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GEORGIA POWER COMPANY, ) Cling el -
et al. ) Docket Nos. soﬂtu&;c‘»y,,.;
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APPLICANTS' FOURTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES
AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

These interrogatories and request for production of
documents are directed to Joint Intervenors Campaign For a
Prosperous Georgia/Georgians Against Nuclear Energy and
pertain to Contention No. 8 as accepted by the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board in its “"Memorandum and Order
(Ruling on Intervenors' Objections to Order of Septem-
ber 5, 1984 and Other Matters)" (Nov. S, 1984). These
discovery requests constitute the Applicants' second round
of discovery requests on Contention No. 8.

The interrogatories are filed pursuant to 10 C.F.R.

§ 2.740b, which requires that they be answered separately

and fully in writing under oath or affirmation. According
to the Stipulation of Parties on Discovery Schedule, such
answers shall be served within 30 days after service of
the interrogatories. These interrogatories are intended
to be continuing in nature, and the answers must be

immediately supplemented or amended, as appropriate,
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should Intervenors obtain any new or differing information
responsive to the interrogatories.

The request for production of documents is filed
pursuant to 10 C.F.R. § 2.741, which requires that Inter-
venors produce and either furnish copies of, or permit
Applicants to inspect and copy, any documents that are
responsive to the request and that are in the possession,
custody, or control of Intervenors. In accordance with
the Stipulation of Parties on Discovery Schedule and with
10 C.F.R. § 2.741, such production must be effected within
30 days after service of this request. The request for
production of dncuments is also continuing in nature, and
Intervenors must produce immediately any documents they

obtain which are responsive to the request.

I. INSTRUCTIONS

The following instructions and definitions apply to
Applicants' interrogatories and request for production of
documents.

, W When identification of a document is requested,
briefly describe the document (i.e., letter, memorandum,
book, pamphlet, etc.) and state the following information
as applicable to the particular document: name, title,
authur, date of publication and publisher, addressee, date

written or approved, the Applicants' identification number

(for those documents which have been produced by Applicant




and the name and

to Intervenors in this proceeding),
address of the person(s) having possession of the document.

2 When identification of a person is requested,
state that person's full name, present employer or busi-
ness affiliation, present address, and present telephone
number.

« 39 *“VEGP" means the Vogtle Electric Generating
Plant, Units 1 and 2.

4. “Intervenors, " "you," or “your" refers to
Georgians Against Nuclear Energy (hereinafter “"GANE")
and/or Campaign for a Prosperous Georgia (hereinafter
"CPG*), and all members, employees, agents, consultants,
attorneys, or other representatives of GANE or CPG.

.. “Correspondence” shall be construed broadly and
shall mean letters; all recordings, transcriptions, and
notes of telephone calls or conversations; inter-office
and intra-office memoranda' telegrams; telex messages;
notes; and reports.

6. "Document” means any handwritten, typed, printed,
graphic, photographic, mechanically recorded, computer
stored, filmed, or other verbal or pictorial matter of
whatever character, however produced or reproduced, of any
kind and description. "Document®” shall also mean every
copy of a document when such copy is not an identical

duplicate of the original.



& “QA/QC" refers to the VEGP quality assurance and
quality control programs and functions.

8. “Contention No. 8, as admitted by the Board"”
shall mean your Contention No. 8, as restated by the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board in this proceeding,
which is as follows:

Applicants have not and will not implement a

quality assurance program for Plant Vogtle for

welding, for properly documenting the placement
of concrete, for adequately testing concrete, for
the preparation of correct concrete quality test
records, for procuring material and equipment
that meet applicable standards. for protecting
equipment and for taking corrective action as
required, so as to adequately provide for the
safe functioning of diverse structures, systems

and components, as required by 10 CFR Part 50,

Appendix B, such that reasonable assurance exists

that operation of the facility will not endanger

the public health a. i safety.

9. "Contention No. 8 activities" shall mean:

a) welding;
b) documenting the placement of concrete;
c) testing concrete;

d) preparaticn of concrete quality test
records;

e) procuring material and equipment;
£) protecting equipment; and
g) taking corrective action in response to
Notices of Violation as required by the
NRC.
10. If any Interrogatory calls for a yes or no

answer, or calls for you to cite evidence upon which you

rely, and you chocse merely to incorporate prior documents



in response to that Interrogatory, Applicants will

~

interpret your response as a statement that you have 19

evidence to support or prove your allegation other than

the evidence specifically cited in the document which 1is

incorporated.
11. Many of these Interrogatories contain separate
sub-parts (a), (b), (c), etc. You are required to answer

each sub-part separately.

II. INTERROGATORIES

In answering each interrogatory, please recite the

interrogatory before providing the response.

A. Specific Interrogatories

Contention 8 (Quality Assurance)

1. PROCUREMENT:

8.1-17
In response to Interrogatory Number 8.1-1, you stated:
"anonymous allegations of file doctoring suggests that
vendors were not qualified on the basis of the ‘quality
assurance' program at Vogtle but rather on the basis of

past work with the Applicants.” State by answering yes Or

L}

no.

‘ Please carefully read and comply with the preceding
enumerated Paragraph 10 of the Instructions set forth at
page 4, above.



(a) Do you contend that it is improper to select
vendors on the basis of past work if that vendor also has
an effective quality assurance program?

(b) -Are you capable of identifying any specific
vendor who does not have an effective quality assurance
program at VEGP?

(c) Are you capable of identifying any specific
allegation, anonymous or otherwise, of “file doctoring"?

8.1-18

If your response to Interrogatory 8.1-17(b) 1is "yes",
identify each vendor whom you contend did not have an
effective quality assurance program.

8.1-19

If your response to Interrogatory 8.1-17(b) is "yes",

answer Interrogatory 8.1-1(a).
8.1-20

If your response to Interrogatory 8.1-17(c) is "yes,"
state the substance of each such allegation, the date the
allegation was first made known to you, how the allegation
was first made known to you, whether the allegation was in
writing or verbal, and, the source of the allegation.

8.1-21

When you refer to "anonymous allegations” in Response

to Interrogatory 8.1-1, do you mean: (l) that the

o Please carefully read and comply with the preceding
enumerated Paragraph 11 of the Instructions set forth at
page 5, above.



individual(s) making the allegation or statement 1is

unknown to you and that you are 1ncapable of giving any

s r
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identifying information with regard to that person(s);
(2) you are capable of identifying the individual(s) but
refuse to share the identify of the individual(s) with tne
Applicants in response to this discovery based upon a
claim of privilege or other objection?
8.1-22
If you are capable of identifying the individual(s]
referred to in the preceding interrogatory, respond to
Interrogatory 8.1-1(b).
8.1-23
In response to Interrogatory Number 8.1-1, you have
incorporated allegations set forth in “"Supplement to Peti-
tion for Leave to Intervene and Request for Hearing, Cam-
paign for a Prosperous Georgia®, dated April 11, 1984
(hereinafter "CPG's Supplement to Petition") and "CPG/
GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second Set of Interroga-
tories”, dated December 19, 1984 (hereinafter "CPG/GANE
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories”). Specif-
ically identify each document’ which you will introduce

at the time of hearing before the ASLB and identify each

' Please carefully read and comply with the preceding
enumerated Paragraph 1 of the Instructions set forth at
page 2, above.



witness® whom you will call 3t the time of hearing in
support of the allegations set forth in response to
Interrogatory 8.1-1.
8.1-24

If your response to the preceding interrogatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second I[nterrogatories, specify Dy
document and pige number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such tha* it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.

8.1-25

In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.1-1,
you have stated that: “Intervenors will provide further
information if warranted following review of Applicants’
responses to Intervenors' 'Third Set of Interrogatories
and Request %o Produce' and the Applicants' Responses to
Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning quality assur-
ance."” Provide such further information. If you have no
such further information, indicate that fact by stating:
“There is no such additional information"™ or by incorpo-

rating your prior response to Interrogatory 8.1-1.

¥ Please carefully read and comply with the preceding
enumerated Paragraph 2 of the Instructions set forth at
page 3, above.



8.1-26
In response to Interrogatory Number 8.1-2, you have
stated that "(b]reakdowns in the Applicants' method of
selecting gqualified vendors could result in unsafe and
uncorrected conditions at Plant Vogtle. [emphasis

added]." Respond by answering yes Or no to [nterrogatory

8.1-2 which asks: "Do you contend that Applicants' method
of approving qualified vendors has resulted in any unsatfe
and uncorrected condition at VEGP? [emphasis added.]"
8.1-27
If your response to the preceding Interrogatory is
“yes," answer Interrogatory 8.1-2 subparts (a), (b), (c)
and (4d).
8.1-28
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.1-2,
you have incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's
Supplement to Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC
Staff's Second Interrogatories. Specifically identify
each document which you will introduce at the time of
hearing before the ASLB and identify each witness whom you
will call at the time of hearing in support of the alle-
gations set forth in response to Interrogatory 8.1-2.
8.1-29
If your response to the preceding interrogatory

re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE'S



Response to NRC Second Interrogatories, specify by docu-
ment and page number where either of those pleadings iden-
tifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it is
responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.1-30
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.1-2,
you have stated that "Intervenors will provide further
information if warranted following review of Applicants’
responses to 'ntervenors' ‘'Third Set of Interrogatories
an® 3quest to Produce' and the Applicants' Responses to
Intervenors' follow-up gquestions concerning quality assur-
ance." Provide such further information. If you have no
such further information, indicate that fact by stating:
»Joint Intervenors have no such additional information.”
8.1-31
In response to Interrogatory Number 8.1-4, you have
stated: "(a)lnonymous informants have alleged that the
Applicants fail to audit their vendors adequately.”

Respond by answering yes or no: are you capable of iden-

tifying any specific allegation (anonymous Or otherwise)
that "the applicants failed to audit their vendors ade-
quately" as referred to in response to Interrogatory 8.1-47
8.1-32
If your response to the preceding Interrogatory is

"yes", state the substance of each such allegation and
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further state: the date the allegation was first made
known to you, how the allegation was first made known t0
you, whether the allegation was in writing or verbal and
the source of the allegation.
8.1-33
When you refer to "anonymous informants" as used in
response to Interrogatory 8.1-4, do you mean: (1) that
the individual making the allegation or statement 1is
unknown to you and that you are incapable of giving any
identifying information; or (2) you are capable of iden-
tifying the individual but refuse to share the identity of
the individual with Applicants based upon a claim of
privilege or other objection?
8.1-34
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.1-4,
you have incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's
Supplement to Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC
Staff's Second Interrogatories. Specifically identify
each document which you will introduce at the time of
hearing before the ASLB and identify each witness whom you
will call at the time of hearing in support of the alle-
gations set forth in response to Interrogatory 8.1-4.
8.1-35
[ your response to the preceding interrogatory

re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's




Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify Dby
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.1-36
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 3.1-3,
you have stated that "Intervenors will provide further
information if warranted following review of Applicants’
responses to Intervenors' 'Third Set of Interrogatories
and Request to Produce' and the Applicants' Responses to
Intervenors' follow-up . 2stions concerning quality assur-
ance.” Provide such further information. If you have no
such further information, indicate that fact by <tating:
“Joint Intervenors have no such additional information.”
8.1-37
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.1-5,
you have incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's
Supplement to Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC
Staff's Second Interrogatories. Specifically identify
each document which you will introduce at the time of
hearing before the ASLB and identify each witness whom you
will call at the time of hearing in support of the alle-
gations set forth in response to Interrogatory 8.1-5.
8.1-38
If your response to the preceding interrogatory

re-incorporates CPG's Supplewent tc Petition or CPG/GANE's

g



Response to NRC Staff's Secoid Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding 1interrogatory.

8§.1-353

State by answering yes or no whether you are presently

capable of responding to Interrogatory 8.1-7.
8.1-40
If your response to the preceding Interrogatory 1s
“yes”, respond to Interrogatory 8.1-7.
8.1-41

State by answering yes or no whether you are presently

capable of responding to Interrogatory 8.1-8.
8.1-42
If your response to the preceding Interrogatory is
“yes", provide a response to Interrogatory 8.1-8.
8.1-43

State by answering yes or no whether you are presently

capable of providing a response to Interrogatory 8.1-9
subparagraphs (a), (b), and (c).
8.1-44
If your answer to the preceding Interrogatory is
“yes," respond to Interrogatories 8.1-9(a),(b) and (c).
8.1-45
In response to Interrogatory Number 8.1-9, you have

incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's Supplement to

_E



Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second
Interrogatories. Specificallv identify each document
which you will introduce at the time of hearing before the
ASLB and - identify each witness whom you will call at the
time of hearing in support of the allegations set forth in
response %o Interrogatory 8.1-9.
8.1-46
If your response to the preceding interrogatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.1-47
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.1-9,
you have stated that "Intervenors will provide further
information if warranted following review of Applicants’
responses to Intervenors' ‘'Third Set of Interrogatories
and Request tc Produce' and the Applicants' Responses to
Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning quality assur-
ance. Provide such further information. If you have no
such further information, indicate that fact by stating:
*»Joint Intervenors have no such additional information.”
8.1-48
In response to Applicants’' Interrogatory Number

8.1-11, you have incorporated allegations set forth in

Qe



CPG's Supplement to Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to
NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories. Specifically identify
each document which you will introduce at the time of
hearing before the ASLB and identify each witness whom you
will call at the time of hearing in support of the allega-
tions set forth in response to Interrogatory 8.1-11.
8.1-49

If your response to the preceding interrogatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.

8.1-50

In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number
8.1-11, you have stated that “Intervenors will provide
further information if warranted following review of
Applicants' responses to Intervenors' 'Third Set of Inter-
rogatories and Request to Produce' and the Applicants’
Responses to Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning
quality assurance."” Provide such further information. If
you have no such further information, indicate that fact
by stating: "Joint Intervenors have no such additional

information."

L -



2. WELDING:

8.

ra
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In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.2-1,
you have.stated that "Intervenors will provide further
information if warranted following review of Applicants’
responses to Intervenors' 'Third Set of Interrogatories
and Request to Produce' and the Applicants’ Responses to
Intervenors' follow-up gquestions concerning gquality assur-
ance." Provide such further information. If you have no
such further information, indicate that fact by stating:
“Joint Intervenors have no such additional information.”

8.2-21

In response to Interrogatory Number 8.2-1, you have
incorporated allegations set forth in TPG's Supplement to
Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second
Interrogatories. Specifically identify each document
which you will introduce at the time of hearing before the
ASLB and identify each witness whom you will call at the
time of hearing in support of the allegations set forth in
response to Interrogatory 8.2-1.

8.2-22

If your response *o the preceding interrogatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by

document and page number where either of those pleadings

_re




identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.2-23

Respond by answering yes or no: Do you contend that

the cracking in the containment pipe rack welds 1is pres-
ently an uncorrected condition at VEGP?
8.2-24

Respond by answering yes or no: Do you have any

knowledge of the facts and circumstances surrounding the
cracking in the containment pipe rack welds other than
that which is set forth in the letter from D.O. Foster to
James P. O'Reilly dated October 17, 1384, which is
referred to in Response to Interrogatory 8.2-1?
8.2-25
If your reply to the preceding interrogatory is "yes,"”
answer fully interrogatory 8.2-1 including its subparts.
8.2-26
Identify each document which you will introduce at the

time of hearing before the ASLB and identify each witness

whom you will call at the time of hearing in support of

your allegation that the cracking in the containment pipe
rack welds evidences a deficiency in the quality assurance

program at VEGP.




8.2-27
If your response to the preceding interrcgatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response. to NRC Staff's Second Interrcgatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that 1t
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.2-28
In response to Interrogatory 8.2-3 you have stated
“(a]ll Notices of Viclation relate to implementing the
required test procedures for welds." Do you mean that you
do not rely in support of your Contention No. 8 upon any
Notices of Violations which relate to any other aspect of
the construction of VEGP (i.e. concrete, procurement,
failure to take corrective action, welding procedures
which do not relate to testing the welds)?
8.2-29
If your answer to the preceding interrogatory is "no",
please respond to Interrogatory 8.2-3 and limit your
response to the question which is asked in Interrogatory
8.2-3.
8.2-30
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.2-3,
you have stated that "Intervenors will provide further

information if warranted following review of Applicants’

=i



responses to Intervenors' *Third Set of Interrogatories
and Request to Produce’' and the Applicants’
Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning quality assur-
ance.” Provide such further information. If you nhave no
such further information, indicate that fact by stating:
“Joint Intervenors have no such additional information.”
8.2-31

In response to Interrogatory Number 8.2-3, you have
incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's Supplement to
Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second
Interrogatories. Specifically identify each document

which you will introduce at the time of hearing before the

ASLB and identify each witness whom you will call at the

time of hearing in support of the allegations set forth in
response to Interrogatory 8.2-3.
8.2-32
If your response to the preceding interrogatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/CANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.2-33
In response to Applicants’' Interrogatory Number 8.2-4,

you have stated that "Intervenors will provide further




information if warranted following review of Applicants’
responses to Intervenors' ‘'Third Set of Interrogatories
and Request to Produce' and the Applicants' Responses to
Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning quality assur-
ance." Provide such further information. If you have no
such further information, indicate that fact by stating:
“Joint Intervenors have no such additional information.”
8.2-34

In response to Interrogatory Number 8.2-4, you have
incorporated allegations set fortn in CPG's Supplement to
Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second
Interrogatories. Specifically identify each document
which you will introduce at the time of hearing before the
ASLB and identify each witness whom you will call at the
time of hearing in support of the allegations set forth in
response to Interrogatory 8.2-4.

8.2-35

If your response to the preceding interrogatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number wnhere either of those pleadings

identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it

is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.

<20~



8.2-36

In response to Interrogatory 8.2-5 you state "(wleld-
ing deficiencies in containment liner penetrations are

fundamentally dangerous."” Please respond by stating yes

or no whether you contend any deficiency involving welds
in containment liner penetrations has resulted in any

uncorrected deficient condition at VEGP?

8.2-37
If your answer to the preceding interrogatory 1s
"yes”, respond to Interrogatory 8.2-5.
8.2-38
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.2-5,
you have stated that "Intervenors will provide further
information if warranted following review of Applicants’
responses to Intervenors' 'Third Set of Interrogatories
and Request to Produce' and the Applicants' Responses to
Intervenors®' follow-up questions concerning quality assur-
ance."” Provide such further information. If you have no
such further information, indicate that fact by stating:
*Joint Intervenors have no such additional information.”
8.2-39
In response to Interrogatory Number 8.2-5, you have
incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's Supplement to
Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second

Interrogatories. Specifically identify each document

2le



which you will introduce at the time of hearing before the
ASLB and identify each witness whom you will call at the
time of hearing in support of the allegations set forth in
response to Interrogatory 8.2-5.

8.2-40

If your response to the preceding interrogatory

re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.

8.2-41

Please state by answering yes or no whether you are

presently capable of responding to Interrogatory 8.2-6.
802-42

If you are presently capable of responding to Inter-

rogatory 8.2-6, respond to that Interrogatory by answering
yes or no.
8.2-43

In response to Interrogatory Number §.2-6, you have
incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's Supplement to
Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second
Interrogatories. Specifically identify each document
which you will introduce at the time of hearing before the

ASLB and identify each witness whom you will call at the
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time of hearing in support of the allegations set forth in
response to Interrogatory 8.2-6.
8.2-44
% 4 ydur resporse to the preceding interrogator:

re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANKL 'S
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify DYy
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.

' 8.2-45

Please state by answering yes or no whether you are

presently capable of responding to Interrogatory 8.2-7.
8.2-456
If you are capable of responding to Interrogatory

8.2-7, please state yes or no whether you contend any

failure as alleged in Interrogatory 8.2-6 evidences a
deficiency in the quality assurance program at VEGP?
8.2-47
If your response to the preceding Interrogatory is
“yes", please respond to Interrogatories 8.2-7(a),(b).(c),
(d) and (e).
8.2-48
In response to Interrogatory Number 8§.2-7, you have
incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's Supplement to
Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second

Interrogatories. Specifically identify each document

e



which you will introduce at the time of hearing before the

ASLB and identify each witness whom you will call at the

time of hearing in support of the allegations set forth in
response to Interrogatory 8.2-7.

8.2-49

If your response to the preceding interrogatory

re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.

8.2-50

Please state by answering yes or no whether you are

presently capable of responding to Interrogatory 8.2-8.
8§.2-51
I1f you are capable of responding to Interrogatory

8.2-8, please state yes or no whether you contend that any

failure as alleged in Response to Interrogatory 8.2-6 has

resulted in an uncorrected deficiency at VEGP.

8.2-52
If your respcnse to the preceding Interrcgatory is
"yes", please respond to Interrogatories 8.2-8(a),(b).,
(c),(d) and (e).
8.2-53
In response to Interrogatories 8.2-9, 8.2-10 and

8.2-11, you have stated: " . . . for example, the




August 31, 1983 notice of violation 50-424 & 425/83-16."

Please answer yes or no whether this is the only instance

-

in which you contend that Applicants failed to assure that
nondestructive testing of welds was conducted consistent
with applicable codes?
8.2-54
If your answer to the preceding Interrogatory 1S "no",
state each and every other instance which you contend to
support your contention that applicants failed to assure
that nondestructive testing of welds was conducted con-
sistent with applicable codes.
8.2-55
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.2-9,
you have stated that "Intervenors will provide further
information if warranted following review of Applicants’
responses to Intervenors' ‘Third Set of Interrogatories
and Request to Produce' and the Applicants' Responses to
Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning quality assur-
ance.” Please provide such further information. If you
have no such further information, indicate that fact by
stating: "Joint Intervenors have no such additional
information."
8.2-56
In response to Interrogatory Number 8.2-9, you have

incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's Supplement to
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Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second
Interrogatories. Specifically identify each document

which you will introduce at the time of hearing before the

ASLB and ‘identify each witness whom you will call at the

time of hearing in support of the allegations set forth in
response to Interrogatory 8.2-9.
8.2-57
If your response to the preceding interrogatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.2-58
In response to Interrogatory 8.2-12 you have stated:
"Please see the letter from James P. O'Reilly to Georgia

Power, 28 September 1983 . . ." Please state yes ot no

whether you know of any other "allegation®” made by "a
Walsh Company boilermaker that improper welding and work
practice had occurred” other than those allegations which
are set forth in the letter from James P. O'Reilly
referred to in response to Interrogatory 8.2-12.
8.2-59

If your response to the preceding Interrogatory is

“yes”, please fully respond to Interrogatories 8.2-12(a),

(b).(c),(d) and (e).




8.2-60
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Mumber
8.2-12, you stated that: “Intervenors will provide fur-
ther information if warranted following review of Appli-
cants' responses to Intervenors' 'Third Set of Interroga-
tories and Request to Produce' and the Applicants’
Responses to Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning
quality assurance." Please provide such further informa-
tion. If you have no such further information, indicate
that fact by stating: “Joint Intervenors have no such
additional information."”
8.2-61
In response to Interrogatory Number 8.2-12, you have
incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's Supplement to
Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second
Interrogatories. Specifically identify each document
which you will introduce at the time of hearing before the
ASLB and identify each witness whom you will call at the
time of hearing in support of the allegations set forth in
response to Interrogatory 8.2-12.
8.2-62
I[f your response to the preceding interrogatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by

document and page number where either of those pleadings
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identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.2-63
In response to Interrogatory 8.2-14 you state “Appli-
cants have repeatedly been cited by the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission for inadequate welding . . ." Please state yes
or_no whether you know of any claim of inadequate welding
other than those described in Notices of Violation
received from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
8.2-64
If your response to the preceding Interrogatory is
"yes", respond to Interrogatories 8.2-14(a),(b) and (c).
8.2-65
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number
8.2-13, you have stated that "Intervenors will provide
further information if warranted following review of
Applicants' responses to Intervenors’ ‘*Third Set of Inter-
rogatories and Request to Produce' and the Applicants’
Responses to Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning
quality assurance." Please provide such further informa-
tion. If you have no such further information, indicate
that fact by stating: "Joint Intervenors have no such

additional information."”
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8.2-66
In response to Intecrrogatory Number 8§.2-13, you have
incorporated al egations set forth in CPG's Supplement to
Petition-and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second

Interrogatories. Specifically identify each document

which you will introduce at the time of hearing before the

ASLB and identify each witness whom you will call at the
time of hearing in support of the allegations set forth in
response to Interrogatory 8.2-13.

8.2-67

If your response to the preceding interrogatory

re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.

8.2-68

Please respond by answering yes or no whether you are

aware of any instance in which Applicants have been
restricting quality assurance methods to explicitly desig-
nated procedures in disregard to more comprehensive stan-
dards of engineering practice . . ." (as set forth at page
14 of your Amendment to Supplement to Petition to Inter-

vene and for Rehearing filed May 27, 1984).




8.2-69
If your response to the preceding Interrogatory is
"“yes"”, please respond to Interrogatories 8.2-18(a).,(b).,(c)
and (d).-
8.2-70
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number
8.2-16, you have stated that "Intervenors will provide
further information if warranted following review of
Applicants' responses to Intervenors' 'Third Set of Inter-
rogatories and Request to Produce' and the Applicants’
Responses to Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning
quality assurance." Please provide such further informa-
tion. If you have no such further information, indicate
that fact by stating: “Joint Intervenors have no such
additional information."”
8.2-71
In response to Interrogatory Number 8.2-16, you have
incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's Supplement to
Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second
Interrogatories. Specifically identify each document
which you will introduce at the time of hearing before the
ASLB and identify each witness whom you will call at the
time of hearing in support of the allegations set forth in

response to Interrogatory 8.2-16.
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8.2-72
If your response to the preceding interrcgatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.2-73
In response to Interrogatory 8.2-17, you have incor-
porated by reference CPG's Supplement to Petition and
CPG/GANE's Response to NRC Staff's Second Interroga-
tories. Please cite by document and page number specif-
ically where either of those pleadings identifies and

describes the "more comprehensive standards of engineering

practice” which should have been followed, as requested 1n

Int2rrogatory 8.2-17.
g.2-74

In response to Interrogatory 8.2-19, you have stated
“yes. Please see relevant responses above." However, you
have also stated that you ". . . have not and will not
inspect Applicants' welds." (See Response to Intercrnga-

tory 8.2-18.) Please respond by answering yes Or no

whether you know of any particular weld at VEGP which 1is

presently unsafe.




8.2-75
If your response to the preceding Interrogatory 1s
“yes"”, please respond to Interrogatories 8.2-19(a),(b).,(c)
and (4).-
3. CONCRETE:
8.3-13
In respcnse to Applicants’ Interrogatory Number 8.3-4,
you have stated that "Intervenors will provide further
information if warranted following review of Applicants’
responses to Intervenors' 'Third Set of Interrogjatories
and Request to Produce' and the Applicants' Responses to
Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning quality assur-
ance.” Provide such further information. If you have no
such further information, indicate that fact by stating:
“Joint Intervenors have no such additional information.”
8.3-14

In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.3-4,

you have incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's

Supplement to Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC
Staff's Seccnd Interrogatories. Specifically identify
each document which you will introduce at the time of
hearing before the ASLB and ident.fy each witness whom you
will call at the time of hearing in support of the allega-

tions set forth in response to Interrogatory 8.3-4.




8.3-15
If your response to the preceding interrogztory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CP5/GANE'S
Response-to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.3-16
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.3-5,
you have stated that "Intervenors will provide further
information if warranted following review of Applicants’
responses to Intervenors' ‘'Third Set of Interrogatories
and Request to Produce' and the Applicants' Responses to
Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning quality assur-
ance.” Provide such further information. If you have no
such further information, indicate that fact by stating:
*“Joint Intervenors have no such additional information.”
8.3-17
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.3-5,
you have incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's
Supplement to Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to NRC
Staff's Second Interrogatories. Specifically identify
each document which you will introduce at the time of

hearing before the ASLB and identify each witness whom you
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will call at the time of hearing in support of the alle-
gations set forth in response tO Interrogatory 8.3-5.
8.3-18
If your response to the preceding interrogatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.3-19

Respond by answering yes Or no whether you know of any

testing (adequate or inadequate) of lifting eyes of con-

crete covers.

8.3-20

If your answer to the preceding Interrogatory is

"yes," please identify each document upon which you rely

in support of your contention that the testing of concrete
covers was inadequate.
8.3-21
[f your response to Interrogatory 8.3-19 is "yes,"
please identify each witness upon which you rely in sup-
port of your contention that the testing of lifting eyes

of concrete covers was inadequate.




8.3-22
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.3-6,
you have incorporated allegations set forth i1 CPG's
Supplement to Petition and CPG/GANE's Response tO NRC
Staff's Second Interrogatories. Specifically identify
each document which you will introduce at the time of
hearing before the ASLB and identify each witness whom you
will call at the time of hearing in support of the alle-
gations set forth in response to Interrogatory 8.3-6.
8.3-23
If your response to the preceding interrogatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.3-24
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.3-6,
you have stated that "Intervenors will provide further
information if warranted following review of Applicants’
responses to Intervenors' ‘Third Set of Interrogatories
and Request to Produce' and the Applicants’' Responses to

Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning quality
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assurance." Provide such further information. If you
have no such further inform tion, indicate that fact by
stating: *“Joint Intervenors have no such additional
information."
8.3-25
Please state by answering yes or no whether you con-
tend that any test of lifting eyes of concrete hatch
covers has resulted in any uncorrected deficient condition
at VEGP.
8.3-26
If your response to the preceding Interrogatory is
“yes," respond fully and completely to Interrogatories

8.3'7(‘)-(b)n<C)'(d)'(.)o(f) and (9)-

8.3-27
Please respond by ans.ering yes or no whether you are

aware of any allegations made by former or present
employees of inadequate concrete QC testing and/or falsi-
fication of QC test records other than those allegations
which are referred to and discussed in I & E Report 83-06
(the July 1981/0ctnber 1982 SALP).

8.3-28

If your answer to the preceding Interrogatory is

“yes,"” please respond fully and completely to Interroga-

tories 8.3-8(a),(b),(c) and (4).
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8.3-29
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.3-8,
you have incorporated allegations set forth in CPG's
Supplement to Petition and CPG/GANE's Respcnse to NRC
Staff's Second Interrogat>yries. Specifically identify
each document which you will introduce at the time of
hearing before the ASLB and identify each witness whom you
will call at the time of hearing in support of the allega-
tions set forth in response to Interrogatory 8.3-8.
8.3-30
If your response to the preceding interrogatory
re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's
Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.3-31
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number 8.3-8,
you have stated that "Intervenors will provide further
information if warranted following review of Applicants’
responses to Intervenors' 'Third Set of Interrogatories
and Request to Produce' and the Applicants' Responses to
Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning quality
assurance.” Provide such further information. If you

have no such further information, indicate that fact by
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stating: *“Joint Intervenors have no such additional

information.”

8.3-32

Please respond by answering yes or no whether there 1s

any basis for your contention that "Applicants’ QA/QC

program has been inadequate with regard to properly docu-

menting the placement «f concrete” other than the facts
and circumstances which are discussed in I & E Report
83-06 (the July 1981-October 1982 SALP).
8.3-33
If your response to the preceding Interrogatory is
“yes," please respond fully and completely to Interroga-
tory 8.3-10(a),(b),(c) and (d).
8.3-34
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Number
8,3-10, you have incorporated allegations set forth in
CPG's Supplement to Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to
NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories. Specifically identify
each document which you will introduce at the time of
hearing before the ASLB and identify each witness whom you
will call at the time of hearing in support of the allega-
tions set forth in response to Interrogatory 8.3-10.
8.3-35
If your response to the preceding interrogatory

re-incorporates CPG's Supplement to Petition or CPG/GANE's




Response to NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories, specify by
document and page number where either of those pleadings
identifies documentary evidence or witnesses such that it
is responsive to the preceding interrogatory.
8.3-36

In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Numnber
8.3-10, you have stated that "Intervenors will provide
further information if warranted following review of
Applicants' responses to Intervenors' 'Third Set of Inter-
rogatories and Request to Produce’' and the Applicants’
Responses to Intervenors' follow-up questions concerning
quality assurance." Provide such further information. If
you have no such further information, indicate that fact
by stating: "Joint Intervenors have no such additional
information."

8.3-37

Please respond by answering yes or no whether you have

any basis for your contention "that Applicants’ QA/QC
program has been inadequate with regard to testing of con-

crete," other than that which is specifically described in

CPG's Supplement to Petition and CPG/GANE's Response to

NRC Staff's Second Interrogatories.




8.3-38
If your answer to the preceding Interrogatory is
"yes," respond in full to Interrogatories 8.3-11(a),(b),(c)
and (4d).-
8.3-39
In response to Applicants' Interrogatory Numbder
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