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POLICY ISSUE

(Information) BNV oad

Eisenhut,

The Commissioners

TERFORD UNIT 3

To provide the Commission with information relating to
. 14 ’ s s » » =
sotentially significant safety issues at the waterTord
e 3 £1 & i
Init 3 facility as presented to the applicant.

In April 2, 1984, the staff began a major review effort,
Targely conducted on site, designed to comoiete those issues
necessary for the staff to reach its censing decisicn on
laterford Unit 3 These 1ssues covered a number of licensing
snd inspection areas including allegations of imoroper '
~onstruction practices at tbe“a:i'zt, The staff compieted
its field work on May 25, 1984, after six weeks on site, and
nas identified a numper of items that coula potentially affect
the safe operation of the plant. The itsues reoresent an
axtensive audit of information related to the oiant They
were nresented to the applicant for action Sefore the staff
aublishes 1te SSER which will document its assessment oF thase
and al! of the other areas examined. This meeting was heid on

June 8, 1984,

The issues, summarized by topic, were presented at the
neeting and are provided as Enclosure 1. A transcript of the
meeting was made and is also enclosed (Enciosure 2) for your
information. In addition, Enclosure 3 is a recent letter to
LPSL formalizing the staff's questions for the utility,
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The Commissioners -2 -

The applicant has been requested to propose a program and
schedule for a detailed and thorough assessment of the
concerns, addressing both their root cause, the generic
implications and the proposed applicant action to preclude
such problems in the future. The applicant's proposed
program will be evaluated by the staff before corsideration
of issuance of an operating license for Waterford Unit 3,

N Yoz

111iam J. Dircks
ecutive Director for Operations

Enclosures:

1. Summary of Meeting I[ssues

2. Transcript of Meeting

3. Letter to J. M, Cain from
D. G, Eisenhut dated
June 13, 1984
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ENCLOSURE 1

SUMMARY OF MEETING I[SSUES




ENCLOSURE 1

INQUIRY TEAM

CONSTRUCTION MATERIAL TESTING (CMT) PERSONNEL

UNDERSIZED WELDS

SYSTEMS TRANSFERS WITHOUT ADEQUATE CLOSEOUT OF LP&L QA CONSTRUCTION
WALKDOWN FINDINGS
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CIVIL/STRUCTURAL AND PIPING/MECHANICAL TEAM

BACKFILL SOIL DENSITY

CADWELDS

WELDING INSTRUMENTATION CABINET SUPPORT

INSPECTION OF SHOP WELDS DURING HYDRO-TESTS

STRUCTURAL INSPECTORS QUALIFICATIONS

INSPECTION RECORDS ON MAIN STEAMLINE RESTRAINT FRAMING

SPEED LETTERS AND ENGINEERING INFORMATION RENUEST (STRUCTURAL AREAS)

WELDS ON CONTAINMENT SPRAY PIPING SUPPORTS



0A_RECORDS REVIEW TEAM FINDINGS

UNQUALIFIED OR INCORRECTLY CERTIFIED QA/QC INSPECTION PERSONNEL

INADEQUATE OF MISSING QA DOCUMENTATION (RECORDS)

INADEQUATE REVIEW OF QA DOCUMENTATION

INADEOUATE DISPOSITION AND CLOSURE OF NONCONFORMANCE REPORTS

WELDER QUALIFICATION AND WELDING PROBLEMS

LOWER TIERED CORRECTIVE ACTION DOCUMENTS WERE NOT UPGRADED TO
NONCONFORMANCE REPORTS

VENDCR DOCUMENTATION/CONDITIONAL RELEASE SYSTEM

QA PROGRAM BREAKDCWN BETWEEN EBASCO AND MERCURY COMPANY
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NON-SEISMIC EQUIPMENT (Category 2) INTERFACE WITH SAFETY EQUIPMENT
(Category 1) DURING SAFE SHUTDOWN EARTHQUAKE,

e —

EXPANSION TYPE ANCHORS IN CONCRETE FOR CATEGORY I STRUCTURES



ENCLOSURE 2

TRANSCRIPT OF MEETING
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ORIGINAL
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

In the Matter of:

- —

WATERFORD STEAM ELECTRIC STATION

Location:

Date:

Bethesda, Maryland Pages: 1 - 52

June 8, 1984
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WATERFORD STEAM ELECTRIC STATION

Nuclear Regulatory Commission
7920 Norfolk Avenue

Roem P-~118

Bethesda, Maryland

June 8, 1984

The Commission met, pursuant to notice, at

SPEAKZIRS AND ATTENDERS:

MR.
MR.
MR.
MR.
MR.
MR.
MR.
MR,
MR.
MS.

COLLINS
DENTON

CRUTCHFIELD

HARRISON
SHAOC
THATCHER
PERANICH
EISENHUT
LEDDICK
GUARD

FREE STATE REPORTING INC
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' PROCEEDINGS

MR, DENTON: This is a meeting between
the NRC staff and the management of Louisiana Harbor ==
to discuss the results of our special review team. I
know we've had an unprecedented effort going con at
your facility the past few menths.

The pecple I have with me here at the table
are -- Eisenhut, Director of the Division of Licensinag,
John Collins, the Regicnal Administzator, =-=- Jim
Tayler, Deputy Director of the Division of Special
Enforcement, =- C:utch!icld on my left, whc's ==
review teanm.

The hears of this meeting is being transcribed.
S0, 1'4d 113. o request that anycns that w;nts;to
comment, identify themself so that the Reporter can
xnow who you are.

I want %o turn the meeting at this point
sver to Darzyl Eisenhut, who will describe in more
detail what we hope to accemplish.

MR, EISENHUT: As you all know, there are
a number of ilssues ~-~-

(BAD TAPE =~ CHANGED TAPES)

MR, EISENHUT: Those relate to the classical
FSAR iLssues. There's a few of thcse. There's a major

affort underway reviewing base mat (Phonetic). There's

FREE STATE REPORTING INC.
DC Area 1611902 » ld:. & Annap. 169-6136
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a number of areas before the Hearing Board, I guess

a couple of areas, at least, principally the base mat
there. And we've had a number of efforts gcing on

at the plant, that is the review team that was going-
forth, both in the areas of, of what I'll call routine
matters, routine inspections and what I'll call the
special review team effort.

Today's focus in principally that special
review team effors. Denny Crutchfield, who has been
identified previcusly over on the left here, was a
couple of months age appbtn:od the overall principal
manager %o orchestzate, guide and direct all agency
matters relating =2 the NRC's functicns cn, ¢n
Waterford, chat is the licensing matters, all hearing
matters, investigation matters that from a technical
standpoint, inspecticn matters and a special review
teanm.

The special review team was an effort the
staff undertook. It was a, basically, staff iniciated
effort that was layed out taking informatiocn that
we had gleamed from various sources, information we'd
received from the Office of the Investigations.

The staff went and sought out that infore
maticn in scmewhat of a now.?dnovol approach. Today

we're here to try to summarize the principal problems

FREE STATE REPORTING INC.
D.C Arse 2611902 » ld:. & Annap. 169-6236
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that. have been identified as a result of that effort.
We do0 -- I say the potential significant issue because
thay're really in a fora where there are now questions
back to the utility. And you're going to have to ==
we'll put, put the quasticns to the utility. Scme are
potentially significant. Bit we felt we didn't want’
to delay any further. These things are falling out of
our review. We will put these guesticns together in

a formal letter tc LP&L. We will be drafting and

putsing together a staff safety evaluaticn, summarizing

a lot of :ﬁc details wo‘lookcd at, including these
areas.

We'.l be putting all that together. As
Harold mentiored, we're, we're keeping a :zans;:ipt ot
the meeting today to facilitate going forth with the
details of that.

foday we're going to really concentrate
s those areas where we have identified problems which
cequire iiformation back from the utility. And we're
not trying to resolve them today. We're trying to
just idantify those.

The meeting today will follow sort of the
standard poiicy. At the end of the meeting, I'll give
anyone, interested parties, members of the public,

an opportunity to make a short statement. It won't be

NRC/44
Tape 2

FREE STATE REPORTING INC,
Court Reperting *» Depositions
D.C. Arse 2611902 « Balt. & Annep. 269-6236
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in the form of questions and answers or a dialogue.
I% will be basically a short statement.

The meeting today has two parts. The first
rart is the review task team effort. This is the
special review team, the guestions. Again, I want to
concentrate -- these are by nc means the full scope
we looked at, but these are the areas we want to
emphasize today with questions.

The second part is the staff has some
major questions we'd liko to put to LP&L today on how
LP&L h;l b;on going about handling safety concerns
that have been raised within their own company. That
will be the seccond part, though. )

And at this time,' I'd like %o tuzn ého
meeting over to Mr, Crutchfield who has been managing
and directing this overall activity, and I'm sure
he'll introduce the rest of his staff and go forth
from there.

MR. CRUTCHFIELD: Thank you. What we
have done is identified four teams on-site that we
had look into specific areas. These teams were led

by Mark Peranich at the far end ¢of the table, who is

from I4E Headquarters. He was looking into the inquiry

team which is a number of gquality assurance, quality

control areas specifically identified last summer.

-

FREE STATE REPORTING INC.
Court Reporting * Depositions
D.C. Arsa 1611902 « Bait. & Annap. 2169-6236



1 Larry Shao from our Office of Research locked into the
2 civil structural of piping and mechanical errors. Jeff
3 Harrison from Region III, right here on my immediate

4 left, is looking into the quality control, quality

5 assurance aspects. Dale Thatcher, the thizd person

5 down there, is from NRR Headguarters. He locked into
? | the instrumentaticn and control areas.

3 ; what I'd like to each of them do now is

9 | =0 summarize for LP&L the findings of their team

10 efforts =o date. 1I'd like to start with Mark, if

' you would, please.

12 MR, PERANICH: All right. The, the inquiry
,]i seam conducted inspecticns on the perind. A majority
" of these findings will be addressed in the ins;cction
6 | report that will be released through Region IV offices. |
s | There are a number of areas, though, each week, the == |
vy | licensing needs =o Iollow-up and to insure proper !
18 disposition. i
,9} The f£irst c¢f those areas pertains to the ,
20! qualifications of the concrete material -- perscnnel.
2,i This relates to a preoblem that was first identified
2| A8 far as a generic problem by the LP&L QA task force
z:E verification effort. The matter was addressed ;
2% through your system of NCR's and dispesition. ‘
2 OQur particular area of concern relates to the |
| |
I
C.R. J
WRC/44 FREE STATE REPORTING INC.

Court Raporting ¢ Depositions
D.C. Area 161-1902 ¢ Bait. & Annap. 269-6236
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dispositioning of certain personnel that were
qualified by written statements by their supervisors,
managers or co-workers. We feel further follow-up
on your part is necessary in that area.

The other matter pertains, generally, to
the LP&L QA construction status and transfer findings.
In particular, walk-down findings associated with 13
systems that was being reviewed by your general
contractor during the last week of our inspection for
adequate disposition of the LP&L QA walk=-down £indings.

.Thnso invelved undersized wells which was
being handled separate from the general undersized well
problem which the staff found acceptable. You were
dispesitioning those s2parately on ancther NCR.

You require follow-up to disposition that and provide
a supplement to your current SED 74.

The other area pertains to the remaining
hardware findings and any other effect that their
disposition may have on systems already transferred
to operations.

Those are the three areas or two general
areas in three categories that the inquiry tean
findings indicates you should take relatively
immediate action on. The other findings of the inquiry
team will be discussed in the inquiry team report.

FREE STATE REPORTING INC.
Court Reporti Depeositions
D.C. Area 261-1902 » .l'd:. & Annap. 269-62136



MR. EISENHUT: Let's see, Mark, if I could.
Let me make sure I put this in the proper context.
These are questions that we believe LP&L needs to
follow-up on, give us your answer to, either lay ocut
a program, lay out your -- how you're going to
address these quoltions,ﬂihahthis happens to be cne

of the simplest, smallest areas of the four we're

addressing, but I want to make sure yocu understand

that these are matters which we feel must be addressed

to our satisfaction prior to a licensing decisicn on

this plant.

MR, PERANICH: I understand.

MR, EISENHUT: §o, I think as we go fzom
area %0 area tc area, I want to make sure that you
have a good appreciation of exactly what the issue
is as best we can do today, so that you'll know what
you should, should embark upen.

You will be getting a detailed report,
as I menticned earlier. You will be getting a letter
from me, but to facilitate timewise, we wanted to
make sure, you know, if you have any questions, to
explore this, to make sure you understand, now is
the time to do it as we go from one area to ancother.

MR, LEDDICK: Let me, let me -- as I undezstand

it, two areas that you're talking about. One was

FREE STATE REPORTING INC.
Court Reporting » Depositions
D.C Area 261-1902 » lol:. & Annap. 269-6236
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-=- concerning the qualification of some of the
personnel that were involved in the inspection and
testing back years before.

MR. PERANICH: Yes -- concrete material
-= prior to 1982, at which time apprepriate corrective
action was taken by your subcontractor, Geo Testing.
Prior to that time, there were a number of their
personnel that were reviewed for qualificaticns. There
was a lack of documentation pertaining to training
or certification.

'MR. LEDDICK: Okay. I'm familiar wish this
issue. I think ycu talked to ocur pecple at the tine.

MR. PERANICH: VYes.

MR, LEDDICK: The second cne is the one I'm
not quite sure I understand. And I believe that
you're dealing with the walk-dcwn procedures that
have been taken place prior to the =-- of transfer?

MR, PERANICH: Yes. LP&lL have performed
walk == well, status and transfer views. LP&L and
Ebasco. The LP&L QA construction groups had identified
certain hardware findings which were trvansmitted to
Ebasco for disposition. There's a question on whether
these hardware findings were adequately dispositioned
at the time these systems were transferred back to

LP&L construction and onto to LP&L QA cperations and

FREE STATE lﬂ!b:?ﬂ*ﬂll“:
D.C. Area “Mgdl . ld:. & Annep. 269-6236
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accepted by the cperation staff.

One area pertains to the undersized wells
which is being handled, I believe on NCR separately
from the basic one which evaluated the broad problem
with undersized wells. And the other pertains to

just the -- assuring the appropriate dispesiticn of

the hardware findings and whether, if any, they affected

any of the testing that occurred.

MR. LEDDICK: The time frame that you're
talking abcut when these various things took place,
that's whaé, I guess, I'nood L0 ==

MR. PERANICH: Okay. The time frame of
when they tcck place were in the '81/'84 pczioé when
these systems were transferred. “

MR, LEDDICK: All right.

MR. PERANICH: Would, would it help you
if I gave you the system numbers?

MR. LEDDICX: Anything you've goct would be
helpful to pin this down.

MR. PERANICH: Uhm ==

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Are you talking
about mainly hangars?

MR, PERANICH: Nope. I == this occurred

during the last week of inspection. We did not get a

time to complete ocur total review of the findings, but

S

FREE STATE REPORTING INC.

Court Reporting ¢ Depesitions
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there were hardware findings such as missing bolts

from gear bcxes, missing bolts from valves, high

peintin instrumentation lines, that sort of thing.

MR, CRUTCHFIELD: Mike, we'll be giving
you additional details in a letter that comes to you,
identifies specifically what time, what systems are
invelved in situation ==

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: =-- additicnal under-
sized wells that you're ta.xing about.

MR. LEDDICX: Well, anything I can get i

o

a timely fashion which I need -~ that's ceen ny

problem for a long time is getting informaticn so

"

can deal with ict.

MR. CRUTCHFIELD: I understand., Ckay.
The next area I think we'd like %o have addressed
is a civil strzuctural in the piping mechanical area.
And Larry Shao, who is the Deputy Director of Research
Division over there will summarize those issues for
us.

MR, SHAO: The civil structural -- mechanical
piping team investigate about 90 allegaticns -- 30
allegaticns. We feel most of the allegations can be
closed, but we do have a few cpen items. And let me
highlight these open items.

The team cannot locate certain soil density

FREE STATE REPORTING INC.
D.C. Area 3"-.:“ 0“..'..:. & Annap. 269-62136
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testing records for certain layers of soil, and as I
understand, LP&L is looking at this record right now.
The safety issue in this area is the seismic response
may be influenced by soil densities. ’

MR, EISENHUT: Let's see. Larry, let me
ask you., As I understand if, the original allegation
was that there were missing test records for soil
relating to scil back£ill. I think the staff conclusion
was that, that allegation has been substantiated,
at least the soil reccrds tocday haven't been located.
So, I ﬁhinﬁ that lcavcs.you with scme == with scme
opticns and that is aither you can find the records.

I mean that's obviously a -- on a number of the
allegations we locked at where there were qucséicns
relating to records being missing, cne of tho'optionl,
obviously, is if you can find the records, that could
go a long way to resolving the matter.

However, correct me, my technical staff --
but this is a qQuestion about the soil backfill
capability under an earthquake situatiou and the seismic
response to that.

This is sort of a -- I interrupted because
this is sort of a typical kind of question we have.

We have not been able to conclude the adequacy of

the suil's backfill question because there are missing

FREE STATE lﬂlcgfﬂwznln:
Court Reporting epositions
D.C Area 20M=03 - ld:. & Annap. 269-6236
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test records about the densities. Therefore, the
question will be to you folks to come back to us with
how are vou going to address this prcblem.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: I understand.

MR. EISENHUT: And all I want to do today
is lay the problem on, on your menu, so to speak. This
is another matter. It's a kind of matter where ycu're
geing to have to address to cur satisfacticn pricr €0
us going foreh with the license. I said, cbvicusly,
you can == there are different ways to address these
problams. This one ac;uilky £zem a technizal or
technolegy standroint is one cf the easier cnes. You
can conduct a raview of the scil packages and go out
and [.nd the documents. Ycou can §o back and céhduct
toltiﬁql of the soil in the areas where the reccrds
are missing. You could cecnduct analyses ©0 justify
that the soil density is not a critical facter in
the overall seismic respense to the building or tihe
site or the area where this is guestioned. 30, therze's
a number of different ways that you :an approach these
problems.

I think the key element is, though, on a
number of these just like on Mr. Peranich's area and
as we get into some of the more detailed cones, we can

highlight the problem to you. We caa identify the

FREE STATE REPORTING INC.
Court Reporting ¢ Depesitions
D.C. Area 2611902 « Balt. & Annap. 269-6236
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issues. The balls in your court, so to speak. I
wanted to make sure we all understood where we are
on these kinds of issues.

MR. LEDDICK: May I make a generic response
-=- based on this particular -- I think this particular
issue is cne that we can deal with. I think that we’
can find backup records. The biggest problem we've
been facing is related to the way that allegations
are leals with. 1It's been very, very difficult for
us to know what the allegation was, and we're not
terribly interested in Qho that, but we're terzibly
interested in knowing what is the allegation. And
that has been a very difficult thing for us to deal
with, !

MR. DENTON: Right. I can appreciate that.
It's been a difficult subiect for us, too, but as I
menticned, in the first place, in this project we did
it a little different.

Usually we have the situation where
someone brings us a box of allegations or a box of
affidavits and said, those are my allegations. This
proeject we didn't., Generally, these allegations are
what I'll ca.l internally generated guestions. We
sought out pecple. We talked to people. We followed

up every possible lead we had. We didn't want to say,

14
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here's 500 guestions for you. We locked at them and
followed up on all of them, but we came down to the
conclusion these are the areas where we believe there
is a technical question that you need to answer.

And I appreciate it's taken scme time.
We've had a -- Denny didn't menticn it, but I think
we've had scmething on the order of anywhere f£rom 40

to 60 people working a large fraction of their tinme

at the site and geing through records and going through

documents, <cing field walk-downs, doing ghvsical
ins;octicn; o2 pocr compenents, and it just took this
leng =0 get =c the peint where we are now down to
these issues.

As I said, the review process is nct
completed. Mr. Peranich menticned, for sxample, that
he hadn't gotten to following up on scme cf hls itams.
Sut these are the issues identified to cate, and we
wanted to bring this list to you as scon as we
could. By no means -- I dorn't want to infer this i3
the whole list. There may woli be other matters
coming to you as we wrap up our review but, certainly,
this is the principle matters that we're aware of,
that we're trying to identify.

MR. LEDDICK: I understand and I =--

MR. DENTON: The process just is a very

15
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tnorough process.

MR. LEDDICK: I don't want to be critical of
the individuals, Bob, because I think they really gave,
gave it their all. I'm really critical of the process,
though, where so much time and effort is spent protecting
the allegers, many of who which I would have pinned
a medal on if I could have identified them, for
telling me in a timely fashion what problems I might
have had, that it's been hard, hard to cocmmunicate.

MR. EISENHEUT: That's why Item 2 is on the
agenda bac;use the basic contention that I have, which
is my contention, is that much of this informaticn
was available to you for several months if you.had.
fcllcwed up on it adequately, but we'll -- thaé's
Item 2 in the agenda.

Larry, I interrupted you.

MR. SHAQ: Okay. The second item, we had
srouble in finding ocut the exact number of -- wells
used, the number of -- wells tested and the number cf
-- wells rojcétod in each structure. I understand
the LP&L is working on this subject.

MR. LEDDICK: Certainly, certainly, our, ==
we are going to be providing a great deal of data that
you den't have, providing -- we're assembling

information that's presently in our reccrds in a -- in

e ——————————————————S—————
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a fashion that it can be used for an analysis.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Good.

MR, SHAO: Okay. The data is =-- the
information will be used to evalue the testing
results. That's the purpose of this -- getting this
information.

The third item is we cannot locate records
to show the shop wells of TMB piping we inspected
during hydrotests. The piping was manufacturered Dy
-- hydrctest, put it tcgether and do the hydrotest, but
there wers records that éhcwed that the f£ield -- but
shere were nn recerds to shcow the shcp wells were
inspected. According to NRC Code, ycu have o inspect
all wells during hydrotest. :

MR. EISENHUT: Either in the shop where
they're fabricated or if ycu deferred in tle shop,
they would be inspected during the Zield hydrotest.

In this issue, it's my understanding that
based?anormation we've gseen, is that when it was
fabricated by Dravo (Phonetic) in the shop, the
inspection of the wells during a hydrotest were
deferred to the field hydrotest, but in the field
hydrotest, the only records that exist are the records

for the check of the wells that were field fabricated,

nct the shop fabricated wells.

FREE STATE REPORTING INC.
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MR. LEDDICK: I understand the gquestion,
but I don't believe the prcblem is quite in that
fashion, but that's cne we'll have to respcnd to.

MR. EISENHUT: That is our understanding
of the problem as we see it. That is there's --

MR, SHAO: I suspect ycu have inspected, but
so far, we haven't came upcn the records.

MR. EISENRUT: And I think the ASME reguire-
ment that you have inspected becth the shop and the field
wells during a hydrotest. And I'm nct addressing =--

.MR. LEDDICK: No, I'm ==

MR. EISENHUT: -- the, the significance of
the test on the findings of the test or what it really
means. There might be == .

MR. SHAO: It's most likely =-- it's most
lilely when an inspector inspects wells, he wouldn't
inspect every well -- inspecticn of field wells. So
far we didn't come upon the records.

MR, CRUTCHFIELD: 1It's a question of
documentation.

MR. LEDDICK: But it's rot == I'm familiar
enough with this one is that it’'s not missing documen=-
tation. 1It's interpretation cf the documentaticn we

probably have. That's the issue.

MR. CRUTCHFIELD: The documentation that

FREE STATE REPORTING INC.
Court Reporting ¢ Depositins
D.C. Area 261-1902 ¢ Balt. & Annap. 269-6236
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we have from Thompkins and Beckworth is a certifica-
tion that the wells were, indeed, inspected. The
procedure that they called out that they utilized was
to inspect field wells cnly.

And, therefore, if we put the documenta-
tion together, we don't c2e evidence that a hydrotest
was visually inspected io>r the shadow wells, but
that's the documentation thuse were missing.

MR, SHAO: Yea*s. The procedure only called
for inspecticn of £i2ld wells, were silent on the ==

R, LIDDICX: This has a poctential for a lot
cf argument, but I taink we will or I will tzy to
answer it --

MR, CRUTCEFIZLD: You understand thé issue?

MR. LEDDICX: I do understand the issue.

MR, SHAC: The next item scmething similar
to == we have == § gcut cf the 13 structure inspector
review for gualificaticns, do not have the proper
certificaticn.

MR. LEDDICK: Sorry, which ==

MR. SHAO: These are the inspectors, the
-= inspector for J.A. Jones ==

MR. EISENEUT: This is a gquestion about the
size of the welding or =--

MR. LEDDICK: No, this is =-- J.A. Jcnes ==
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but these are the inspector for J.A. Jones and =-- work

2 on -- and J.A. Jones work on general scil and concrete.

3 The next one, we find -- we found out that

4 incomplete inspecticn record related to beth -- main

s stream line =-- and I understand yocur staff is working ;

6 on this methcd.

? MR, LEDDICX: Would you please repeat the last |
i l
9 MR, SHAO: That incomplete inspecticn ’
. 10 records relating to the == main stream line restrain |
" £raming. éhe main stream line restrain framing.
12 The next cne is we kncw that Ebasce is 1
13| reviewing the speed letters related to Zuke Jenes and also 1
14 the engineering information requests for itams.:hat ;
15 safety impact. We =-=- allowed them to complete a |
6 % review for license.
1 | The next item is the welding and th
'8 ; inspection records for wells on the containment spray
9 ! piping supports are not complete. Again, I think your
20 staff is working on the subject. !
Pa] MR. LEDDICK: Would ycu repeat it, please? i
2 MR. SHAO: 1It's a weld on the containment E
23 spray piping supports. The welding and the inspectiocon i
24 records are nct complete. ;
25 MR. LEDDICK: This is a documentation ;
|
C.R. o
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problem?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Well, it might be a
safety problem.

MR. LEDDICK: I'm trying to understand what
he said.

MR. SHAO: VYes, if we came upon the record, we
can evaluate the ==

MR. LEDDICK: Record, missing record, is
+hat what -- missing recerd, all right.

MR. EISENHUT: Let me -- being passed out
ncw is a typed up list of the billets of the items
we're going through. We're not going through them
in exac=ly the order on the pages here. So, it's a
littla bic difficult, but all the items are here. That
happens tc be the =-=- on Page 2, the last item on the
typed up list. This is just a list which will help
veu for the ease of reference and keep track, keep track
where we are.

MR, SHAO: These are all the items I have.

MR, CRUTCHFIZLD: Let's see, there's a
follow=up ==

MR. SHAO: There's cne more item. There's
ane more item. We could not f£ind documentation of the
welding on the instrumentaticn cabinets supports.

MR, EISENEUT: 1It's the third item on

L

FREE STATE REPORTING INC.
Court Reporting ¢ Depositions
D.C. Area 261-1902 « Bait. & Annap. 269-6236



22

% ! Page 2 there. As I uhderstand this, theze ... a

2 question of the adequacy of the welding on the

3 instrument cabinets, cabinets supports inside, inside

4 the containment building.

H It appears the documentation was just

8 missing, which means there's nc way to determine

7 the welding was adequate cr not adequate. Again, you

8 could either lccate the welding records., You could

9 cut cut the wells, rework the == I mean there's a

10| number of sclutions to the problem.

1" | MR, SHAO: Well, you can't == £o see whether

12 | the weld is ckay.
13i MR. LEDDICK: VYeah, I'm familiar with this.
- 14% MR. EISENHUT: Okay, but I think :h; point
18 | is, again, all of these issues, and I think we shculd
| have touched on all the issues on Page 2, I think all

o

of these issues you ought to understand. They are all
18 | in a mode of where we don't feel we have an aceguacte
19 technical bases from a safety standpoint to go forth
20 and following up on our previcus dialogue. It really,
N at this point, has nothing to do with an alleged --

2 these are gquestions that I feel I need to adequately
23 address prior to going forth.

24 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Larry, did yocu cover
28 all the --
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MR. SHEAO: 'I covered =--

MR. LEDDICX: To the best of my knowledge,
corrective action was flowing on all of these. I ==
however, I am not personally acquainted with some of
these, but as far as I can determine, those that I am
aware of, corrective action has been underway for a
considerable pericd cf time.

MR, EISENHUT: Well, then, gee, your
previous ccmment that not knowing the issue and the
allegation was a big impact, really must not have been
a big impact up to this point, at least.

MR, LEDDICX: I said there was a generic
statement. In fact, let me just clariiy. Du:?nq the
time that the constructicn appraisal team was on site,
that was very easy for us to communicate, and we did I
think a marvelcus jcb of communicating.

When the allegation team was on site, the
rules that they were operating under made it very

difficult for them to communicate to us and vice

versa. 1I'm not sure how many surprises there were, but

I think it's the rules that you're coperating under

that bothered me and I'm sure they bothered you, too.
MR. CRUTCHFIELD: Before we go conto to Jay

Harrison, Mark has identified those systems, Mike,

that you're interested in. He'll give you the system
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numbers now.

MR. PERANICH: They're either systems or sub-

systems. And tﬁc numbers are 18-3, 36-1, 36-3, 43(b),
43(b) (9), 46(c), 46(e), 46(h), S55(a), 56(1)! 59, 63(b),
71(b) (2), 72(a) and 91(e).

Now, our, our interest in this area is to
assure that the LP&L hardware walk-dewn findings were

either adegquately dispositicned or adequately

identified on the Ebasco and LPSsL status and transfer

letters to the cperation staZf.
‘And if they were nct, what effect, if any,
which they may have on the activities that occurred

within cperating such as testing?

MR. CRUTCHFIELD: Okay. Anything else?
Thank you, Mark. Jay Harriscn frcm Region III was
in charge of our guality assurance and gquality control

]
l
team, and he'll summarize the f£indings to date of his i
efforts at the site. '

|

MR. HARRISON: In response tc =-- first of
all, in response to Mr. Leddick's comment that we

didn't pass all the information along as we normally
would have done in an inspecticn, I'd like to say that
the majority of cur findings were passed onto the team
escorts interface pecple in most cases.
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