisciinss s iosmesnmioombauiossmsnsonnsinnpe sossonpinssisdersives
on the... 30 . . dayof...0ctober . . 1985 at..... 2:00 0'clock A M.

to testify on behaif of .. .Citizens Association. for.Sound Energy. (CASE)

in the above entitled action and bring with vou the document(s) or object(s) described

in the zttached schedule.

BY ORDER OF THE ATOMIC SAFFTY AND LICENSING BOARD

BY

Anthony Z. Roisman, Esqg.
ATTORNEY vOR CASE
—a000. P Street, Nu,. §# 611
Wt - RGeR B — < (00 36

TeLerHon: {202) 463-8600

T r——— a—

10 CFR. 2720 ()

On motion made promptly. and in any event
at or before the nime pecified in the n:bpoena
for compliance by the person to whom the sub -
poena iz directed, and on notice to the party af
whose instance the subpoena was issued. the

presiding officer or. if he is vnvalizble, the
Commission may (1) quash or modi): the sub -
poena if it is unreasonadle or requires svidence
not relevant to any matter in issue, or (! con-
dinon denial of the morion on just and reasonable
rerms



RETURN ON SERVICE

Received this SUDPORRE BL..............ccocmuecinimivieimsnismsimeimssnsassssiisesssssnsasssesmessesess on
...................................... B B s eiitaiinsns corsimssondBBan sy oyt son rRFEBeAN RIS SRR SIS
served it on the within named. .. ... P oS
by delivering a copy to h. .. and tendering to h... the fee foi one day's

attendance and the mileage allowed by law.’

T L L e e 19...... L AT e KT e el Ry S
Service Fees

[ e S

Services.........coounnn. b

s R o S
Subscribed and sworn to before me. a ... T AL Rl Y
BT e arvresin s odonhirsirar i sty 19

NOTE - Af'idavit required only if service is made by 3 person other than a United States
Marshal or his deputy.

! Fees and mileage need not be tendered 1o the witness upon service of g subhpoena issued in behalr of the

({ mited Steres or an officer or agenc thereo: <8 LSC IN2S



Schedule of Documents

CASE regquests that the deponent bring with him to the
deposition all documents or documentation generated in connection
with the preparation of Supplemental Safety Evaluation Report No.
7, January 1985.*

“Documents"” include, but are not limited to, all drafts of
the SSERs, interim or final reports, memoranda, notes, summaries,
tapes, transcripts, interview reports, procedures, instructions,
drawings, engineering analyses, files, graphs, charts, maps,
photographs, agreements, handwritten notes, studies, notebooks,
books, telephone messages, computer runoffs, and allegation
tracking system computer runoffs generated during the SRT/TRT
work related to this specific SSER, or other Staff work which
served as a basis for any Staff conclusion on the issues/

allegations raised in this SSIR.

* This request is similar to information already requested and
being compiled in response to several Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) Requests from the Government Accountability Project. When
the information responsive to this subpoena duces tecum has been
produced in response to the FOIA, CASE will accept a

digest of the information with its location or production date
and/or accession number. (Those FOIA requests are 85-15, 19, 33,
34, 50, 59 and 299).



Uuited States of America

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
—&———

In the matter of:
TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING
COMPANY, et.al. I~ L
(Comanche Peak Steam Electric > DOCKET NO. gg_::g_g
Station, Units 1 and 2)

TO

Mr. Conrad McKracken
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear ..1355. Cannecticut. Avenne,. NW,

......... BEEEI.. THE.... ... conemssivarsvasiosbossssasronesonsnssnhorssssstnissssstorasorses soesssresssssss e rarstonss
in the city of ... NaShANGRON,. DaCo.......cvnincincimnssnsmnsnnssssssssssssssesasssssssssssnsasens
on the........ 30.....day of......October......... 1985........ P S 1:000dock p M.

to testify on behalf of Citizens Associatian. for. Sound. Energy. (CASE)

in the above entitled action and bring with you the document(s) or object(s) described
in the attached schedule.

BY ORDER OF THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD
BY

Anthony Z. Roisman, Esq.
ATTORNEY POR c@AB R ssmesssssssssissassssnsssssnanss ssnory 1y

2000 P St N4
Hashington, D.C. 20016

10 CFR 2720 () presiding officer or, if he is unvailadle, the

On morion made promptlv. and in any event Commixsion may (1) quash or modify the b
a1 or before the time specified in the abpoena poena if it is unreasonable or requires evidence
for compliance by the person to whom the sub - not relevant to anv matter in ssue, or (2) con-
poena is directed, and on notice 1o the party @t dition demial of the monon on just and reasonable

whose instance the subpcena was (sswed the terms



RETURN ON SERVICE

RO L e, R ey ER - .on
....................................... B Oecocvicis sesnassiinsassasinilisicssssassanssrinnsvassassiarernarssssssanassne
served it on the within NAMEd . ............. .o .
by delivering 2 copy to h... and tendering to h... the fee for one dly s
attendance and the mileage allowed by law.’
BRI oo snisnesimiassassssing 19..... . P R R ST e
Service Fees

Travel ... S

BTV oo cosninnn S

B iconcisnanisiansnes S

NOTE - Affidavit required only if service is made by s person oiher than a United States
Marshal or his deputy.

' Fees end mileage nred not be tendered 10 the wilness upon service of @ subpreng issued in behall of the
U'nited Srares or en officer or agency thereo! SN L8C 128

O




Schedule of Documents

CASE requests that the deponent bring with him to the
deposition all documents or documentation generated in connection
with the preparation of Supplemental Safety Evaluation Report No.
9, March 1985.*

“Documents” include, but are not limited to, all drafts of
the SSERs, interim or final reports, memcranda, notes, summaries,
tapes, transcripts, interQiew reports, procedures, instructions,
drawings, engineering analyses, files, graphs, charts, maps,
photographs, agreements, handwritten notes, studies, notehooks,
books, telephone messages, ccmputer runoffs, and allegation
tracking system computer runoffs generated during the SRT/TRT
work related to this specific SSER, or other Staff work which
served as a basis for any Staff conclusion on the issues/

allegations raised in this SSER.

* This request is similar to information already requested and
being compiled in response to several Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) Requests from the Government Accountability Project. When
the information responsive to this subpoena duces tecum has been
produced in response to the FOIA, CASE will accept a

digest of the information with its location or production date
and/or accession number. (Those FOIA requests are 85-15, 19, 33,
34, 50, 59 and 299).



United States nf America

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

___o—-—

In the matter of: 1
TEXAS UTILITICES GZHTRATING

COMPANY, et.al. L DOCKET NO. 50-445-2
(Comanche Peak Sceam Electric 50-446-2
Station, Units 1 and 2)
TO
Mr. Richard Bangert ‘

U.S. Nuclear Reguleatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

YOU ARE HERZBY COMMANDED to appear at.. 1555 . Connecticut. Avenue, NW
Suite 212

...........................................................................................................................................

to testify on behalf of .Citizens Association.for. Sound.Energy (CASE)

in the above entitled action and bring with you the document(s) or object(s) described
in the attached schedule.

BY ORDER OF THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

10 CFR 2720 ()

On mornion made promptly, and in an)y event
ar or before the time specified in the mibpoena
for compliance by the person to whom the b -
poena s directed. and on motice to the parny ai
whose inftance the sub, oena was issued the

presiding officer or. if he s unvallable, the
Commission may (1) quash or modify the sub-
poena if it s unreasonable or requires evdence
not relevant to eny marter in lsswe. or (1) con-
dirion denial of the motion on just and reascnable
terms




RETURN ON SERVICE

Received this SUDPOERE BL...........ccooommrioiimmmmmmmminimsissss s OM

..................................... AR ON....co. cieercnessansns Blisirananiscintnssnnassossansssisnssssnsssnsanes
served it on the within NAMEd..........ccooiiimiiiiinn rorriermess s s
by delivering a copy to h... and tendering to h.... the fee for one day's
attendance and the mileage allowed by law ’
DI oo st sonitossinrarsises ... DY o recsanissrsessmssssrassesnssnnnsinsisstssnasenes
Service Fees

I oo somcicins s

Services.........cccouen S

| R ——— $
Subscribed and swom to before me. & ... - SRR N R,
BN M eoscossisversonssasarn romessimerasch |, S

NOTE - Affidavit required only if service is made by a person other than a United States
Marshal or his deputy.

’ Fees and mileage need not be tendersd 10 he wirness upon service f @ subpnena igsued in behall of the
United Swates or an officer or agency therec! o8 LSC 1s2S




Schedule of Documents

CASE recuests that the deponent bring with him to the
deposition all documents or documentation generated in connection
with the preparation of Supplemental Safety Evaluation Report No.
8, February 1985.*

"Documents” include, but are not limited to, all drafts of
the SSERs, interim or final reports, memoranda, notes, summaries,
tapes, transcripts, interview reports, procedures, instructions,
drawings, engineering analyses, files, graphs, charts, maps,
photographs, agreements, handwritten notes, studies, notebooks,
200ks, telephone messages, computer runoffs, and allegation
tracking system computer runoffs generated during the SRT/TRT
work related to this specific SSER, or other Staff work which
served as a basis for any Staff conclusion on the issues/

allegations raised in this SSER.

* This request 1s similar to information already requested and
being compiled in response to several Freedom of Information Act
(FOTA) Requests from the Government Accountability Prciect. When
the information responsive to this subpoena duces tecum has been
produced in response to the FOIA, CASE will accept a

digest of the information with its location or production date
and/or accession number. (Those FOIA requests are 85-15, 19, 33,
34, 50, 59 and 299).



United States of America

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
.__-0——

In the matter of:

TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING
COMPANY, et. al. L st danos

(Co-anche'Peak Steam Electric DOCKET NO. 50-446-2
Station, Onits 1 and 2)

TO

Mr. Larry Shao L
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear .....at. 1535 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.

TR eSS i o LS e oy L O s L A ST
in the city of ... WasShington.. . R.Ca. . ... oL R EF
on the... 31....... day of...October. ... 1985......at....9200...... O'clock A M.

to testify on behalf of ... Citizens Associatian for.Sound. Energy. (CASE)

in the above entitled action and bring with you the document(s) or object(s) described
in the attached schedule.

BY ORDER OF THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

BY

Anthony Z. Roisman, .Esq.

A PR e ™ T eeissseeiisiisiassd 19
2000 P St N

e St

10 CFR. 2720 () presiding officer or, if he is unvailable, the

On morion made promptiy. and in any event Commission may (1. quash or modify the sub -
ar or before the rtime specified in the subpoer poena if it is unreasonabie or requires evidence
Jor compliance by the person to whom the sub - not relevant to any matrer in isswe, or (2) con-
poena is directed. and on notice to the party at dirion denial of the mortion on just and reasonable

whose instance the subpoenag was issued. the terms




RETURN ON SERVICE

Received this SUDPOENE BL...........cococcivemvuirnmamnniesisissmesinsesissssssssssns s sasissasinased on
T b S e T ai e N R B s s it e RS
served it on the within NAMEd. ... ........ccoooiiiiiiiiiii e eaae e :

by delivering a copy to h... and tendering to h... the fee for one day's
attendance and the mileage allowed by law ’

Dated. ... 19..... T N T L
Service Fees
L COER e R b
Services.. ................... b
T il s
Subscribed and swom to before me. a ... A e Wy 5 LA
C T BRI SR 19.......

NOTE - Affidavit required only if service is made by a person other than a United States
Aarshal or ais deputy.

! Fees and mileage need not be tendereld 10 the witness upon service of g subpnena issued in behall of the

U mired Swates or an officer or agenc\ therec! o8 LS 1828




Schedule of Drcuments

CASE requests that the deponent bring with him to the
deposition all documents or documentation generated in connection
with the preparation of Supplemental Safety Evaluation Report No.
10, April 1985.*

"Documents"” include, but are not limited to, all drafts of
the SSERs, interim or final reports, memoranda, notes, summaries,
tapes, transcripts, interview reports, procedures, instructions,
drawings, engineering znalyses, files, graphs, charts, maps,
photographs, agreements, handwritten notes, studies, notebooks,
books, telephone messages, computer runoffs, and allegation
tracking system computer runoffs generated during the SRT/TRT
work related to this specific SSER, or other Staff work which
served as a basis for any Staff conclusion on the issues/

allegations raised in this SSER.

* This request is similar to information already reques=ed and
being compiled in response to several Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) Requests from the Government Accountability Project. When
the information responsive to this subpoena duces tecum has been
produced in response to the FOIA, CASE will accept a

digest of the information with its location or production date
and/or accession number. (Those FOIA requests are 85-15, 19, 33,
34, 50, 59 and 299).




United States of America

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

_—o-———
i
In the matter of:
TEXAS UTILTIES GENERATING
COMPANY, et.al. 3 €0-4§45-2
(Comanche Peak Steam Electric > DOCKET NO. 50-446-2
Station, Units 1 and 2)
TO
Mr. Thomas Ippilito )
U.S. Nuclear Requlatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear

......... I R L A AR LS OO M
in the city of ... NAShANGEAN... . RoCe......ooirrnrinsisns st ssssses
on the.....31l ... day of ...Octaber. ... 1985....... B catien 3:000'clock P M

in the above entitled action anu bring with you the document(s) or object(s) described
in the attached schedule.

BY ORDER OF THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD
BY

Anthony Z. Roisman, Esq.

ATTO m.m_— .......................................... B it
000 : o ite 611
i 36
TeLEPwONE (202) 463-8600

10 CFR 2720 (N

On morion made promptly, and in any event
at or before the time pecified in the mibpoena
for compliance by the person to whom the sub -
poena (s directed, and on motice to the party at
whose instance the subpoena was issued the

presiding officer or. if he is unvailable, the

Commisnion may (1) quash or modify the sub -
poena if it 8 un bie or requires evidence
not relevant to anv matter in lesue or (1) con~

dition denial of the monon on just and reasonable
terms




RETURN ON SERVICE

Recrived this SUDPOBNE BL..............ccoiiimummiiimmmmniismsims s sassssesscsnsiss on
L ke v e s A DO Bl 3 IR o P RS MR,
served it on the within RAMEd............ccociiiiimini s
by delivering a copy to h. .. and tendering to h... the fee for one day's

attendance and the mileage allowed by law /

Dated............. RENL R o] 19 ... ;) e UL R R . :
Service Fees

Travel ..o s

Services............ccccuuens s

B s S
Subscribed and sworn to before me. a ... . o i)
B B cinioicsiniisammsinivininaie |, S

NOTE - Affidavit required only if service is made by s person other than 3 United States
Marshal or his deputy.

! Fees and mileage need not be iendered to the witness upon service of @ subhprena isswed in behaly of the
U'nited Seates or an officer or agenc: theveos N LB 1928



Schedule of Documents

CAZE requests that the deponent bring with him to the
deposition all documents or documentation generated in connection
with the preparation of the July 13, 1984 letter from Darrell Eisenhut

to Michael D. Spence, with the report of the Special Review Team
inspection.

"Documents” include, but are not limited to, all drafts (.{
the SSERs, interim or final reports, memoranda, notes, summaries,
tapes, transcripts, interview reports, procedures, instructions,
drawings, engincering analyses, files, graphs, charte, maps,
photeographs, agreements, handwritten notes, studies, notebooks,
books, telephone messages, computer runoffs, and allegation
tracking system computer runoffs generated during the SRT/TRT
work related to this specific SSER, or other Staff work which
served as a basis for any Staff conclusion on the issues/

allegations raised in this SSER.

* This request is similar to information already requested and
being compiled in response to several Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) Regquests from the Government Accountability Project. When
the information responsive tc this subpoena duces tecum has been
produced in response to the FOIA, CASE will accept a

digest of the information with its location or production date
and/or accession number. (Those POIA raquests are 85-15, 19, 33,
34, 50, 59 and 299).



