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New Hampshire

Ol Lammrvy Oy

NYN-PL040
Mareh 11, 1091
Mr. Charles W, Hebl
Direstor, Divitlen of Reactor Projocts

Uoited States Nuslear Regslatory Commiseion
Region 1

475 Allesdals Road
Kieg of Prunsls, PA 19406

Raferercar:  (a)  Facllity Operatieg Liconss No, NPP.RE, Duckot No, 50-44)

(v) UENRC Letter dated Mared 5, 1991, "Roquest for Additiennl
Infurmaiive o8 Weldd' CW. Hebl to T.C. Yalpeobarn

(¢)  NHY Lettor NYN:91020, dated Pobruary 34, 1991, "Rusponss to Reques!
for Teformstion’, T.C. Felpesbavm te T.7. Martin

(€) UENRC Letter dated Pebroavy 22, 1991, *Requeat for feformation on
Radlograph Records', CW. Mkl ro 7.C. Folgechica

(¢)  NHY Loetter NYNSID2Y, dated Pedruary 8, 1988, ‘Additions] NHY

Response 10 O10 Regquant ¢. Iefermation’, T.C Polgesbavm to L.
Yeorine

Subject: Responis to Reguest for [aformation
Donr Mr. Hebl,

Esclosed plonse fiod New Huempibirs Yankeor' responss 1o the (aformotion requested
in UENRC lotter dated March 5, i%01 [Roforsnes (b))

Should you bave any questiens cegurding this matter plesss sontset Mr, Terry L.
Harpiter, Dirscior of Licensiog Services ot (603) €74.9521, saiemslon 2748,

Yory traly yours,

Ted C Fedgenbanm
TCPIMP/ael

N ’//.L )fﬁ«"\.‘f- rL }f}
 New Mampihine Yorkes Diviilon of Public Servica Comuony of Niew Momos'ds

/\\‘
\
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. Uglted $tains Nucslenr Ronvintory Commission Mareh 11, 1M1
Attentioe:  Document Contrel Desk Poge two

ee:  Mr Tiomn T, Martie
Regioeal Admnisirator
Veited [tarer Nusionr Reguintery Comminion
Region |
75 Alleedsle Road
King of Proseis, PA 19400

Mt Cordon B Bdlaon, 81, Project Meaager
Project Dhcctorate 1)

Divisies of Reactor Projects
V.8 Nutliar Regulatery Comminslon
Warbington, RC 20385

Detvment Contre! Dok
U.S Nuclear Regulatery Comminsion
Weibisgres, DC 20888

Mt. Nos! Dudley

NRC Sosior Resicent Inspecter
PO Pax LI

Seabrook, NH 03874
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Hew Hampihing Yaskee
. Mareh 13, 1950

INCLOSURE 1 TO NYN-PI040




& The basls for NHY confidence that required radiographs were made for (Puliman:
Miggios) fleld welds, with satisfactory reauite and radiograph retention as regquired,

RESPONSE

NHY (s eonfident thot the requlred radiograpts were made for Pullman - Higglos fisld welds
with satisfactory resulis and radiograph retention as regquires, This confidoncs Lo based oo
the following:

1 The Design, Construction and Quality Asscrence programs snd practices ia elfeel
during tbe conitruciion of Scabrook Station provided a defenss ludepth approsct 1o
eciure the gquality snd isteyrity of the physical compoacnts and supporting record
dosvmeniation. The defemacoln-depib comcepi enielled o blerarchy or lsiersnal
iedependent chocke and Lalasces Ly the organizstions lnvolved la (be desige and
copairuciion of Scabrook Station, Io additios (o theas Inlcroal mensures, saiersal
reviews asd avdits Ly ledependent third partics verified the sdequacy of Lotk
individual rrogram elements aod the total everall program to essurs full complisnce
with the weldipg installatios, lzapsction and records processes.

During deslgn aed cogrtruction, the QA PFrograms of the Architect Bagleesr (AR)
Usited Epgiocers sad Cosstrucivns (URKC), lostallsr PullmanHiggies (P-H), and
Yankee Atomic Blactric Company (YARC), as agent for NRY, provided coatrols to
perform radicgrophy lecludieg sulfivienl uveraighl (o esaure (Bal radlograpby for P-H
field welds war anthlaciorily performed. Key vonirels sasociated witk radiograpby for
ASME 111 systome Included:

Y We ds rogquiring radiograpby were Idontified ou PH flald drawiags,

b Porformance of radiogranhy was controlied via B-H Flald Weld Procens
Sbeets reviewed by P.H Esgluceriag snd QA Afier completion of
radiographby, P-H QA perscnns! roviewed complated records to snoure
rodicgraphby required by (he Process Shests was  sadefaciorily
petiormed, '

¢ At the conclusion of constrostion, P«H Doglacsring and DA prrscane!
performed separate flold walkdowns to snaure the plplag coafiguration
wis conalstent with piplag drawisgs, ASNE N.5 code data reports
were propared by both P-H (us the Inataller) asd UBAC (s the
Deslgner) In order to demonstrate that ASME 111 plplag aystems met
tbe ASME 111 code. One step In the process was (o verily (hat sode
required radiography was sathifactorily performed, Another step was
o aystem PRID review performed by UB&. ™ -laeuring 10 assurs that
all ASME portions of piplag systems wery . sntified on as N-§ code
data raport,
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¢ YADC performod o third love! audlt fusciion of PR rediographs
sctivities, YABC slio performod ep additional, o erall raview of

radiograpbic packages for PoH field welds prior to losludleg tbom o
the records vauli,

3 The rewvlin of four separate recest review efforts submaniiate the effoct vensns
sed edequacy of (be programy and praciices thai were o effect during (be
deaigo and conntruction of Seabrook Blation. These four reviews losluded the
NRC' Speciai Independont Tospeciiva Review Team (NUREG 1425), eorrestive
sctioes NHY performed as dusctibed (s NHY CAR $1.001, Cozgtemsions)
isquirics (via the NRC) requesilag Weld Process Shests and Radicgraphic

lespection Reports and flzally o separais NRY review of P.H weld packagn
performed for the years 3981 through 1984,

3 At o reault of these comblaed reviews only one flald wold record, » radiograph
for weld sumber C§ 328-02.PO20¢, was vot found, Alibough (he radiograph was
po! in the wold record package, viber documentation cloarly demonntrates that
the radiograph was takeo, appropristely reviewsd ws required by the proceduras
aed programs and accopied ar snthfuctory. As part of the corrective actions
for NI1IY CAR #1001, NRY bhas committed to re-radivgraph (bis weld (s the
vpeoming plast outage to complete the weld rovord documeniniion package.

Te svmmary, NIY's cosfidence Is based on the Design, Constructice and Quality Assurance
programs aed practices lo sffect duriag (bs conmstruction of Seabrook Statlen. Thls

confidence s furtber conflrmed by (he recent additionnl detailed reviews and foquiries
regatdiog welding practices and records,
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Clarification of tbe number of (Pullmae-Higgles) redlograpbs ssdlied/enamined
iocident 1o resporics (o post-conitruction lagquirles cosceraleg wold adequacy.

RESPQONIE

NHY bas copd:

~t
e

¢d o scparate phyeien! covet of the radiography packages remaved from
the vault o part of posteconstruction follow-up questions. The posireosstrveiion follow-up
questions coneisled of four ssparate efforts. These offorts lacluded

') NUREBO 1428,

b) Corrective actions pacformed as daasribed i NKY CAR 91.001,

¢) Congrodvionnl Inguires ané

é) Additions) NHY reviews,

This physicel count was aleo eepa.ately verified to ensurs the precislos and aceurasy of (he
results, The physival count process ontalled the followiag netioas:

{ A single listing of welds was developed from the four separate fo'low-up
afforu,

This st war compared with the actual lndex eards vand (0 remove the
woid packages from the vaull for review,

This resvlied in o tabulation of the actusl mumber of times » weld
taCioprapd package wia removed from the vault for s.ch of the four
soparate alforts,

This physical coust mccu ately delormined the exact sumber of wseparals and distiae

(agiograph peckages reirieved apd (be sumber of wsigee welids lavelved. ls the Pebruary
$6, 1951 sulmitial NHY (ndicated that:

‘There bave bees 1174 occnnions where P-H weld radiographie film packages bave
boou retrinved from (he NHY storage vault lecidesnt to postsconatruciion fellowsup
en weld mdequacy questions. Sloce certals packagor were rateleved on mult'ple

occasions, it bas been detsrmised that gl lsgsl 920 separate asd dlstlae

raciographle packages bave Loen retrieved and subiegoently verifled as o result of
this effort.*

Bascd on the physlcal count there were 1225 separate occasions where tadiograph packages

were reirieved from the NHY wvuull for revigw
reviewed s wany s five (8) timm
940 uelgue wald packages raviewsd,

o some lestances o siagle packege wae
Hmlioatiog thl duplication indicates that thare wers

NHY bas complated & roeview of cack of thoss paci.ver and verllled that (he reguired
radlographs were prescat In the vault for sack of these 540 waids,
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; o UNITED STATES
s ) # NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
. 1 REGION |
v ) 78 ALLENDALE ROAD
Poae? KING OF PRUSSIA, PENNBYLVANIA 19404
Docket No. 50-443 MAR 19 9

Public Service Company of New Hampshire
ATIN: Mr, ‘Ted C, V'eigenbaum
President and Chief Exccutive Officer
New Hampshire Yankee (NHY) Division
Post Off ce Box 300
Seabrook, iJew Hampshire 03874

Gentlemen:
Subject: Comp'~teness of Radiographic Records

We have reviewed your March 11, 1991 letter describing the bases for your confidence that
all required radiographs for Pullman-Higgins feld welds were made, that those welds are
satisfactory, and that the radiographs and associatec! radiograph inspection records (RIRs)
were received by New Hampshire Yankee for permanent storage.

NRC inspections and assessments during Seabrook construction, the NRC special Indep:ndent
Review Team (IRT) inspection documented in NUREG-1425, hydrostatic tests, in-servie
inspections, and Seabrook's Quality Assurance program and processes provide reasonalle
assurance that the safcty-related welds which required radiographic venfication are ndequate
for the service. This includes field weld CS-328-02:F0204, for which the radiograph,
original RIR and evidence of the committed confirmatory Yankee Atomic Fnergy Company
(YALC) rciew are mussing.

Notwithstanding the above, the Quality Assurance and overview programs which you
described as being in effect during construction should have ensured that the noted missing
records were reviewed and retained as required. While you appear 1o hiave identified a likely
cause for the missing radiograph, the siaff is not satisficd that you have identified the actual
rool cause. As a result, it is not clear that all radiographs and RIRs have been independently
reviewed by YAEC for acceptability in accordance with your commitment, and have been
permanently retained by New Hampshire Yankee. Thercfore, to conclusively show whether
the code-required radiographs and RIRs were fully processed, and retained, for Pullman-
Higgins ficld welds, New Hampshire Yankee is requesicd to accomplish the following.

5 Re-review the Seabrook i s-built isometriz drawings and identify all Pullman-Higgins

ficld welds for which radiography was a requirement established by code (e.g.,
ASME, B31.1).

Mﬂj}“‘; Py ('(
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Public Service Company of WAR 1§ ¥

p) Determine whether New Hampshire Yankee has the required rad ographs and RIRs for

elds identified by the above review, and whether those records atiest o

independent YAEC determination of acceptability. If they do not, picase explain why
jcpendc : \ \

not

-
~
-
C

. \ At i an ardAdi - sranmnlsle e r
abuve review a”:‘ determination, il ar ‘] nal ineon "l ¢ recorgs are

-
—
.
C
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~
o
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i - P fat mmlian " g “ o
yed. assess the individua! and gencric causes and safety implhications, anc lake
appropriate compensatory anc/or correci.ve actions
g 4 i v

. Reoort the results of this effort to the NRC within about on¢ week Of i1y COMPIeiiO

§

f .. ~ M . - f
(itable records of the effort on-site for reierence

y OINiICe OF your schedule for compicting that ¢ tort

hief Executive Of1ice

1. M. Peschel, Regulatory Compliance Manager, NHY

: o

Harps of Licensing Services, NHY
R. M. Kacich, Manager of Generation Facilities Licensing, NUSCO
F. Opeka, Executive Vice President, NU

G. Carficid, Fsquire

R. Hallisey, Director, Dept. of Public Health, Commonwealth of Massachusetls
S Woodhouse, 1 egislative Assistant

Public Document Room (PDR)

Loca! Public Document Room (I.PDR)

Nuclear Safety Information Center (NSIC)

NRC Resident [nspector

State of New Hampshire, SLO

Commonwealth of Massachusetis, SLO Designee
Seabrook Hearing Service Lisl



SEAIRQOK HEARING SERVICE LIST

Robert A, Backus, Esq.

Backus, Meyer and Solomon

116 Lowe!l Street

Manchester, New Hampshire 03106

Regional Administrator, Region |
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
475 Allendale Road

King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406

Ms. Suzanne Breiseth

Board of Selecimen

Town of Hampton Falls

Drinkwater Road

Hampion Fails, New Hampshire (3844

Mr. R. Sweency

New Hampshire Yankee Division

Public Scrvice Company of New Hamnpshire
Suite 610, Three Metro Center

Bothesda, Maryland 20814

Administrative Judge

Alan S. Rosenthal, Chairman

Atomic Safely and liconsing Appeal Board
U.S. Nuslear Regulatery Commission
Washington, D.C. 20853

Atomi¢ Safety and Licensing Board Panel
1.8, Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Paul Mc¢Eachemn, Esq.

25 Maplewood Avenue

P. O. Box 60

Portsmouth, New Hampshire 03801

R. Scott Hill-Whilton, Esq.
Lagoulis, Clark, Hiil-Whilton
& Rotondi
79 State Street
Newburyport, Massachusetts 01950

Jack Dolan

Federal Emergency Management Agency
442 1. W. McCormack (POCH)

Boston, Massachusetts 02108

Gerald Garfield, Fsg.

IDay, Berry and Howard

City Place

Hartford, Connecticut  06103-3499

Resident Inspector

U.S, Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Seabrook Nuclear Power Plant

Post Office Box 1149

Seabrook, New Hampshire 03874

Administrative Judge

Howard A. Wilber

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board Pane!
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washinglon, D.C. 20355

Administrative Judge

Thomas $. Moore, Esq.

Atomic Safety & Licensing Appeal Board
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Durham Board of Selectmen
Town of Durham
Durham, New Hampshire 03824

Dr. Mauray Tye, President
Sun Valley Association
209 Summer Street
Haverhill, Massachusetts

Diane Curran, Esq.
Harmon, Curran, & Tousley
2001 S Street, N.W.

Suite 430

Washington, D.C. 20009



Seabrook Hearing Service 1.s

Mr. Alfred V. Sargent Ashod N. Amirian, Esq
Chairman 145 Main Sireet

Board of Selectmen P, O. Box 3%

Salisbury, .\‘.asxa. gsetts 01660 Bradford, Massachusetts 0380

Town of Exeler Seacoast Anti-Pollution League

10 Front Street S Market Street

Exeter, New Hampshire 038 Portsmouth, New Hampshire 0380l
Administrative Judge

ory Commission ivan W. Smith, Chairman (2)
: Atomic Safetv and Licensing Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 2085$

Mr. John |.. Lovering, Acting Directo
Massachusetts Civil Defensc Agency
400 Worchester Road

P. O. Box 1496

Framingham, Massachusetts 02108
ATTN: James Muckerheide

Administrative Judge
Jut rvice Company of N mpshi Kenneth A, McCollom
P. O. Box 300 1107 West Knapp Street

IN

]

Seahrook, New Hampshire 038 Stillwater, Oklahoma 74057
Administrative Judge Adjudicatory Tile (2)
G T"\ | Bollwerk, ‘H hairma Alomic Safety and Licensing Board
' Panel Dockel
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C, 2055

Administrative Judge Barbara J. Saint Andre, Esq
Richard F. Cole Kopleman and Paige, P.C,
Atomic Safely and lacensing Board Counsel for Amesbury, Newburyport,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Salisbury
Washing'on, D.C. 20588 77 Franklin Street
Boston, Massachusetts 02110

Mr. Leon Maglathlin Congressman Nicholas Mavroules
oublic Service Company of New Hampshire U.S. House of Representatives
100 Elm Street 70 Washinglon St.cet
Manchester, New Hampshire 03108 Salem, Massachusetts 01970




Mr. J. F. Opeka

Northcast Utilities Service Company
P. O. Box 270

hartford, Connecticut 06141-0270

Atomic Safety and L.icensing Appeal
Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissior

Washington, D.C. 20855

Mr. Peter Brann

Assistant Attormey General
State House, Swtion #6
Aupusta, Maine 4333

Bourd of Selectmen
[own Of Amesbury

Town Hall

Amesbury, Massachusctts

Board of Sclectmen

Stuth Hampton, New Hampshire
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(questi 1, 2843

el

Y

draphrased) In my May 29 memurandum | rea at I be provided the
: res prior to implementation of Proce #5 in May 1984,
:C 100% radiograph review K ¢9 request encompassed
the review,

qovern e YAEC 100% rev

inspectio provide info

ich the NRC le
whether and dur
Lhis review

gocument, {ssued orior
t0 & YAEC 100% review
please provide it to me

e licensee's intent to
cument control vault
tation in a Janvary 4
umenting NRC awareness
nce 1n the resident
issued on December 7
sting It 1s possf
as reviewing all
ecord of NRC cognizance

1

AEC review program was performed
Performance (SALP) conducted

A

This
a YAEC "customer re-
Im Furthermore, the

cted cver the period

s\




Attachment 4

April 23 = May 25, 1984 reviewed severa) radiographic film packages. The
CAT inspection report, 50-443/84-07, issuved on July 18, 1984 documents the

following:

"No sfgnificant problems were ideniified favolving film that was re=
viewed by the applfcant's NDE organization. However, several frregu-
larities were identiffed fnvelving film that had not [yet] been re-
viewed by the applicant. "

If the film fn which the frregularities were fdentified by the CAT fnspec~
tors had been accepted final radiographs, enforcement actions would have
been pursued. Instead, the CAT recognized thit the licensee's program
required the noted YAEM review of all safety~related vendor anc site gene-
rated radiographs. [n documenting the difference between the radfographic

v film which hac been reviewed by the applicant and that which had not, the
CAT finspectors specifically highlighted the fact that the radfographic

: review process would have represented a regulatory concern had it not been

for the applicant's review process. Hence, this area of inspection was
net listed as one where either potential enforcement actions or signifi-
cant weaknesses were identified. Such inspection logic and tie resulting
findings and conclusions represent an additional NRC assessment of the
adequacy of the YAEC 100% radiographic review program,

Additional documentation of an NRC assessment of the YAEC radiographic
review process can be f~und in other NRC inspection reports (IRs). As an

example, [? 50-443/82 ‘or inspection conducted from November 28 =
Cecemper 1, 1983 inc! a review of the reactor pressure vessel (RPV)
safe end radiographs. ? NRC inspector reviewed radiographs that had

been rejected by YAEC ite a differing position tendered by Westinghouse

as the RPV supplier, anc .ne NRC concurred with the YAEC findirgs. Other
copponent radiographs were also reviewed, resulting in additional assess~
ment of the quality of the YAEC review. An example is IR 50-443/85-31 for
an inspection conducted from October - December 1985. Documented in this
IR i« the statement that:

"To date, the licensee has performed an overview of virtually all
vendor supplied radiographic film. Where problems were found, such
a5 geometric unsharpness failing to meet the ASME code, radiography
was re=~performed on site and repairs were made, ff necessary.”

The inspector reviewed a sample of film during this inspection, which also
provided a measure of the NRC assessment of the YAEC radiographic review
program,

Other NRC inspections (e.g., IR 50-443/85-19 conducted in July 1985) used
the NRC NDE Van to independently radiograph welds. Such inspections veri=
fied the adequacy of the  ‘censee's radiographic program and compared site
file film to NRC radiograpns in an assessment of the licensee's overal)
NDE quality control program.




Attachment 5

Arother assessment of licensee performance 1n this area was conducted
during the SALP appraisal on February 19, 1985. In the SALP report, fssued
on May 28, 1985, the following evaluation was documented:

"It fs noted, however, that with regard to completed and finally fin-
spected hardware, very few problems were fdentified. In fact, fn the
welding and NDF areas, independent examinaticns by NRC inspectors
revealed generally high quality work and effective licensee overivew
of the final radiographic film packages.“

In assessing the overal) performance in the area of piping during this
January 1 = December 31, 1984 SALP perfod, 1t was noted that significant
improvement had been achfeved and that the licensee had demonstrated "ade-
quate control over thefr self-identified construction problems." One of
the areas evidencing such licensee control was the Y°2C 100% radiographic
review process.

Further, in the previously mentioned Region I internal memorandum of
January 4, 1984, it was noted that:

"A key operation in providing assurance of QC field activities {s the
YAEC survefllance program. Specifically, YAEC NDE personne] had been
and still do conduct 100% review of contractor accepted radiographs.*

This memorandum not only provides the requested reference to an NRC docu=
ment acknowledging the YAEC 100% radiographic review effort, but also
assesses this program in the context of NRC followup of the previously
reported NDE falsification problem, (1.e., the "Padovanc" case). It should
be noted that the above quote discusses the 100% review in reference to
the "YAEC surveillance program." As has been discussed in previous re=
sponses to Or. Myers' requests, prior to the implementatior ¥ the YAEC
NOE Review Group procedure No. 5 in May 1984, the YAEC rad iphic review
process was controlled as a surveillance activity, Thus, ev. though sur=
veiilances were not normally 100% inspection efforts, the above NRC quota-
tion fllustrates the YAEC intent to conduct such film reviews on a 100%
Dasis some time befcre the existence of the procedural requirement to do
$0.

The fnspection reports identified fn the response to this request have
been provided previously,



Congress of the TUnited Htates
Sarhington, BEC, 20515

February 6, 1991

Honorable Kenneth Carr

Chairman

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
wWashingten, D.C. 20555

Dear Mr. Chairman:

We are again writing to seek information concerning the quality of
welds at the Seabrook station. The Commission's repeated failures
to address the central issues of the Congressional investigation
necessitate this reguest.

Please provide the fellowing:

A. The specific procedure(s), if any, that governed the
Yankee Atomic Electric Company's (YAEC's) purported 100%
review of radiograph packages, prior to April 1984.

The Conmission's position as to whether the procedure(s)
referred to i~ Item A above complied with the regquirement
of 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion V.,

The Commission's position with regard to whether the
Seabrook licensee, in the conduct of the purported 100%
review of radiographs, complied with the recorl keeping

regquirements of 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criteria XVI and
XVII.

The Commissicn's position as to whether the Seabrook
licensee, with regard to the purported 100% review of
radiographe, complied with tr2 audit requirements of 10
CFR 50, Appendix B, Criteriz IVIII.

The Commission's explanation, in light of the contention
that the purported 10U% review was conducted throughout
the duration of pipe welding activities, of why
approximately 95% of welds reviewed by the NRC in its

NUREG~-1425 inspection showed YAEC approvals after Wampler
arrived at the site.

A Comnmission statenment providing the following
information:

1. The date when the NRC Region I staff first became

avare of the purported 100% radiograph review by
YAEC,

An explanation of any delay in the NRC becoming




Hon. Kenneth Carr -2= February €, 1991

aware of the purported 100% review and its role in
assuring weld quality at Seabrook.

- I The date of the first NRC inspection and/or SALP
report which described the role of the purported
100% review in assuring weld guality. .

4. An explanation of the delay in the licensee's
avareness of a large backlog of radiographs that had
not been transmitted from the welding contractor to
the licensee and how this lack of knowledge can be
explained in light of the NRC's repeated claims that
the licensee maintained a 100% review of all
radiographs beginning with the initiation of the
pipe welding program.

G. The Commission's explanation of why the NRC staff, in the
conduct of the inspection leading to NUREG-1425 failed
to obtain information specified in Items 4e, 4f, and 4g

of the PLAN FOR TEAM INSPECTION AT SEABROOK, reproduced
in NUREG-1425, Appendix 2.

The NRC staff's initial decision to cease providing Seabrook weld
documents that had to be obtained from the licensee causes us
considerable concern. The decision to cease cooperation with
certain of our documents requests was apparently made witnout
consulting the Commission. It was made without a notificat‘on by
the Commission of the members who, on April 2, 1990, regquested that
"you instruct the NRC staff to cooperate in this endeavor so that

it is not necessary for us to become directly involved in requests
for documents."

We again wish to emphasize that we require such documents in order
te fulfill our oversight responsibilities and we expect continued
cooperation from the Commission and its staff in obtaining all
necessary materials.

Please provide the information regquested herein prior to
February 22, 1991,

Sincerely,

AP A

Pet g¢f” HT” Kostmayer M. ’
Elnd ‘7M
Edward J. (Jarke Nicholas Mavroules John F. Kerry

f-



