UNITED STATES Of AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
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In the Matter of

TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING Docket Nos. 50-435-1 and
COMPANY, et a

1. ‘ 50-446-1
(Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station
Station, Units 1 and 2)

CASE'S RESPONSE TO APPLICANTS' PLAN TO
RESPOND TO MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
(QUALITY ASSURANCE FOR DESIGN)

On March 13, 1984, Applicants filed their Supplement to Applicants'
to Respond to Memorandum and Order (Qualitv Assurance for Design). As
CASE understands it, Applicants' Supplement was necessary because of
comments the Licensing Board made at the close of the 2/24/84 hearing
session (Tr. ) , 337 wherein the Board expressed its concerns regarding
Applicants’ original Plan and stated:
"3 . the plen fails to succeed in producing that level of
confidence, we do not anticipate another opportunity tec do the design
review that we requested as an additional way of giving us confidence.
That matter would then fall before the Appeal Board."
CASE filed a partial answer to Applicants' original Plan on 2/10/84
on 3/5/84 we filed our answer to their original Plan /2/. We

believe that our earlier pleadings express CASE's views of Applicants'

original Plan.

/1/ CASE's 2/10/84 Partial Answer to Applicants' Plan to Respond to
Memorandum and Order (Quality Assurance for Design).

/2/ CASE's 3/5/84 Answer to Applicants' Plan to Respond to Memorandum and
Order (Quality Assurance for Design).

, 8404180321 840412
T PDR ADOCK 0500043
/)5‘ ~ G PDR




CASE is filing this response to Applicants' Supplement within the
twenty-day time period provided for in the Board's 12/28/83 Order
(excluding the week-end immediately prior to hearings and the week of
hearings).

We see little in Applicants' supplement to alleviate our concerns or
change our views. In fact, there have been other recent indications that
our concerns were well founded. We call the Board's attention specifically
to the 10 CFR 2.206 petition and related documents filed by the Government
Accountablility Project (GAP) on March 19, 1984, on behalf of CASE, GAP, and
workers and former workers who have come forward with their concerns.
Included in those documents was a request for an immediate halt in
construction and suspension of the conmstruction permit for Comanciie Peak
until such time as an NRC special inspection team made up of NRC
investigators and inspectors from across the country who have "experience
in determination of design/construction problems at near-completed
facilities" has an opportunity to investigate the concerns raised. It is
CASE's understanding that a special NRC inspection team, headed by Darrell
Eisenhut, NRC Director of Licensing, Washington, D.C., made a surprise
visit to the Comanche Peak site on Tuesday, April 3, to investigate
allegations of improper construction practices at the plant. Although to
CASE's knowledge there has been no official word regarding the surprise
visit, public statements by the NRC Region IV Administrator indicate that
the inspection team found "deficiencies" in the plant's document control

center. (See attached 4/6/84 FORT WORTH STAR-TELEGRAM article.)



special interest to CASE is the public statement by the NRC Region
IV Administrator that the special inspecticn team does not include Region
IV inspectors. (See attached 4/6/84 DALLAS TiMES HERALD article.) As the
Board is aware , CASE has long sought in independent
investigation/inspection by NRC personnel outside the Region 1V office. If
the newspaper article is correct, this increases CASE's optimism regarding
the team's ability to identify problems which exist at the plant.
Obviously, 4 the newspaper articles are correct and deficiencies have
indeed been found in the document control center, this may raise {urther
questions regarding Cygna's independent assessment program at Comanche
Peak. As further information regarding the inspection team's findings
becomes available, it may be necessary to pursue this matter further
insofar as it applies to Cygna's report.
In addition, there are other recent developments which are pertinent
\0 these matters. One is that the NRC Staff at the national 1level has
expr*ssed concerns regarding certain aspects of Cygna's independent
assessment program at Comanche Peak; and a meeting between the Staff,
Applicants, and Cygna is currently scheduled fo- April 19, 1984, in
Bethesda, to discuss these matters. The results of that meeting may also

have importance fcr our hearings on the Cygna Report.

And finally, there may be additional pertinent information regarding

Cygna's abilities and handling of the independent assessment program to be
found in the concerns raised by the NRC's Isa Yin in the Diablo Canyon

hearings. CASE is not certain at this time whether or not the deficiencies




and problems identified by Mr. Yin paraliel those at Comanche Peak.
However, we will be reviewing the information coming from Diablo Canyon
with interest, and will take whatever action seems appropriate at a later
time.

CASE just received the NRC Staff's 4/6/84 Comments /3/ today as we
were preparing our response, and we note that we also share the concerns
evpressed by the Staff in items II.A., B., C., and D. However, while we
are aware that the Board cannot prejudge, we believe that it will be
absolutely necessary for the record to be held open (barring unforeseen
developments) for the receipt of evidence on the multi-discipline review.
We point this out at this time so that the Board and parties can be

considering it when considering scheduling and time required for hearings.

Respectfully submitted,

s.) Juanita Ellis, President
CASE (Citizens Association for Sound Energy)
1426 S. Polk

ilz5, Texas 75224
214/946-9446

3/ NRC Staff's 4/6/84 Comments on Supplement (o Applicants' Plan to
Respond to Memorandum and Order Quality Assurance for Design.



Fort Worth Star-iele

Friday, April 6, 1984 * *

By BRUCE MILLAR
Star Telegram Writer
surprise inspection at the Co-
mnrhc Peak nuclear power plant
revealed deficiencies in a key plant
record-keeping area. hut federal of-
ficialsdeclined Thursday todisclose
details of the problems or their im-
portance
An inspection team ied by Dar rell
Eisenhut, director of the hicensing
division of the U.S. Nuclear Regula-
tary Comuussion. found “deficien-

*cies” in the plant « document con-
trol center anarea thatisthe target
of iwo mvestigations by the NRC
and piant owners

Eisenhut supervises an NRC task
force assigned to check aliegations
of unsafe construction at the plant,
which is under construction 45
miles southwest of Fort Worth.

John Collins, administrator of the
NRC's regional office in Arlington,
said it would be “presumptuous’ for
him toelaborate on the resultsof the

Nuclear plant rec rds

inspection. The deficiencies that
were cited were pr2liminary inspec-
tion results and NRC officials have
not determined if they are signif)-
cant, he said

“I wouidn't call them problems.
We identified some deficienciesina
short period of time.” Collins said

Accompanying Eisenhut and Col-
lins on the inspection v were
Mike Spence, pres dent of plant op-
erator Texas Utilities Generating

President Lou Fikar.
Piant owners were unware of the
deficiencies until questione by a

ereven the preliminary resultsof an
mspection. NRC officiuisare forbid-
dcn to make public statements

pections until a final re

reperter, said Dick Ramsey. spok
man for plant owner Texa® ULilities
Co. “We just don’t have any idea
what they might be.” he said.

Ramsey said plant officials wonld
not know details of the inspection
until a final report is issued.

Clyde Wisner, spokesman for the
NRC in Arlington, said that it was

Co.. and TUGCO Executive Vice “lenient” for Collins to tell a repor:
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uality control inspectors Some of

tation.” a project investigator wrote

to the NRC.

port is issued, he said

The plant's docume it control
center has been at the heart of a
continuing controversy since Feb-
ruary

¥ ormer documen scontrol super-
visor Dobse Hatley said in a swo.n
statement released Feb. 14 that
plant officials were given notice of

allegations date to 1982

gram

Flaws found in nuciear plant documentation

records to be requested for a review
of documeni control and the accu
racy of design drawings The review
was part of a design review by con
sultants Cygna Energy Services Inc
of San Fraucisco

Matley also said in a statement
suburistted tothe U S. Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board that piant su-
pervisors viclated procedures for
maintaining ac vrate records of de-
sign drawing changes

Piease see Nuclear on Page §



Dallas Times

FRIDAY, APRIL 6, 1984

Herald

NRC launches probe
at Comanche Peak

By JACY. BOOTH
Staff Writer

Under orders from top officials
of the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
M-mds.wlhu

ing hearings for the plant near
Glen Tose, began Tuesday when

allegations that safety records
hive been destroyea or altered in
an effort by the company 0 cover

ngton, confirmed that the team
does not include Region TV inspec.
tors, who have been widely critic
azed by former plant workers for
w;mmw-m
who have pointed out

bi at the plant.

themdm-vcnm
tors also is examinig & number of
other allegations made by current
and former v.orkers at the plant,
according to an NRC spokesman
The resuis of the sweeping in-
vestigation will be used in hear-

Phnl -pohamnn Dick M-y
said the utility “welcomes the ep-
portunity for (the NRC) h see
that there are no

Many of the moure recent
charges of improper construction
acivities were contained in sworn

the inspectors showed up unan- ings on licensing the plant that alldnwupmwhﬂkgdlu
nounced and began interviewing will continue through the n Washington by the Gowemn
employees at the plant's document  summer. ment Accountability Project] a
control center. The document cen- John Collins, administzator of §
ter had been the focus of recent the NRC's Region IV office in Ar- See COMANCHE on Page 11
DALLAS TIMES HERALD. Friday. April 6, 1984, " >+ A=l

NRC investigators quiz plant’s document workers i

COMANCHE — From Page One

wmu—umm»

presents whistie-blowing workers
at nuclear plants throughout the
country.

As a condition for providing the
atfidavits, GAP representative
Bilbe Garde specifid that the
t‘::zat uo':n‘loru r workers

not © any inspectors
trom Region IV ’
mwm&m

criticized in recent national NRC
audits for either covening up prob
lems or performing inadequate in-
spections and for revealing the
name of a whustlc-blower.

The aillegations brought for-
ward by GAP include claims that
repairs were made illegally, thnt

als were used after documents
were altered, that plant officals
were upped off in advance abou

NRC inspections, and that docu-
ments have been lost or falsified
on a recurring basis.

The team inspection, which Col-
lins said will last “as long as is
necessary . make findings on the
allegations,” was .aunched after
GAP made an appeal o the five
NRC commussioners on March 19
o order an immediate halt w
work at the plant and w0 take
seps to protect plant records.

“Our sources indicate that docu-

ments are being altered and shut-
tled around in a wholesale man-
ner as the company scrambles o
erase traces of falsilicabon, mus-
matching and oicher problems with
documentation,” the GAP letter
said.

Ramsey. a spokesman for lhe
Texas Utlites Generating Co.,
consortium of six utilities tha!
own the plant. said he was confi
dent that the inspection of the

document center will “put to rest
some of the rumors that have
been circulating from various
sources, the ones about the penic.”

The special investigation by Ei-
senhut's eam aiso follows a feder-
al heensing board’'s warning that
the plant's operaung beense will
be derued uniess a new design re-
wview commussioned by the utibty
resolves the board's concerns
about the prowct's design

In that warnung. Peter B. Bloch,
chairman of the US. Atomic Safe-
ty and Licensing Board that over-
sees Comanche Peak, said the
study — the second commussroned
by the utility — will be the last
chance to convinece the board

The NRC commussioners will
rule on the plant's license request
after receiving a recomunendation
from the bheensing board
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In the Matter of

TEXAS UTILITIES ELECTRIC
COMPANY, et al.

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

Docket Nos. 50-445-1
and 50-446~1

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

By my signature below, I hereby certify that true and correct copies of

] s ' \
LASE's Response to Applicants' Plan to Respond to Memorandum and Order

(Quality Assurance for Design)

have been sent to the names lilsted below this 12th day of April

,1984 ,

by: dHwpress Mail where -4tndiceted-by-*-and First Class Mail eleewherow

Administrative Judge Peter B. Bloch
J. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
4350 East/West Highway, 4th Floor
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. Ellen Ginsberg, Law Clerk

U. S. Muclear Regulatory Commission
4350 East/West Highway, 4th Floor
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Dr. Kenneth A. McCollom, Dean
Division of Engineering,
Architecture and Technology
Oklahoma State University
Stillwater, Oklahoma 74074

Dr. Walter H. Jordan
881 W. Outer Drive
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830

Nicholas S. Reynolds, Esq.

Bishop, Liberman, Cook, Purcell
& Reynolds

1200 - 17th St., N. W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

Geary S. Mizuno, Esq.

Office of Executive Legal
Director

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

Maryland National Bank Bldg.
= Room 10105

7735 01d Georgetown Road

Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
Pan

U. S. tlear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D. C. 20555



Alan S. Rosenthal, Esq., Chairman

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Board

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D. C. 20555

Dr. W. Reed Johnson, Member

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Board

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D. C. 20555

Thomas 5. Moore, Esq., Member

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Board

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D. C. 20555

Michael D. Spence, President

Texas Utilities Generating Company
Skyway Tower

400 North Olive St., L.B. 81
Dallas, Texas 75201

Docketing and Service Section
(3 copies)
Office of the Secretary
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Renea Hicks, Esq.

Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Division
Supreme Court Building

Austin, Texas 78711

John Collins

Regional Administrator, Region IV
U. S. Huclear Regulatory Commission
611 Ryan ?laza Dr., Suite 1000
Arlington, Texas 76011

Lanny A. Sinkin
114 W, 7th, Suite 220
Austin, Texas 78701

Dr. David H. Boltz
2012 S. Polk
Dallas, Texas 75224

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Panel

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D. C. 20555

Ms. Nancy H. Williams

Project Manager

Cygna Energy Services

101 California Street, Suite 1000

San Francisco, California
94111~-5894

David R. Pigott, Esq.

Orrick, Herrington, & Sutcliffe
600 Montgomery Street

San Francisco, California 94111

s.) Juanita Ellis, President
CASE (Citizens Association for Sound Energy)

1426 S.

Polk

Dallas, Texas 75224

214/946-9446



