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(5) In those instances where allegations were made
concerning conditions at other facilities, whether nuclear or
non-nuclear, LILCO generaily has limited its request to "re-
ports, memoranda and calculations" demonstrating the relevance
of the defects at the other facilities to the Shoreham diesels.
Requests for documents relating to all of the details and cir-
cumstances of the defects on these other engines are inappro-
priate because such requests would result in endless and waste-
ful litigation of matters having, at most, a peripheral

relationship to the Shoreham case.l/

(6) This request does not include requests for docu-
ments prepared by the County's consultants in other contexts
which may bear on their Qualifications to express opinions in
this case. LILCO believes these matters are more appropriately

and efficiently pursued in depositions.

(7) LILCO also submits herewith its list of proposed
deponents as required by the Board's ruling in the telephone

conference of February 14, 1984.

1/ LILCO does not deny that events and experience on other

diesel engines may be relevant to Shoreham. LILCO believes,

however, that the County has the burden in the first instance
to show the relevance on a component-by-component basis.
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necessary for LILCO to take the depositions of owners or opara=-
tors 7f Transamerica Delaval diesel engines in those instances
where the engine and its operation are admitted as the subject
of a contention in this litigation or where the County is per-
mitted by the Board to pursue discovery with respect to these

otler engines.

Respectfully submitted,
LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY

T. 8. Ellis
Anthony F.

Hunton & Williams
P. O. Box 1535
Richmond, Virginia 23212

DATED: February 17, 1984




LILCO, February 17, 1984

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

In the Matter of
LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY
(Shoreham Nuclear Power Station, Unit 1)
Docket No. 50-322 (OL)

I hercby certifv tha* copies of LILCO's Submission of

Proposed Requests for Documents and List of Prcbable Deponents

were mailed this date to the following by first-class mail,

postage prepaid, or were served by hand, as indicated by an as-

terisk:

Lawrence Brenner, Esq.*

Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel

U.S. NRC

4350 East-West Highway

Fourth Floor (North Tower)

Bethesda, Maryland 20814)

Dr. Peter A Morris*

Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel

U.S. NRC

4350 East-West Highway

Fourth Floor (North Tower)

Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Dr. George A. Ferguson*
Administracive Judge
Scheol of Engineering
Howard University

2300 6th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20059

Secretary of the Commission

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board Panel

U.S. Nuclear R2_ atory
Commission
Washington, D.C. 2(C555

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Robert E. Smith, Esq.

Guggenheimer & Untermyer

20 Pine S*reet

New York, N.Y. 10005



Bernard M. Bordenick, Esqg.*
David A. Repka, Esq.

U.S. NRC

Maryland National Bank Bldg.
7735 0ld Georgetown Road
Bethesda, Marylanc 20814

Herbert H. Brown, Esq.
Lawrence Coe Lanpher, Esq.
Alan R. Dynner, Esqg.*
Kirkpatrick, Lockhart, Hill,
Christopher & Phillips
8th Floor
1900 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Mr. Marc W. Goldsmith

Energy Research Group

4001 Totten Pond Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02154
MHE Technical Associates

1723 Hamilton Avenue
Suite K

San Jose, California ©5125

Mr. Jay Dunkleberger

New York State Energy Office
Agency Building 2

Empire State Plaza

Albany, New York 12223

Hunton & Williams
707 East Main Street
P.J. Box 1535

Richmond, Virginia 23212

DATED: February 17, 1984

Martin Bradley Ashare, Esgq.
Attn: Patricia A. Dempsey, Esq.
County Attorney

Suffolk County Departinent of Law
Veterans Memnrial Highway
Hauppauge, New York 11787

Stephen B. Latham, Esq.
Twomey, Latham & Shea
33 West Second Street
P. O. Box 398
Riverhead, New York 11901
Ralph Shapiro, Esgq.

Cammer ard Shapiro, P.C.

9 East 40th Street
New York, llew York 10016
James Dougherty, Esq.
3045 Porter 3Street
Washington, D.C. 20008
Howard L. Blau

217 Newbricge Road

Hicksville, New York 11801

Jonathan D. Feinberg, Esq.
New York State

Department of fublic Service
Three Empire State Plaza
Albany, New York 12223




